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DIALECTIC MATERIALISM WORLDVIEW
OFTHE MARXISTLENIN PARTY
V.P. CHERTKOV

Marxism, as defined by Comrade Stalin,fies science of the
laws of the development of nature and society, a science of the
revolution of the oppressed and expldit@asses, a science of
the victory of socialism in all countries, a science of building a
communist societg.(J.V. Stalin, Marxism and Linguistics,
State Political Publishing House, 1952, pp-58) Guided by
this great revolutionary science, the Commuarty clearly
defined the ways of the workérstruggle for the liberation of
landowners and capitalists from power, and led the workers
and peasants to victory over exploiters, brought the Soviet
people to the broad and bright path of communism, magle th
Soviet country powerful and invincible, turned it into a bastion
of world peace, a bastion of democracy and socialism.

Dialectical materialism is the only scientific worldview,
constitutes the theoretical foundation of communism.

In the work On Dialectial and Historical MaterialismJ.V.
Stalin gave the following definition of dialectical materialism:

fiDialectical materialism is the worldview of the Marxist
Leninist partylt is called dialectical materialism because its
approach to natural phenomena, ntethod of studying natural
phenomena, its method of cognition of these phenomena is
dialectical, and its interpretation of natural phenomena, its
understanding of natural phenomena, its theory is
materialistt . @.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 195Q.
574).



The creation of dialectical materialism by Marx and Engels
was their great scientific fedlarx and Engels generalized and
critically reworked the achievements of philosophical thought,
generalized and creatively rethought the achievementkeof t
natural and social sciences, as well as the entire experience of
the struggle of the working masses against exploitation and
oppression.

Using all the best that has been accumulated by mankind over
the previous millennia, Marx and Engels made a revaaty
revolution in philosophy, created a qualitatively new
philosophy.

The essence of the revolutionary revolution carried out in
philosophy by the founders of Marxism is that for the first time
in the history of mankind, philosophy has become a science
that equips people with the knowledge of the laws of the
development of nature and society, which serves as an
instrument of struggle for the victory of communisthe
philosophical systems of the past were distinguished by the fact
that their creators, ndieing able to give a single harmonious
picture of the world, piled together a wide variety of facts,
conclusions, hypotheses and just fantasies, claimed to know the
absolute truth in the final instance and thereby essentially
limited the living process otognition man of the laws of
nature and society.

The discovery of Marx and Engels marked the end of the old
philosophy, which could not yet be called scientific, and the
beginning of a new, scientific period in the history of
philosophyMarxist philosoply is not a science over other
sciencesDialectical materialism is an instrument of scientific
researchlt permeates all the sciences of nature and society and



itself is constantly enriched with new achievements of sciences
and the practice of building sialism and communism.

Marxism marked a qualitatively new stage in the development
of philosophical thought, and in the sense that only in the
person of Marxism did philosophy become the banner of the
masses.

J.V. Stalin points out that Marxistiis not jus a philosophical
doctrine.lt is the teaching of the proletarian masses, their
banner, it is revered and the proletarians of the wintdho to

it. Consequently, Marx and Engels are not just the founders of
a philosophicaliischoob - they are the livingdaders of the
living proletarian movement, which is growing and gaining
strength every day @J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 350) .

Therefore, A. A. Zhdanov, criticizing in the philosophical
discussion a misunderstanding of the history of philosophy as a
simple change of one philosophical school to another, noted
that fiwith the advent of Marxism as the scientific world
outlook of the proletariat, the old period of the history of
philosophy ends when philosophy was the occupation of
individuals, the propertgf philosophical schools, consisting of

a small number of philosophers and their students, closed,
divorced from life, from the people, alien to the people.

Marxism is not such a philosophical schddh the contrary, it

is the overcoming of the old phgophy when philosophy was
the property of the few chosen oneshe aristocracy of the
spirit, and the beginning of a completely new period in the
history of philosophy, when it became a scientific weapon in
the hands of the proletarian masses fightingtieir liberation
from capitalism (A. A. Zhdanov, Speech at the discussion on



the book of G. F. AlexandrofiHistory of Western European
Philosophyp State Political Publishing House, 1952, p. 12)

The ideas of Marxist philosophy, mastering the masses,
themselves become a material fofeeeMarxist philosophical
teachings did not and could not have such power.

The profoundly fundamental difference between dialectical
materialism and previous philosophical systems is that it serves
as a powerful tool fopractical impact on the world, a tool for
cognition and change of the world.

Marx at the beginning of his revolutionary activity said that if
in the old days philosophers saw their task only in one way or
another to explain the world, then a new, revohdiry
philosophy should teach how to change Dialectical
materialism, created by Marx and Engels and further developed
by Lenin and Stalin, is a formidable theoretical weapon in the
hands of the working class, fighting against capitalism, for
socialismand communism.

Under the banner of Marxistreninism, the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the Soviet people radically changed
the face of old Russia.

Reflecting the majestic results of the path taken by the party,
the Charter adopted at the XIX Bar€Congress saysilhe
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, having organized the
union of the working class and thiabouring peasantry,
achieved as a result of the Great October Socialist Revolution
of 1917 the overthrow of the power of the capitalists and
landlords, the organization of the dictatorship of the proletariat,
the liquidation capitalism, the destruction of the exploitation of
man by man and ensured the construction of a socialist society.
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Today, the Charter further says, the main tasks of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union are to build a communist
society through a gradual transition from socialism to
communism, continuously raise the material and cultural level
of society, educate members of society in the spirit of
internationalism and &blish fraternal ties with workers of all
countries, in every way possible to strengthen the active
defenceof the Soviet Motherland from the aggressive actions
of its enemiesfd(Charter of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, State Political Publishg House, 1952, p.-3!).

In the face of new tasks, the party raises the role and
significance of Soviet socialist ideology even higher, aiming at
the bottom to use the mobilizing, organizing and transforming
power of the great ideas of Marxidpeninism n the interests

of communist construction, in the interests of consolidating
world peace.

The 19th Party Congress set the task of strengthening
ideological work, systematically raising and improving the
scientific and political training of personnel, andedting all
means of ideological influence on the cause of the communist
education of Soviet people.

The ideas of Marxisaieninism, the ideas of the brilliant work

of JV. Stalin iThe economic problems of socialism in the
USSR, the speech of JV Stalin #ite final meeting of the XIX
Party Congress, the decisions of the XIX Party Congress serve
as an inspiring guide for all progressive mankind.

Mastering this enormous theoretical wealth is the responsibility

of every conscious builder of a communist sogietvery
participant in the world communist movement.
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In a report at the XIX Party Congress, Comrade Malenkov
said: iThe teachings of Maf& Engel® Lenind Stalin give

our party unbeatable strength, the ability to pave new ways in
history, clearly see the goaf our progressive movement, win
and consolidate victories faster and more firmly.

Lenin-Stalinist ideas illuminate with bright light the
revolutionary theory of the task and prospects of the struggle of
the masses of all countries against imperialisn, deace,
democracy and socialismG. Malenkov, Report to
the19thParty Congress on the work of the Central Committee
of the CPSU (B.), State Political Publishing House, 1952, p.
107-108).

The worldview is a system of views on the world as aleh
those basic principles with which people approach the reality
surrounding them and explain it and with which they are
guided in their practical activities.

No matter how great discoveries may take place in certain
areas of nature, they have not yetegi and cannot give a
single understanding of nature, understanding it as a
whole.Can, for example, certain discoveries in the field of
chemical phenomena, certain chemical laws make up a
worldview, give an understanding of nature as a whoie?
course ng because, no matter how important they are, they are
valid only for narrowly limited limits for the field of chemical
phenomena, and do not reveal the essence of many other
phenomena.

The same must be said of all other sciendesie of the so
called pecific sciences can give a complete picture of the
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world, cannot eliminate the need to develop a holistic
worldview.

There have been many attempts in history to create a picture of
the world as a whole by extending the laws of one particular
science to &l phenomena of nature and soci€dp, in the
XVIII century, philosophers extended the laws of mechanics
not only to all natural phenomena, but tried to interpret social
phenomena with their heljVidespread in bourgeois
philosophy and sociology of the sew half of the 19th
century, the transfer of Darwinism laws to society was
received, which served as the theoretical basis for the
emergence of such a reactionary direction in sociology as
social Darwinism.

Often there was the opposite: there were attenptextend
social laws to natural phenomena, for example, the life of
insects was likened to the activities of the state, it was argued
thatfianimals worlg etc.

Attempts to transfer laws characteristic of one phenomenon to
another are unscientific and aetionary.This kind of
thoroughly reactionary theories especially flourishes in the era
of imperialism, when the defenders of decaying capitalism
consciously pervert science, trying at all costs to justify
capitalism, to justify aggressive predatory wars.

To develop a comprehensive and holistic worldview, it is
necessary to generalize the laws of nature and society, to
discover the general laws inherent in all phenomena, objects,
processes of realdysuch laws that could serve as guiding,
initial principles when approaching the most diverse
phenomena of realitthe discovery of such laws, the
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development of a way of approaching reality and its
interpretation is the task of a special sciénphilosophy.

Speaking at a philosophical discussion in 1947, AZiAdanov
said: iiThe scientific history of philosophy, therefore, is the
history of the origin, origin and development of the scientific
materialistic worldview and its laws(A. A. Zhdanov, Speech
at the discussion on the book of G. F. Alexandrévhstory of
Western European Philosopby,State Political Publishing
House, 1952, p. 7).

This story of the origin and development of a scientific
worldview does not constitute any autonomous process of
developing pure ideas that generate one andthaeality,
certain discoveries in the field of philosophy always constitute
a conscious or unconscious generalization of factual
knowledge of nature, a conscious or unconscious reflection of
certain needs of the further development of social life.

Engels points outhét fit was not just the power of pure
thinking that pushed the philosophers forward, as they
imagined.On the contraryin fact, they were pushed forward
mainly by the powerful, ever faster and more rapidly
developing natural sciences and indusfiyF. Engels, Ludwig
Feuerbach and the end of classical German philosophy,
Gopolitizdat, 1952, p. 18).

The process of development of philosophical thought was
influenced not only by production, not only by the
development of productive forces, but also by thedpction

and social relations of peopRhilosophical ideas, being a
superstructure over the real basis of a given society, very often
reflected the changes occurring in the sphere of production and

14



the achievements of the natural sciences in a pervgedn
their head form.

This perversion was due to the nature of social relations in
class, antagonistic social formations, the class position of the
authors of philosophical systems and teachimps. struggle of

the classes, the struggle of progressine reactionary social
forces was reflected in philosophy in the form of a struggle of
opposing ideological direction$hus, due to the fact that
society split into hostile classes and moved forward by their
mutual struggle, the history of philosophichbught appeared

as a history of the struggle of ideas, reflecting the history of the
struggle of classes.

Materialism arose and developed in a fierce struggle with
idealism, with various idealistic trendehe whole history of
philosophy is the history ofhe struggle of the main camps,
parties in philosophy, reflecting the struggle of the social
classes and the parties representing their interests.

fiThe latest philosophg,said Lenin,fis as partisan as it was
two thousand years agqV. |. Lenin, Soch.Yol. 14, ed. 4, p.
343).

Thus, the history of philosophy is the history of the struggle of
two opposing cam@s materialism and idealisnMaterialists
strove for a correct explanation of reality, proceeding from the
objective laws of reality, natur@n thecontrary, idealists tried

to explain the world, nature, proceeding not from itself, but
with the help of invented ideal, ultimately divine forces.

The idealistic worldview is just as unscientific and reactionary
as the religion with which idealism has coowm
roots.ldealism views the world as the embodiment of an

15



fiabsolute idea fworld reason, ficonsciousnessFrom the
point of view of idealism, the phenomena and objects of nature
that surround usthe whole world as a whaledo not exist on
their own, bt are supposedly a product of otherworldly forces
that stand above nature.

Idealists, especially those of the kind such as the German
philosopher Hegel, talk a lot about the unity of the world, that
they allegedly managed to develop a single, integral
undestanding of realityBut these are just wordm fact,
idealists are not able to find the real unity of all the phenomena
of the world and speak of a fantasy unity, completely fantastic.

Any idealism, whether it depicts the world as created by
otherworldy, supernatural forces, or if it takes for the given
human consciousness, inevitably leads to religion, to
clericalism.lt is therefore not accidental that the idealist Hegel
himself spoke offiworld reason as the idea ofa fiworld-
holderp that is, God, and that (the Machists actually played the
role of lackeys of the clergy. All idealists appeal to religion in
one way or another. Idealism is closely intertwined with
religion, this is the hostile scienctle reactionary essence of
an idealistic worldview.

Idealistic, of course, are the religious views themselves, which
also claim the role of worldvievA religious worldview that
distorts the true picture of the world is thoroughly
reactionaryBoth religion and idealism serve the bourgeoisie as
an instrument of the spiritual enslavement of the working
people.

Religion claims that all the diverse phenomena of nature and
society are one, for all of them are supposditiseated by
Godd and all subsequent exasice owe to GodBut this
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funityd is not real, but fantasized by the theologids.
science and everyday practical activity of people show, objects
and phenomena of reality arise and exist due to natural,
material reason£laiming that the world was criesl by a
higher power, the religious worldview does not see a really
existing connection between the various natural phenomena
that condition one another and generate one another.

A single view of nature should not be sought in the artificial
imposition of laws inherent in one phenomenon, completely
different phenomena and not in fictional, fantastic, divine and
other supernaturafiunityo, but in the real unity of things
themselves, phenomena of living and inanimate nafime.
unity of the world consistsni its materiality.Therefore, the
only scientific worldview is the materialistic worldview in its
modern, highest formdialectical materialismThe doctrine of
Marx, Lenin wrote, fis complete and harmonious, giving
people a whole worldview, irreconcilabvith any superstition,
with any reaction, with no defence of bourgeois
oppressiord (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 19, ed. 4, p. 3).

But before it became possible to create a dialectical
materialistic worldview, science had to go a long and winding
path of deelopment, to create the necessary prerequisites for
such a great discovery.

Comrade Stalin points out thédialectical materialism is a
product of the development of sciences, including philosophy,
for the previous periad(J.V. Stalin, Marxism and The
Problems otinguistics, p. 34).

On the basis of the development of social life and, above all,
the successes of the process of production of material wealth,
there were more and more acquisitions of the natural sciences,
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acquisitions in the field of diatéical and materialistic
understanding of nature, and attempts at their philosophical
generalization.

All the successes of natural sciences and philosophy were
ultimately caused by the needs of production, the needs of
social practicelt was the developnme of social production
during the period of the slave system that brought to life at first
the still undeveloped and undivided science, which also
included philosophical ideas.

The first attempts to develop a scientific worldview took place
already in anent times- in ancient China, India, and then in
ancient GreeceéAncient Greek philosophers, materialists and
dialecticians, regarded the world as not created by anyone from
the gods and existing independently of pe&ple
consciousnes3he most outstandg of thend Heraclitus
taught that the world is one, that everything in nature is in a
state of change and development.

Ancient thinkers so broadly imagined nature that they did not
see the deep differences that exist between its individual
phenomenarheir idea ofnature was still naivBut the idea

that nature exists by itself and changes forever was extremely
fruitful and progressive, it was not in vain and left a deep mark
in the history of science.

A bold attempt to paint a single picture of the woslds made
by the French materialist philosophers of the 18th century
Didro, Helvetius, Holbach, etc.

Being the ideologists of the bourgeoisie at the time of its
development, when it was a progressive class, which advanced
the development of the productif@ces of society, the French

18



materialists defended advanced philosophical ideas: they
resolutely opposed a religious understanding of the world and
tried to explain all the phenomena of nature on a scientific
basis.However, the level of development diet sciences of
that time did not yet make it possible to discover the true
interdependence of natural phenomena, did not make it
possible to trace the complex dialectical transitions from one
phenomenon to another, the process of transformation of some
phenomena into other3herefore, the French materialistic
philosophers of the eighteenth century, remaining generally
metaphysicians, expressed only a few guesses about
developmentln addition, French thinkers, changing their own
intentions to show the watlas a wholewhen considering
social phenomena, they switched to the positions of idealism,
because they did not know how to reveal the material
foundations of societyt is clear that the worldview given by
French materialism was not and could not bescient, strictly
scientific and whole.

The further development of the natural sciences and social
practice gave a new impetus to the development of
philosophical thought.

At the end of the eighteenth and beginning of the nineteenth
centuries, as Engelsomts out, igeology, embryology, and
physiology of plants and anats, and organic chemistry, and
based on these new sciences, brilliant conjectures arose
everywhere that anticipated later theory of developméi(-.
Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach and tleed of classical German
philosophy, 1952, p. 21).

Thus, the development of natural science, which reflected
successes in the development of production, invariably and
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with ever greater persistence raised the question of a dialectical
understanding of nater

In the first third of the 19th century, Hegel tried to connect all
the phenomena of the world with the ideaaoEommunity of
their developmenBut his attempt was unsuccesstiegets
idealistic philosophy was a reaction to French materialfsn.

an ideologist of the German bourgeoisie, frightened by the
movement of the lower classes, Hegel was a conservative
thinker.And although Hegel was familiar with the most
important achievements of the sciences of his time and the very
idea of universal deelopment was drawn from objective
reality, he, due to the reactionary nature of his political views,
presented all this in a perverted form.

Hegel declared that the unity of the world consists not in its
materiality, but in the fact that everything is aogwuct of
spirit. He declared all natural phenomena the steps in the
development of theiabsolute idea he had inventedlhus,
according to his system, the world has a beginning and an end,
its developmenfibegin® from the moment when théworld
spiritd syoposedly began the process of figelf-knowledg®,

and fiend® when the samdworld spiritd in the person of
philosophy itself Hegel completes fitself-knowledged

By virtue of this, Hegé idealistic dialectic was not, and could
not be, a scientific mkebd of cognitionHegebs dialectic was
directed toward the past, not toward the futttegel denied

the development of nature, and sought to put an end to the
development of society, wishing to perpetuate the Prussian
Junker estatenonarchical state in@many.

However, the idea oflevelopment, although limited by the
metaphysical system and understood by Hegel pervertedly,
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idealistically, was thatfrational kerne of his philosophy,
which was used by philosophy in its further forward
movement.

Another German philosopher, Feuerbach, who played a
prominent role in the history of philosophical thought as a man
who restored materialism to his rights, together with Hegelian
idealism, rejected the dialectical view of the wottdaddition,
materialistically explaining the phenomena of nature,
Feuerbach, like all materialists of the arxian period, still
interpreted the phenomena and patterns of society
idealistically.

Closer than all thinkers of the past, Russian philosophers
Herzen, Belinsky, Chernysheky, Dobrolyubod approached
the scientific, dialecticamaterialistic ~ worldviewThese
thinkers were revolutionary democrats who called on the
masses to fight the feudal systeib.the same time, they
criticized capitalism with its deceitful democracy and
equality.All of them considered philosophy as an instrument of
struggle against social and national inequality.

It is their revolutionary democratism that explains the fact that
they severely criticized Hegelian idealism and its fear of all the
advancedrevolutionary.As materialists and dialecticians, they
better understood the movement of nature iffetim stone to
marb, emphasized the decisive role of the masses in social
progress and expressed a number of brilliant thoughts about the
internal cause of the development of society.

Having come closer to the scientific worldview than others,

Russian philosophers nevertheless, like all other materialists
before Marx, were unable to materialistically interpret the
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phenomena of society they were thus wble to develop a
complete and holistic scientific worldview.

A truly scientific worldview, covering all the phenomena of
nature and society, was created only by the founders of
communisn® Marx and EngelsThis worldview is dialectical
materialism, which aald be created only with a certain level of
development of natural sciences and social sciences and, above
all, with a certain maturity of the class struggle of the
proletariat against the bourgeoisie.

The successes of the natural sciences were one ahdlse
important prerequisites for the creation of dialectical
materialism.

The first half of the 19th century was marked by major
discoveries in the field of natural scienéenong these
discoveries, it is necessary first of all to note the discovery of
thelaw of conservation and conversion of energy.

The provision on the unity of nature, on the indestructibility of
matter and motion was substantiated back in the 18th century
by the founder of Russian science MV Lomonosov, who then
formulated the law of caervation of matter and motiom
1748, in a letter to Euler, Lomonosov wrote thall changes

that occur in nature occur in such a way that as much as what is
added, so much is subtracted from the ot8er.how much
substance will be added to one bothg same amount will be
taken away from the other, how many hours | will sleep, the
same amount taken away from vigilance, etc. This law of
nature is so universal that it extends to the rules of movement:
a body that excites the impetus for the movemedifferent, it
loses its movement as much as it gives away this movement to
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another body o(M.V. Lomonosov, Selected Philosophical
Works, State Political Publishing House, 1950, p. 160).

Deepening the provisions of Lomonosov on the conservation of
matterand motion, the Russian scientist G.G. Hess established
in 1840 the basic law connecting thermal phenomena with
chemical phenomena, which was the first formulation of the
law of conservation and conversion of energy in relation to
these specific processés.the early 40s, R. Mayer, Joule, the
Russian scientist E. X. Lenz and others formulated a general
law of conservation and transformation of energy, which
affirms the naturakcience understanding of the unity of
various forms of motion of matter.

The Russian scientist P. F. Goryaninov in 18P334, and then

the Czech scientist Purkinje in 1837 laid the foundations of the
cellular theory of the structure of living organisrirs.1838
1839, the German scientists Schleiden and Schwann further
developed thedlular theory, thereby substantiating the unity
of all phenomena of organic nature.

In 1859, Darwin came up with the theory of the development
of the organic world, and in 1869 the great Russian scientist
D.I. Mendeleev created a periodic system of chamic
elements.

Engels considers the middle of the 19th century such a period
in the development of natural sciendgyhen the dialectic
nature of the processes of nature began to be irresistibly
imposed on thoughts and when, therefore, only dialectics could
help natural science get out of theoretical difficult€b.
Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 160) .
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Engels also wrotefiDialectics freed from mysticism becomes
an absolute necessity for natural sciences, who have left the
area where stationary egjories were sufficient..o (Ibid., p.
160).In short, natural science urgently required a transition
from metaphysics to dialectics, from idealism to materialism,
which takes nature in its dialectical development.

However, to create an integral scieiatifworldview, the
discoveries of natural science alone were not endlighk.
required a certain maturity of social relations, necessary so that
people could see and understand the internal springs of the
development of society.

In contrast to all social fmations preceding capitalism,
productive forces under capitalism are developing extremely
rapidly, and for the first time it becomes possible to notice the
fact that it is production that forms the basis of social
development, that the changes occurringproduction entail
changes in all other areas of social IA¢.the same time,
capitalism simplifies and exposes class contradictigiasx

and Engels indicate in the Manifesto of the Communist Party
that the bourgeois era has replaced the exploitateared by
religious and political illusions withexploitation of open,
shameless, direct, calloag his circumstance made it possible
to theoretically establish the fact thiscial classes struggling
with each other are at any given moment the proadict
relations of production and exchanggF. Engels, Anti
Duhring, 1952, p. 26).

The decisive condition for the creation of dialectical
materialism was the emergence of a new dlabkg proletariat
and its appearance in the arena of history as an indegende
political force.
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The largest revolutionary actions of the proletariat during this
period were the Lyon uprisings of 1831 and 1834 in France, the
mass movement of workers in England, called the Chartist
movement and culminating in 183842, the uprisingof
Silesian weavers in 1844 in Germaiifrese historical events,
Engels points oufjcaused a decisive turn in the understanding
of history0 Thus, without the emergence of the revolutionary
working class in the historical arena, it was impossible to
scientifically understand the history of society, and without this
understanding it was impossible to develop a scientific
worldview.

The working class is the only class in capitalist society that, by
virtue of its social position, is interested in creatingceentific
worldview, scientific philosophylhe working class is called
upon by history to overthrow capitalism, put an end to all kinds
of forms of economic, political and spiritual slavery forever,
establish its dictatorship and use it as a lever folding a
classless, communist socieftherefore, the working class is
vitally interested in creating such a philosophy that would give
a correct picture of the world and the opportunity not only to
know the history of nature and society and the laws eifr th
development at present, but also to foresee the course of events
in the future, to master the laws of nature and society, to make
them serve the interests of all mankimtlis explains the
factthat the enormous achievements of the sciences of the firs
half of the 19th century served precisely the ideologists of the
proletariat as a material for developing a scientific
worldview. The ideologists of the bourgeoisie, by virtue of
their social position, did not and could not draw appropriate
conclusionsrom the scientific discoveries of this period.

The proletariat sees and finds the only way to get rid of
capitalist slavery only in a complete, radical change in the
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foundations of the capitalist system, in the further movement of
society towards a new, dhier social systenThat is why the
doctrine of dialectics about development and change, about the
victory of the new over the old, is organically perceived by the
proletariat as confirmation and coverage of its class
aspirationsThe revolutionary proletat, its vanguard- the
communist partiesdo not see and cannot see any other means
of struggle for their goals other than the class struggle against
reactionary forces, against the exploitdaterialistic
dialectics appears to the working class asscéence that
illuminates the revolutionary struggle of the masses: in the
teaching of dialectics that development is the result of
contradictions, the struggle of opposites,

fAJust as philosophy finds its material weapon in the
proletariatp wrote Marx, fithe proletariat finds itsspiritual
weapon in philosophyo (K. Marx and F. Engels, Soch., Vol.
1, 1938, p. 398).

Thus, having critically reworked all that advanced, progressive
that has already been achieved in the history of human thought,
Marx and Engelscreated an integral scientific worldview,
putting it at the service of the interests of the proletariat.

Dialectical materialism, being the only scientific worldview,
serves and can serve only the advanced, consistently
revolutionary class of modern soié the proletariat, its
Marxist party.

This is the essence of classism, partisanship of dialectical
materialismThe class nature and partisanship of dialectical
materialism consists precisely in the fact that the carrier of this
science in our time is thgorking class, its Marxist party.
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The laws of dialectics are as objective and exact as the laws of
chemistry, physics and other sciences are objective and
exact.However, if the laws of chemistry, physics and other
sciences can be used equally by alls#as can serve all classes
equally, then the laws of dialectics can not be used by all
classes, but only by the revolutionary ciadke proletariat, its
party. Dialectical materialism by its nature is the worldview of
the proletariat as the only consistgnmevolutionary class.

In his work fiThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR, Comrade Stalin points out that, in contrast to the laws
of natural science, the use of economic laws in the class society
has a class motive.

This fully applies to the las of Marxism as a science and to
the laws of a scientific worldview.

The party spirit of dialectical materialism consists in the fact
that it is a method of cognition and the revolutionary
transformation of society on the basis of socialism and
communismBy virtue of the objective laws of social
development, first of all, by virtue of the law of mandatory
conformity of production relations with the nature of
productive forces, socialism is being replaced by
capitalism.However, at present, of all the cd@s of modern
society, only one working class consciously uses these laws,
which is rebuilding society on the basis of socialism and
communism.

This is because the working class is vitally interested in using
these lawsThe bourgeoisie, on the contrarys ivitally

interested in hindering the use and cognition of the laws of
social development and hindering the spread of a scientific
worldview. Consequently, the essence of the principle of
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Marxist partisanship consists in the fact that in a modern
society t is impossible to have a truly scientific worldview
without sharing the worldview of the proletariat and its Marxist

party.

V. I. Lenin teaches thafimaterialism includes, so to speak,
partisanship, obliging, in any assessment of an event, to
directly andopenly take the point of view of a particular social
groupo (V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 1, ed. 4, p. 3881), on the
point of view of the working class.

In philosophy, partisanship is not to hang between the
directions of idealism and materialism, metggbs and
dialectics, but to directly and openly take the point of view of a
certain directionThe revolutionary proletariat and the Marxist
party directly and openly stand on the positions of dialectical
materialism and resolutely defend and develop it.

fiThe genius of Marx and Engeiswrote Lenin, ficonsists
precisely in the fact that for a very long period, almost half a
century, they developed materialism, moved forward one main
direction in philosophy, did not stomp on repeating already
solved epistemnlogical questions, but carried out consistertly,
showed how to carry out the same materialism in the field of
social sciences, mercilessly sweeping away, like rubbish,
nonsense, bombastic pretentious balcony, countless attempts to
floperd a finewo line in philosophy, to invent afinewo
directione d u c at i (¥.h Lenirg $och., ¥ol. 14, ed. 4, p.
321).

Marxist philosophy is implacably hostile to contemplation,

bourgeois objectivism, and apoliticalitfhe party spirit of
Marxist philosophy requires a dsiwve, passionate struggle
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against all the enemies of materialism, no matter what flag they
hide behind.

Nowadays, the partisanship of Marxist philosophy obliges us to
wage a daily struggle against all kinds of new fashion trends
and trends, which are esjaly widespread in the United
States and England and sow extreme idealism, metaphysics,
flobscurantism, to expose the servile nature of the activities of
bourgeois philosophers who pervert science to please the
imperialists, justifying social and nationappression and
predatory wars.

A distinctive feature of the partisanship of dialectical
materialism is also that it coincides with scientific objectivity,
for the class interests of the proletariat do not diverge from the
general line of development ofsbory, but, on the contrary, are
organically consistent with it.

If the whole development of capitalist society, contrary to the
interests and will of its ruling classes, prepares the conditions
for socialism, makes the victory of socialism inevitablenthe

is precisely with this objective process of development of
society that the activities of the proletariat are consisttrdir
struggle for socialismlhe socialist revolution, the
implementation of which is the historical mission of the
proletariat forever destroys exploitation, opens a broad path to
communism, and thereby meets the fundamental interests of all
working mankind.

f... The class interests of the proletatagmrade Stalin points
out in his workiThe Economic Problems of Socialismthme
USSR¢ fimerge with the interests of the overwhelming
majority of society, for the revolution of the proletariat does
not mean the destruction of one form or another of
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exploitation, but the destruction of all exploitation, while
revolution of other @sses, destroying only this or that form of
exploitation, were limited by the framework of their narrow
class interests, which contradict the interests of the majority of
society @.V. Stalin, Economidroblems ofSocialismin The
USSR, Gospolitizdat, 59, p. 50).

That is why the class point of view of the proletariat, its
partisanship, which correctly expresses not only the interests of
the proletariat, but also the development needs of the entire
human society, is fully consistent with objective truthe
principle of Marxist partisanship requires a decisive struggle
for objective truth in science, which not only does not
contradict the interests of the proletariat, the Marxist party, but
is also a condition for a successful struggle against what has
become obsolete in science and public life.

In a word, the partisanship of Marxist philosophy is alien to
class limitation, subjectivity, which are organically inherent in
the partisanship of the bourgeoistnd that is
understandabldzven at a time wheithe bourgeoisie was a
progressive class, its interests, as the class of exploiters, limited
the horizons of its ideologists, led them to contradict reality, to
subjectivity.In the era of imperialism, which is the last era in
the life of capitalism, the arof its historical destruction, the
class interests of the bourgeoisie contradict the further forward
movement of mankind, are irreconcilably hostile to everything
progressive and progressive in the life of peoplést is why

the class point of view othe bourgeoisie in philosophy and
science is hostile to objective truth, it perverts and denids it.
is in the interests of bourgeois partisanship of all kinds of
lackeys of imperialis@ bourgeois scholars,
philosophersjournalist® pervert the truth anbile, proving the
eternity of capitalismin this hostility of bourgeois ideologists
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to objective, scientific truth, only the doom of capitalism, its
inevitable death, is manifested.

* *
*

Dialectical materialism, as an integral and scientific
worldview, is characterized by the unity of the dialectical
method and materialist theo@reated by Marx and Engels
and enriched and further developed by Lenin and Stalin, the
dialectical method is one of the greatest achievements of
scienceV. |. Lenin andJ.V. Stalin teach that dialectics is the
soul of Marxism.The working class, its vangud@rdhe Marxist
partyd consciously use the laws of dialectics, see it as a
weapon in the struggle for further social progress.

The method of cognition is not a manual artifigiadteated and
external to objective reality, it is certain objective laws of
reality discovered by people in things themselves, phenomena
and serving as a means of knowing them.

The idealists are in the opposite positiBor example,
representatives of enof the schools of modern bourgeois
philosophy in the United States, calling themselves
instrumentalists, like many other idealists and reactionaries,
interpret the method and theory of knowledge
subjectivelyFrom the point of view of these enemies of
sdence, there are no objective laws of nature and sodikgy.
method of cognition, according to them, is artificially
constructed by people, representsianveniend tool with
which a person supposedly forms phenomena and creates his
own order in nature.

In reality, the method of cognition cannot be artificially
createdThe method, as was said, is the laws of the
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development of nature themselves, open, correctly understood
and consciously applied by people in the process of cognition.

The dialecticaimateialistic consideration of the phenomena of
nature and society means considering them for what they are in
themselves, objectively.

Marx wrote that thdidialectical method he created was not
only fundamentally different from Hegs| but represented its
direct oppositeFor Hegel, the process of thinking, which he
transforms even under the name of an idea into an independent
subject, is a demiurge [creator, creator] of the real, which
represents only its external manifestatibor me, on the
contrary, thaedeal is nothing but the material, transplanted into
the human head and transformed in @. Marx, Capital,Vol.
1,1951, p. 19).

To Hegel, dialectics seemed a science of the laws of absolute
spirit, of the idealistically understood laws of
consciousngs.For Marx, it is primarily a science of the
objective laws of nature and society.

The history of philosophy, sciences generally knows many
unsuccessful attempts to create a universal method of
cognition.Some bourgeois philosophers tried to declare the
laws of mathematics as a method of studying all natural
phenomenaAnd still, many bourgeois scholars adhere to this
point of view.However, the failure of such attempts is obvious:
not one of the special areas of knowledge, no matter how
important and thughly developed, can fundamentally claim
the role of a universal methodll the more untenable and
reactionary are all kinds of subjective research methods: the
fisubjective method in sociology subjectivity in psychology
and physiology, chemistry, phygs, etcd methods that are
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especially fashionable among modern representatives of
reactionary bourgeois science.

Only MarxismLeninism discovered the only scientific,
universal method of knowing nature and soci&tyis method
is universal laws that are ptemented in all objects and
phenomena without exceptidb.is these laws that Marxism
Leninism considers as a universal method of cognition.

In thefDialectic of Naturé Engels points out tha@dialectics is
regarded as the science of the most genenat laf all
movementThis means that its laws must be valid both for
movement in nature and human history, and for the movement
of thinking 0 (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 214).
another place, Engels write8Thus, the history of nature and
human society is where the laws of dialectics are abstracted
from. They are just nothing but the most general laws of both
of these phases of historical development, as well as of
thinking itselfo (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 38).

Science @dims that all phenomena of animate and inanimate
nature exist in a certain interdependence, and not in isolation
from each othemBut from this it follows that it is necessary to
study the phenomena of animate and inanimate nature not in
isolation from eals other, but in their real relationship.

Science claims that in all phenomena of animate and inanimate
nature there are processes of change, renewal,
developmentDevelopment is the law of all objects and
phenomena of animate and inanimate naflinerefoe, this

law is universal, universal, everywhere and everywheis.

only necessary to discover this universal law in things and
phenomena themselves and correctly understand it, which was
done for the first time in the science of Marx and Engels, so
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thatit becomes possible to use this objective law of nature as a
method and consciously be guided by it in the study of all
phenomena of nature, society and thinking .

The same must be said about such a law of dialectics as the law
of the struggle of opposgeMarxism has comprehensively
proved that the struggle of opposites is the internal source of
development of all phenomena of animate and inanimate
natureThis law of dialectics is also universal and
universal.That is why knowledge of this law makegdssible

to study the new phenomena that are not yet known to us in the
right way: to look for the source of their development not in
otherworldly external forces, but in the internal contradictory
nature of the phenomena themselves.

It turns out, therefa, that thanks to the knowledge of once
open and correctly understood general @wlse laws of
dialectic® the study of specific laws is greatly facilitated,
people confidently search and find therhis is the guiding,
methodological significance of theatiectical method, its role
as a powerful and faithful tool of knowledge.

In the materialist dialectic, the Marxist party finds not only a
method for explaining the phenomena of social life, but also
guiding principles for finding ways and means to chahge i

The dialectical method is a method of revolutionary
action.Guided by the Marxist dialectic method, the party of the
proletariat bases its policy, strategy and tactics on a sober
scientific analysis of the economic development of society,
taking into acount specific historical conditions, proceeds
from the correlation of class forces and the real tasks facing the
working class in this situation.
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The provisions of materialist dialectics give a scientific idea of
the laws of development of nature andcisty, arm the
working class and all working people with the correct method
of cognition and revolutionary change in the world.

Materialist dialectics theoretically justifies the need to fight for
a revolutionary change in an exploitative society.

If the transition of gradual, slow quantitative changes to rapid
gualitative changes is the law of development, says Comrade
Stalin, it is clear that the revolutionary coups carried out by the
oppressed classes represent a completely natural and inevitable
phenomeon.Not a gradual, slow change in the living
conditions of capitalist society through reform, but a qualitative
change in the capitalist system through revolution and the
creation of new foundations of social le this is the practical
conclusion that dllows from the principles of materialist
dialectics.

This conclusion exposes the righing Social Democrats who
advocate reactionary views according to which capitalism, as it
were, smoothly, without leaps and shocks, develops into
socialism.The sworn eemies of the working peoplé the
right-wing socialists, lacquering in front of American
imperialism, climb over and over, proving thiailured of
Marxist dialectics.

However, life takes its tollThe economic crises periodically
experienced by the caplist states, wars, revolutions,
increasingly mature in different countries and have already
exploded capitalism in several countries of Europe and Asia,
speak of the inevitable truth of Marxist dialectics and the
inevitable complete defeat of its enemies.
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Marxist dialectics profoundly substantiates the historical
inevitability of the explosion of old social order in a society
divided into hostile classeRevealing the general laws of
development of all natural and social phenomena, Marxist
dialectics show the regularity of social revolutions carried out
by the oppressed classes and, thus, inflicts a serious blow on all
kinds of perverters of science who defend the outdated
capitalist system.

Marxism considers the development of nature and society as a
process of their selflevelopment, for nature and society
change according to the laws intrinsic to thd@ime root causes

of all development are the contradictory nature of all
phenomena of nature and society: all of them are characterized
by the struggle othe new with the old, emerging with the
outdated.

From the point of view of Marxist dialectics, the contradictions
that exist in the material world are infinitely diver3ais
extremely important position was emphasized by V.I. Lenin.

his letter to Maxn Gorky, he wrotefi... life goes forward with
contradictions, and living contradictions are many times richer,
more diverse, more substantial, than it seems to the human
mind at firsto (V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 34, ed. 4, p. 353).

In a society divided ito antagonistic classes, the inconsistency
of development is expressed in the struggle of clasées.
history of the exploiting society is therefore the history of the
class struggle.

If the struggle of opposing forces, the struggle of antagonistic

classe moves the development of an exploiting society
forward, then the conclusion follows: we must not gloss over
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the contradictions of capitalist society, but open them, not put
out the class struggle, but bring it to the end.

The Bolshevik Party has alwayslilh its tactics, searched for
ways and methods of struggle for a new social system in full
accordance with this law of materialist dialectithe party
mobilized the working people of Russia in a decisive struggle
against the capitalists and landlords) the victorious
implementation of the Great October Socialist Revolution, in
the liquidation of the capitalist elements of the city and village
and the building of a socialist society, and now confidently
leads our people forward to communisthese histocal
victories, won under the banner of Lenitalin, speak of the
great organizing, mobilizing and transforming power of
Marxist-Leninist science.

Today, millions of working people in the countries of pedple
democracy, led by communist and workersrtipa, are
successfully building the foundations of sociali€ralectical
and historical materialism, Marxiseninist theory, like a
powerful spotlight, illuminates them the way forward.

Contradictions are the source of all developm€&hey take
place under socialismClarification of their features under
socialism is of great importance for the practical activities of
the Communist Party and the Soviet people.

In a socialist society where there are no hostile classes,
contradictions do not take on thatare of the struggle of
opposing classe8ut here also the new and the old take place,
and the contradictions and the struggle between
them.However, contradictions and the struggle between the
new and the old exist in the new conditiods. Under our
socialist conditiong, JV. Stalin teaches, fieconomic
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development does not take place in the order of coups, but in
the order of gradual changeso(J.V. Stalin, Economic
Problems of Socialism in the USSR, p. 53).

The transition from the old quality tbeé new takes place in a
socialist society without explosions, because in this society
there are no antagonistic classHse development of society is
carried out under socialism on the basis of new driving forces:
the moral and political unity of Sovievaety, the friendship of
peoples, Soviet patriotisiihe struggle between the new and
the old in the economic, political and spiritual life of Soviet
society does not require breaking the foundations of society,
but is done on the basis of further strérgting the principles

of socialism, on the basis of further rallying the workers,
peasants, and Soviet intelligentsia around the tasks of building
communism, around the Communist Paftye peculiarity of

the struggle between the new and the old, confhetsveen
them is that the absolute majority of the people, led by the
Communist Party, stand on the side of the new in socialist
society.By virtue of this, Soviet society has the opportunity to
overcome the lagging inert forces, without bringing the matte
to a conflict between the productive forces of society and
production relationsA decisive role in overcoming such inert
forces that defend the old is played by criticism and- self
criticism.

The contradictions between the new and the old in the
developnent of socialism are revealed and resolved through
the development of criticism and selfticism. Criticism and
self-criticism are an integral and permanent weapon of the
Communist PartyCriticism and seklcriticism are the key with
which Soviet peoplaeveal and eliminate shortcomings and
move society forward.
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In a report at the XIX Party Congress, Comrade Malenkov
pointed out that in order to successfully advance the cause of
building communism, a decisive struggle must be waged
against shortcomings dmegative phenomena, and for this it is
necessary to expand selfiticism and especially criticism from
below.

fiThe active participation of the broad masses of working
people in the fight against shortcomings in work and negative
phenomena in the life afur societyp says G. MalenkoWwiis a
clear evidence of the true democratism of the Soviet system
and the high political consciousness of Soviet pedple.
criticism from below, the creative initiative and initiative of
millions of working people, theirancern for strengthening the
Soviet state, finds expressiorhe wider the sel€riticism and
criticism from below will unfold, the more fully the creative
forces and energy of our people will come to light, the stronger
the feeling of the master of the wury will grow and
strengthen among the massd&. Malenkov, Report to
thel9thParty Congress on the work of the Central
Committee).

The 19th Party Congress devoted great attention to the task of
comprehensively developing criticism and saiticism and
removing obstacles that impede the operation of this important
dialectical regularity of the development of Soviet soci€he

new Party Charter, adopted at the XIX Congress, obliges each
member of the party to develop setfticism and criticism
from below, to identify and eliminate shortcomings in work, to
fight against ceremonial prosperity and rapture by suctéss.
charter proclaims incompatible with being in the party ranks a
clip of criticism, a substitute for its ceremoniality and praise.
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These are the practical conclusions from the laws of materialist
dialectics.

All this suggests that Marxist dialectics is not only the only
scientific method of cognition, but also the method of
revolutionary action.

The great transforming power of the didieal-materialistic
worldview lies in the fact that, being the only scientific one, it
gives principles for understanding the world as a whole and at
the same time points to ways and means of changing this
world. Thus, MarxismLeninism is an integral, hamwnious and
practically effective worldview.

* *
*

Dialectical materialism is the only scientific interpretation of
the phenomena of nature and society, an instrument of
cognition and change of the world.

Materialist theory, like the dialectical method, aso not
artificially created, inventedd materialistic understanding of
the phenomena of animate and inanimate nature is an
understanding of them as they are by themselves, without any
extraneous additions.

Materialist theory not only makes it possibte gcientifically
interpret all the phenomena of nature and society, but also
serves as a powerful means of transforming reality.

Marxist materialist theory, or Marxist philosophical

materialism, proceeds from the fact that the world is material,
that divese phenomena in the world are different types of
moving matter, that the world develops according to the laws
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of matter and does not need either God, spirit, or other
idealistic fiction.

The materialist theory proceeds further from the fact that the
phenonena of nature and the conditions of the material life of
society are primary, and the consciousness of people, the entire
sphere of the spiritual life of society, is secondary, derivative.

Considering consciousness as a reflection of the laws of nature
andsociety, materialist theory correctly interprets the origin of
ideas, views, public institution¥hus, materialist theory
correctly points to the real role of ideas and views of people in
public life.

Interpreting the ideas and views of people as aatafie of the
objectively existing laws of nature and society, Marxist theory
affirms the knowability of the world and its laws.

These provisions of materialist theory are the most important
principles of worldviewThey are of great importance for the
scientific understanding of all phenomena of animate and
inanimate nature.

Extending the provisions of dialectical materialism to society,
Marxism for the first time saw in society not an accumulation
of accidents, but the implementation of certain laws
charateristic of the development of sociefhis allowed the
advanced social forces, the Communist Party to base its
activity not on the requirements direaso, funiversal
moralityd and other principles put forward by all kinds of
idealists, but, as JV Stalsaysfi... on the laws of development

of society, on the study of these pattevr(3.V. Stalin,
Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 583).
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MarxismLeninism teaches that not only natural phenomena
occur according to objective laws independent of the will of
people.The processes taking place in public life are also
subject to objective lawslistory, political economy and other
social sciences study the objective laws of the development of
society, equip people with knowledge of these laws, the ability
to usethem in the interests of societparxismp J.V. Stalin
points out in his workiThe Economic Problems of Socialism
in the USSR, flunderstands the laws of sciercehether it is

a question of the laws of natural science or the laws of political
economy, a a reflection of objective processes occurring
independently of the will of peopl@eople can discover these
laws, get to know them, study them, take them into account in
their actions, use them in the public interest, but they cannot
change or repeal ¢émo (J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR, p. 4).

In affirming and creatively developing the fundamental
principles of dialectical materialism about the objective nature
of the laws of science,\J. Stalin subjected to crushing defeat
subjective, voluntarist viewdefore the advent of the work of
J.V. Stalin, iEconomic Poblems ofSocialism in the USSR,
these subjectivist views on the economic laws of socialism
were quite widespread among Soviet economists, philosophers,
historians, ad legal scholars, causing great harm to ideological
work. Exposing subjectivism,.\J. Stalin points out thafithe

laws of political economy under socialism are objective laws
that reflect the laws of the processes of economic life that take
place independgly of our will. People who deny this position,

in fact, deny science, while denying science, they démey t
possibil ity @i StalmyEcohomic Breblegd t .
of Socialism in the USSR, pp10).

42



The recognition of the objectivity of the lawd economic
development should by no means lead to their
fetishization.Society is not powerless in the face of objective
economic lawsKnowing them, people can master objective
laws, fisaddl® them.

Obliging to carefully study the objective laws of social
development, Marxispbeninism at the same time assigns a
huge role to the revolutionary transforming activity of people,
the activities of the advanced classes and paMas<ism
Leninism teaches that people always make history, that in the
history of ®ciety, development is not carried out by itself, not
automatically, but only as a result of pedpleactivities,
through the struggle anidbour of millions. Lenin and Stalin
teach that the death of capitalism does not occur automatically,
but as a resulbf a stubborn struggle against it by all working
people under the leadership of the working class and its
revolutionary party.

Noting the crucial role of material production in the
development of society, historical materialism does not in any
way deny tle significance of idea®n the contrary, dialectical
materialism, in contrast to vulgar materialism, emphasizes the
active role of ideas in societpn his brilliant work On
Dialectical and Historical Materialism, Comrade Stalin pointed
to the enormous fe of progressive ideas, their mobilizing,
organizing, and transforming significan¢e. the work
fiMarxism and Linguisticeé Comrade Stalin shows what the
greatest active force in the development of society is the social
superstructure over the economicsisa that is, social ideas,
institutions.

In his work iThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR) J.V. Stalin again emphasizes the importance of the
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activity of advanced social classes using the objective laws of
the development of society.

The roleof peoplés vigorous activity, the role of advanced
ideas and public institutions under socialism is especially great.

The great importance of advanced ideas and institutions under
the conditions of Soviet reality is evidenced by the ever
growing activityof Soviet people, organizing the activities of
the Communist Party and the Soviet st@tegreat importance

for accelerating the movement of Soviet society towards
communism is the economic, organizational, cultural and
educational function of the Sovistate, which is completely
unknown to the bourgeois staliehe Soviet state, relying on the
basic economic law of socialism and the law of the planned,
proportional development of the national economy, plans to
develop all branches of the economy and caltumobilizes
Soviet people to fight for new successes in a steady movement
towards communism.

The position of historical materialism that under socialism the
role of peoplés conscious activity is growing immeasurably is
most fully confirmed by the leadinand directing activities of
the Communist Partythe Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, armed with the most advanced théoMarxism-
Leninism, determines on the basis of knowledge of the
objective laws of historical development of the way forward of
Sovet societyStudying the laws of the development of
society, summarizing the experiencelafourand the struggle

of the masses, the party sets concrete tasks for the Soviet
people at each individual stage in the construction of
communismThe CommunistParty has a decisive role in
organizing and mobilizing the working people of our country
to fight for the further successes of communist construction.
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The great atconquering power of dialectical materialism is
that it provides the only true pictui the development of
nature and society.

One of the most important and decisive conditions for the
validity of the conclusions and principles of dialectical
materialism is that it itself is always being improved,
assimilating new achievements of the matuand social
sciences and generalizing the achievements of the working
peoplés struggle against capitalism, for socialism, for
communism.

Dialectical materialism is not a collection of forever immutable
rules and regulation®ialectical materialism isconstantly
developing and enriching itsele is the enemy of all
mischief, dogmatism and Talmudism.

The very nature of dialectical materialism requires this creative
attitude to Marxist science.

If dialectics are the most general laws of the developroént
nature and society, then it follows that the laws of dialectics
never appear anywhere the saBeing the most general and
eternal, the laws of dialectics appear every time in a particular
area and are always implemented only in a concrete historical
form.

So, the position of the dialectic that everything in nature is in a
state of change, development, is universal and eternal, for the
change and development of nature, matter is etdtioalever,

it has always been different in content: in the distast, pan

our planet there were only changes, the same processes of
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developmentthe appearance of the first living organisms
marked the emergence of new processes of change,
developmentthe emergence of human society meant the
emergence of new, unprecedeht@rocesses of change,
developmentAnd at every given moment in the life of nature,
the eternal laws of dialectics are implemented in different
ways: at the same time, the process of movement, change
manifests itself as the movement of planets aroundSting

and as the oxidation of metal, and as the process of formation
of a new biological species, and as creation people of the new
social system, etc., etc.

This suggests that the universality and eternity of the laws of
dialectics cannot be metaphysicalipderstood: the laws of
dialectics, being universal, always appear in a new Wag.
laws of dialectics are eternal in their universality and historical
in their concrete manifestation.

MarxismLeninism not only found general laws in things
themselves, nanly managed to isolate them from specific and
particular laws, but also showed how these general laws
manifest themselves in nature.

The laws of dialectics, as universal, argues Marxism, are
manifested in things not next to specific laws, not apart from
them, but in themselvesin specific lawsoThe generaf says

V.. Lenin, fexists only in the separate, through the
separaté (V.1. Lenin, Philosophical btebooks, 1947, p. 329).

In that area ofnature, which is studied, for example, by
physics, thdaws of dialectics are manifested not only and not
next to physical laws, but in themselgem physical lawsThe
same holds true in all other phenomena of nature and society,
where universal lavss the laws of dialectigs are manifested
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only in specific lawsnherent in these phenomedat is why
it is absurd to seek change and development as such, in
addition to the specific processes of change and development.

In a word, dialectics, by its very nature, requires a creative
attitude to itself: not tdiailoro facts to a particular position of
dialectics, but, on the contrary, to find dialectics in the facts
themselves, in which it always manifests itself in a peculiar
way.

K. Marx in his famous worlkCapitab showed how the laws of
materialistic dialecticsra manifested in a historically specific
period of social developmehtin a capitalist societyWhile
bourgeois metaphysical sociologists searched for the eternal
principles of morality, law, and the eternal laws of the
development of society, Marx dialezaily, specifically studied

a specific society capitalish and thereby for the first and
only rightly pointed out the real laws of social development.

Engels in his workfiDialectics of Naturé showed how the
laws of dialectics are manifested in a peculiaaywin
phenomena of organic and inorganic nature.

It is this peculiarity of dialectics, which always manifests itself

only historically specifically, which determines the fact that the

principles of Marxism can also never be implemented
anywhere in the patn, but, on the contrary, are realized and

can only be implemented taking into account the specifics of
the economic, political, the cultural development of this

country, taking into account the characteristics of the current
moment of domestic and intextonal life.

Lenin says that Mais theory ... provides only general
guidelines that apply in particular to England differently than
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to France, to France differently than to Germany, to Germany
differently than to Russia(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 4, ed, p.
192).

Reality, especially social life, is constantly changing,
developinglt is precisely because of this constant emergence
of a new one in material reality itself that the conclusions and
provisions of science cannot be unchanged, but, on the
cortrary, are always improved and changed.

J.V. Stalin saysifiLeaders and Talmudists consider Marxism,
the individual conclusions and formulas of Marxism, as a
collection of dogmas thatnever fichange, despite changing
conditions for the development of sogiefhey think that if
they memorize these conclusions and formulas and begin to
guote them at random, they will be able to solve any issues,
given that the learned conclusions and formulas are useful to
them for all times and countries, for all occasiamdife . But

only such people can think that way, who see the letter of
Marxism, but do@ see its essence, memorize the texts of the
conclusions and formulas of Marxism, but doonderstand
their content ... Marxism, as a science, further daysStalin,

fis not can stand in one pldacé develops and improveh its
development, Marxism cannot but be enriched with new
experience, new knowledgethereforejts individual formulas

and conclusions cannot but change over time, cannot but be
replaced by ew formulas and conclusions corresponding to
new historical problemdvarxism does not recognize the
unchanging conclusions and formulas that are binding on all
eras and perioddlarxism is the enemy of all dogmatigim.
(J.V.Stalin, Marxism andQuestions bLinguistics, p. 5465).

In that period of development of society, when exploitation of
man by man everywhere took place, science knew the struggle
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of the new with the old only in the form of the struggle of
classeswhen a socialist society was born tlthd not know
antagonistic classes, then the doctrine of dialectics about the
struggle of opposites was enriched: science now knows that in
addition to the clashes of classes, the struggle of the new with
the old can also be expressed in the form of @icand sel
criticism.

JV Stalin, summarizing the life experience of Soviet society,
revealed the enormous significance of criticism and- self
criticism as a new dialectical regularity, as a special form of
struggle between the new and the old under tmalitions of

the socialist systenT.hus, dialectical materialism was enriched
and developed further, in relation to new phenomena of social
life.

Not only this example, but also all the most important

phenomena of the era of imperialism and proletarian
revdutions, the era of building socialism and communism in

the USSR, show how life itself requires a constant enrichment
of the provisions of dialectical materialism.

The successors of the teachings and the whole cause of Marx
and Engeld Lenin and Stali devdoped dialectical
materialism further, in relation to the new historical
condition® the conditions of the era of imperialism and the
proletarian revolution, the era of building socialism in the
USSR.The founders and leaders of the Bolshevik party and the
creators of the worli first Soviet state enriched dialectical
materialism with the new experience of the revolutionary
struggle of the proletariat, with new theoretical principles and
conclusions, and raised Marxist philosophy to a new, higher
level.
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Lenin and Stalin raised dialectical materialism to the highest
level, generalizing not only the experience of social life, but
also the achievements of the natural sciences.

In his remarkable workMaterialism and EmpirieCriticism,
V. I. Lenin analy®d the most important discoveries of natural
science since the death of Engels.

The book of Lenin, writes).V. Stalin, isf... a materialistic
generalization of all that is important and essential from what
was acquired by science and, above all, natuwiahse for a
whole historical period, from the death of Engels to the
publication of the book of LeninMaterialism and empirio
criticism 0 (fiHistory of the CPSUR). A Short Coursg, p. 98).

The works Anarchism or Socialism?, On Dialectical and
Historical Materialism, Marxism and Linguistics, The
Economic Problems of Socialism in the US&Rd all other
works of JV. Stalin are wonderful examples of creative
Marxism.

Such laws and categories of materialist dialectics as the
interdependence of objects arftepomena, the irresistibility of
the new, the possibility and reality, the forms of transition from
one qualitative state to another, the law of the struggle of
opposites, etc.are enriched and developed by .JStalin in
relation to the latest achievengiof all industries knowledge.

In his workAiOn Dialectical and Historical Materialist JV.
Stalin for the first time in Marxist literature gave a harmonious,
integral exposition of the main features of the Marxist
dialectical method and Marxist philoddpal materialismJ.V.
Stalin speaks of four basic features of the dialectical method: 1)
the universal connection and interdependence  of
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phenomena?) about movement, change, developmahton
the transition from one qualitative state to anothgrmn the
struggle of opposites as an internal source of development.

J.V. Stalin showed the organic interdependence of all the
features of the Marxist dialectical methdde law of the
struggle of opposites, which is the essence of the last, fourth,
feature ofthe dialectical method,\. Stalin considers as the
internal content of the development process, the internal
content of the transition of quantitative changes into qualitative
ones, i.e., inextricably links the fourth feature of the Marxist
dialectic mé¢hod with the third feature preceding it .

As for the law offinegation of negatian formulated by Hegel
and materialistically interpreted by Marx and Engeld/.J
Stalin rejected this terminology and more fully and correctly
expressed the essence of diits in this matter, putting
forward the provision on the developmentfifiom simple to
complex, from the lowest to the higheg$t.

In the Stalinist work On Dialectical and Historical
Materialism Marxist philosophical materialism is equally
harmoniouslyand fully presented.

JV Stalin formulates the main features of Marxist materialist
theory: 1) the materiality of the world and the laws of its

development, 2) the primacy of matter and the secondary
nature of consciousness, 3) the cognizability of the dvarid

its laws.

J.V. Stalin emphasizes the organic connection of the dialectical

method and materialist theory, shows how enormous the spread
of philosophical materialism to the study of social life, the
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application of these principles to the history otisty, to the
practical activities of the proletariat party.

In his work On Dialectical and Historical MaterialismJ.V.
Stalin further developed historical materialism by formulating
fundamental principles demonstrating the concrete application
of dialectcal materialism to understanding the laws of social
development.

The works of J/. Stalin iMarxism and theProblems of
Linguistic® and fiEconomic Problems of Socialism in lhe
USSR open a new stage in the development of Marxist theory.

In the classic work fiMarxism and the Rblems of
Linguistic®, JV Stalin enriches and further develops Marxist
dialectics, philosophical and historical materialism.

In this work, questions have been developed about the regular
nature of social development, about productieecds and
industrial relations, about the basis and
superstructurecComrade Stalin revealed the characteristic
features and role of language in public life, and indicated the
prospects for the further development of national cultures and
languages.

The gratest contribution to the treasury of Marxidmninism
is the brilliant work oflV. Stalin,iThe EEonomicProblems of
Socialism in the USSRB.

The theoretical and practical significance of this work of
Comrade Stalin is truly enormous.it, Comrade Stafi, on the
basis of a deep scientific analysis of the objective processes of
development of Soviet society, showed the ways of a gradual
transition from socialism to communism.
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The 19th Rrty Congress instructed the commission for the
processing of the paids program to be guided by the main
provisions of Comrade StafmworkiiThe Economic Problems
of Socialism in the US®R

In his work iThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR) J.V. Stalin criticked antiMarxist fipoints of viewd and
erroneous view on the economics of socialist
society.Comrade Stalin deeply and comprehensively
developed questions about the economic laws of socialism,
about the prospects for the development of a socialist economy,
and about the ways of a gradual transition fromiaiem to
communism.

The largest contribution to Marxist theory is the discovery by
J.V. Stalin of the basic economic law of modern capitalism and
the basic economic law of socialis@omrade Stalin
formulates the main features and requirements of thec basi
economic law of modern capitalism as followis: maximizing
capitalist profits by exploiting, ruining and impoverishing the
majority of the population of a given country, by enslaving and
systematically robbing the peoples of other countries,
especiay backward countries, finally, by wars and
militarization of the national economy, used to ensure the
highest profit (J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of Socialism
in the USSR, p. 38).

The basic economic law of modern capitalism shows that under
the capialist economic system, the interests of millions of
ordinary people are sacrificed to a small group of capital
tycoons.This law reveals the parasitic nature of modern
capitalism, which is in the stage of decay, exposes the roots of
the aggressive policied capitalist states.
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On the contrary, the basic law of socialism shows that under
the socialist system of economy production develops in the
interests of the whole society, in the interests of the working
people freed from the exploiting class&g. Staln formulates

the main features of the basic economic law of socialism as
follows: f... ensuring the maximum satisfaction of the
constantly growing material and cultural needs of the whole
society through the continuous growth and improvement of
socialist production based on high technolawd.V. Stalin,
Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR, p. 40).

Thus, if under capitalism a person is subject to the ruthless law
of maximizing profit, then under socialism, on the contrary,
production is subordinat® a person, to the satisfaction of his
needsThis noble goal has a beneficial effect on production, on
the pace of its developmefithe action of the basic economic
law of socialism leads to an increase in the productive forces of
society, to a rapid gwth of production, to a steady increase in
the material welbeing and cultural level of all members of
society.It leads to the strengthening of the socialist system,
while the operation of the basic law of modern capitalism leads
to a deepening of theegeral crisis of capitalism, to the growth
and aggravation of all the contradictions of capitalism and the
inevitable explosion.

Of programmatic importance are the provisions of Comrade
Stalin on the transition from socialism to communism.

J.V. Stalin teabes that in order to prepare for the transition to
communism, at least three basic preconditions must be
implemented:

fil. First, it is necessary to firmly ensure not the muythical
firational organizatiomof productive forces, but the continuous
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growth of al social production with the predominant growth of
production of means of productiofi.(J.V. Stalin, Economic
Problems of Socialism in the USSR, pp6@9.

fi2. Secondly, it is necessary, by means of gradual transitions,
carried out with benefit for theotiective farms and, therefore,
for the whole society, to raise collective farm property to the
level of public property, and also to replace commodity
circulation by gradual transitions with a product exchange
system, so that the central government oresother the socio
economic centre could cover all the products of social
production in the public interest(lbid., P. 67).

3. Thirdly, it is necessary to achieve such a cultural growth of
society that would ensure all members of the society
comprehensig development of their physical and mental
abilities, so that members of the society have the opportunity to
receive an education sufficient to become active workers in
social development, so that they can freely to choose a
profession, and not be confinddr life, due to the existing
division of labour, to one particular professian(lbid., pp. 68

69).

This requires, comrade Stalin points out, to reduce the working
day to at least-6 hours, introduce compulsory polytechnical
training, radically improvehousing conditions and raise the
real wages of workers and employees at least twice.

Comrade Stalin teaches thatnly after all these preconditions
are taken together, it will be possible to move from the socialist
formulad 6 from each according to his &by, to each
according to his workto the communist formuéa 0 from each
according to his ability, to each according to his negdisid.,

P. 69).
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J.V. Stalin developed such new problems as the question of
measures to increase collective farm propertyhto level of
nationrwide, the gradual transition from commodity circulation

to a system of direct product exchange between state industry
and collective farms through tlistocking of collective farm
products, as the question of eliminating the remaining
collective farms In a socialist society, there are significant
differences between town and country, between mental and
physicallabour.

J.V. Stalin made a clear distinction between the question of
eliminating the antithesis between city and country, betw
mental and physicdabour, and the question of eliminating the
essential differences between th&@omrade Stalin showed
that the antithesis between town and country, between mental
and physicallabour, disappeared along with the abolition of
capitalsm and the strengthening of the socialist
systemHowever, under the socialist system, there are
significant differences between city and country, between
mental and physicalabour, and the problem of eliminating
these differences is a very serious proble

Along with the development of economic problems and the
problems of scientific communism,V] Stalin in his work
AThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the Us8&selops

and concretizes dialectical and historical materialism,
deepening understandingf such issues of dialectical and
historical materialism as the question of the objective laws of
the development of society and their use, on the dialectics of
productive forces and production relations, on the possibility
and reality, on the relationshgs the old form and new content
and many others.
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The works of J. Stalin, iThe Economic fblems of
Socialism in the USSRand fiMarxism and theProblems of
Linguistic®, dealt a crushing blow to the vulgarisers of
MarxismLeninism, enrich and further ddep Marxist
political economy, dialectical and historical materialism, and
serve as a guide in the practical work of building communism .

fiThe theoretical discoveries of Comrade Stalin are of world
historical significance, they equip all nations with knedde

of the ways of revolutionary reconstruction of society and the
rich experience of the struggle of our party for
communisn (G. Malenkov, Report to tHEthParty
Congress on the work of the Central Committee of the CPSU
(B.), P. 107).

Of great impornce is the struggle of Comrade Stalin against
the dogmatic approach to theory.

J.V. Stalin, developing and moving forward the Marxist theory,
enriched it with new provisions and conclusions, clarified and
specified on the basis of historical experiencensayeneral
provisions of Marxism, pointed out that certain theses of the
classics of Marxism lost their force due to new historical
conditions.

Comrade Stalin sharply criticized those who understand
Marxism offensively, dogmatically, who establish the
Arakcheev regime in sciencéhe struggle of opinions and
freedom of criticism, comrade Stalin teaches, is a decisive
condition for the development of science.

By the creative development of the most important principles
of Marxism, the struggle against scriiplg and Talmudism,
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Comrade Stalin made an invaluable contribution to the treasury
of MarxistLeninist science.

The doctrine of MarE&ngelsLenin-Stalin brightly and far
ahead illuminates the paths of the victorious movement of
peoples to communism.

The datrine of MarxEngelsLenin-Stalin is omnipotent and
invincible, because it is truéor more than a century of the
existence of the Marxist worldview, the ideologists of the
bourgeoisie have repeatedly made attempfstbverd it and
each time they braktheir foreheads in the struggle against the
positions and conclusions of Marxidoeninism that are
indestructible, scientifically substantiated and confirmed by
socichistorical practiceToday, such a campaign against
MarxismLeninism is undertaken byé despicable servants of
US-English imperialism, the malicious arsonists of a new
world war.

However, they are waiting for the same inglorious fatee
worldview of the Marxisteninist party dialectical
materialisnd illuminates the path to communism wittne
Communist and Workers Parties and all working people ever
brighter.

58



THEMARXISTDIALECTIC ON THE
RELATIONSHIP ANDONTERDEPENDENCE
OFPHENOMENA IN NATURE AND
SOCIETYV. S. MOLODTSOV

In his work On Dialectical and Historical Materialism
ComradeStalin gave an unsurpassed clarity and depth in the
formulation of the four main features of the Marxist dialectical
method.

Comrade Stalin begins the presentation of the features of the
Marxist dialectical method with the doctrine of the connection
and nterdependence of phenomena in nature and society,
indicating that the Marxist dialectical method requires that each
phenomenon in nature and society be considered in connection
with other phenomen&his requirement of the Marxist
dialectical method reftds the essential relations of objects and
phenomena of the objective material woilltiere is nothing in

the world that exists in isolation, everything exists in relation to
another, in connection with anothéMillennia have passed
since the idea oBO connection of everythingfiad chain of
causesfiLenin pointed ou§ A comparison of how these causes
were understood in the history of human thought would give an
undeniably conclusive theory of knowledgg/.l. Lenin,
PhilosophicalNotebooks, 1947, p. 294.).

The Marxist doctrine of the relationship of phenomena in
nature and society is fundamentally the opposite of
metaphysics, which considers all objects of nature as isolated
existing.Formulating the featuresf the Marxist dialectical
method, Comrade Stalin contrasts the dialectical method with
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metaphysics, reveals its astientficity and reactionary
essence.

Criticism by the Marxist philosophy of
metaphysical denial of the relationship of
phenomena in nat ure and society

The Marxist dialectical method was forged in the struggle
against idealism and metaphysioBialectics has matured in
the struggle against metaphysics, in this struggle it has gained
fame..0 (J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 303)comradeStalin
writes. The founders of materialist dialectics, Marx and Engels,
resolutely exposed all kinds of theories hostile to proletarian
socialism.They criticized various bourgeois and petty
bourgeois metaphysical concepts (economic, political,
philosophcal) and in this struggle improved and developed the
method of materialist dialectics.

The struggle against metaphysics is especially acute in the era
of imperialism, when agents of the bourgeoisie penetrating the
labour movement replace Marxist dialectiesth metaphysics

in order to impose bourgeois views on the working class and
limit the scope of its revolutionary struggkexposing theories

and political trends hostile to Marxism, Lenin and Stalin
always revealed the methodological basis of theseidseand
currents, their metaphysics.

The metaphysical denial of the interdependence of phenomena
is a characteristic feature of modern idealistic systémihese
systems, metaphysics is inextricably linked with idealism.
order to undermine scientifideas about reality, the ideologists

of imperialism, relying on the metaphysical methéidyvend

an infinite number officoncepts, fpictures of the world
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which reduce to the denial of the existence of a world
independent of consciousne€ge of these ancepts belongs
to the Machist philosophy, which still has circulation in the
countries of capitaln the work Materialism and Empiro
Criticism, which constituted an era in the development of
Marxist philosophy, Lenin, exposing the idealism of Machist
philosophy, at the same time strongly criticized its
metaphysical methodhe Machists tried to prove that only
sensations really exighey examined the sensations on their
own,in isolation from reality, out of touch with surrounding
objects and phenomenBhe Machists declared the external
material world in this way an illusio®n this basis a
monstrousfbrainles®, as Lenin called it, philosophy of the
Machists grew up.

fiThe sophism of idealistic philosophydsyrote Lenin,fithat
sensation is not accegal as a connection of consciousness with
the outside world, but as a partition, a wall that separates
consciousness from the outside wor@{V.l. Lenin, Soch.,
Vol. 14, ed. 4, p. 40).

Lening criticism of Machism clearly shows that Machists, in
substatiating their idealistic theories and in the struggle
against materialistic natural science and materialistic
philosophy, relied on metaphysics as a method that makes it
possible to distort reality.

Lenin and Stalin, waging a relentless struggle agairsirigs
hostile to Marxism, show how pulling out phenomena from
their mutual connection inevitably leads to an idealistic and
metaphysical distortion of reality, and in the field of politics to
opportunism.
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The history of the struggle of the Communist Paagainst
various falsifiers of Marxism provides many examples showing
how the abstract, nedialectical approach to reality invariably
served the vile purposes of the enemies of the party.

Exposing the Trotskyists and Bukharintethe worst enemies

of proletarian revolution and socialignComrade Stalin
repeatedly pointed out that this gang of spies and murderers,
for their vile purposes, misinterpreting reality, replaced Marxist
dialectics with metaphysics and scholasticism.

In 1925, when the recovery petiovas ending under the
leadership of the Communist Party, when socialist industry
became the predominant force, the Trotskyists denied the
socialist nature of our industry, trying to portray the socialist
industry as stateapitalist.

Speaking at the Fow#nth Party Congress in 1925, Comrade
Stalin exposed the Trotskyiétddentification of socialist
industry with state capitalisn©omrade Stalin testified that the
Trotskyists considered the issue of state capitalism
fischolastically, not dialectically, wibut regard to the
historical situatioro (J.V. Stalin, Op. Vol. 7, p. 366).

Comrade Stalin showed that one cannot mix two different
periods in the development of Soviet industi: to speak
now, in 1925, about state capitalism, as the predominant form
of our economy, means distorting the socialist nature of our
state industry, it means not understanding the whole difference
between the past and the -current situation, it means
approaching the issue of state capitalism not dialectically, but
scholasticalf, metaphysically (Ibid., p. 367).
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This example from the history of the struggle of our party
against the enemies of Marxidpeninism clearly shows how
metaphysics was used by the enemies of the proletarian
revolutionary movement in order to distort igal

In  modern conditions, the proponents of gmople,
reactionary theories are the ideologists of -Eig)lish
imperialism;they also act as propagandists of idealism and
metaphysics.

A clear illustration of the metaphysical perversion of reality is
the socalled semantic philosophy of modern American
imperialism.Semantics wage a fierce struggle against
materialism in general, against dialectical materialism in
particular.Representatives  of this  subjectinealistic
philosophy (Karnap, Wittgenstein, Ay, Chase, etc.) teach that
all the contradictions in life are due to the arbitrary
interpretation of words and concepAgier argues thafthere is

no philosophical question about the relationship of spirit and
matter, there are only linguistic questicasout the definition

of certain symbols 0. Semantics are trying to convince that
the concepts oficapitalisno, fifascisnd are supposedly made
up words that do not reflect anything real.

Semantics metaphysically tear concepts from objects, consider
conceps as not related to objects, not reflecting the phenomena
of the material world.

Although this philosophy is very primitive, nevertheless, it is
widely used by severed political businessmen to dull the
consciousness of the working masddse ideologists of
imperialism are trying to convince the masses that if the word
ficapitalisno is eliminated, this will save the capitalist system
from troubles and upheavalkhey entertain themselves with
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the illusions that with the help of this sophistry they will be
able to deceive the working peopBut no matter how
semantics try to fool the masses of the people, the capitalist
system will inevitably collapse, and only with it will such a
concept as capitalism hate the masses go into the realm of
history.

Bourgeoismetaphysical and idealistic theories penetrate into
the environment of those Soviet people who have not yet freed
themselves from the remnants of capitalism.

Noting that in Soviet society there is no class basis for the rule
of bourgeois ideology and thaocialist ideology dominates in
our country, Comrade Malenkov recalls that we have remnants
of bourgeois ideology against which a decisive struggle is
necessaryoWe are not safe,says Comrade Malenko¥ialso
from the penetration of alien views, ideas amoods from the
outside by us, on the part of the capitalist states, and from the
inside, by the uninvited parties of the remnants of groups
hostile to the Soviet regimé/e must not forget that the
enemies of the Soviet state are trying to spread, heandp
inflate all sorts of unhealthy moods, ideologically decompose
the unstable elements of our socie{ys. Malenkov, Report to
the 19th Party Congress on the work of the Central Committee
of the CPSU (B.), P. 94.).

In recent years, metaphysical and idg& theories that have
delayed the development of Soviet science have penetrated into
a number of fields of knowledge alien to Marxishhis can be
illustrated by the penetration into some circles of Soviet
biologists of the metaphysical and idealisttoncept of
Weismannisnthe organismExamining a living organism in
isolation from the environment, the Weismaniterganists

tried to prove the immutability of heredity under the influence
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of the living conditions of the organism and the impossibility
of purposeful changes in plant and animal forms.

The great Russian transformer of natdié. Michurin and his
followers comprehensively showed that organisms should be
considered only in their inextricable connection with the
environment that determines the development, and
substantiated the possibility of a directed change in the heredity
of plants and animal8y defeating the WeismaMorganists,

the Michurinians opened up wide scope for the development of
Soviet science, for the knowledge of new laws the
development of the organic world and the use of the forces of
nature in the interests of building communism in our country.

Weismannisthe organism in biology demonstrates the
reactionary essence of metaphysics, which inhibits the
disclosure of pattas in the development of nature.

Metaphysics and idealism also penetrated Soviet
linguistics.Exposing the idealistic concept of Mar
linguistics, JV Stalin also revealed its metaphyditatr and

his followers failed to apply dialectics to the intetpten of
such a social phenomenon as languageparticular, they
ignored the dialectical relationship of language with the history
of the people, the relationship of language and thinkvegr
argued that thinking can occur without langudgeticizing

this metaphysical theory, Comrade Stalin showed that the
Marrowites tear their thinking away from language, consider it
possible for people to communicate without the help of
languageThe metaphysical separation of language from
thinking, ignoring the idlectical relationship between them
ultimately led the Marrowites to an idealistic interpretation of
thinking, to an attempt to justify the existence of thinking
outside of its material, linguistic shell.
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A serious danger to the development of Sovietneges the
attempt of some economists to push metaphysics and idealism
into political economyDuring the discussion on economic
issues in November 1951, it turned out that some economists
took an idealistic position on the fundamental issues of
economic sience At the same time, of course, they completely
departed from Marxist dialectics, taking the position of the
metaphysical methodeparting from dialectics as a whole,
these economists ignored the dialectical interconnection of the
phenomena of econaaife.

For example, the dialectical law of the connection of
phenomena was ignored by some economists and philosophers
when considering the problem of the relationship between
productive forces and production relatioRsoductive forces
were consideredn isolation from production relations, the
latter simply dissolved in productive forcdsis separation of
productive forces from production relations was a restoration
of the idealistic and metaphysical Bogdatigwkharin concept.

The departure of somee@nomists from dialectics and a slide
into the position of metaphysics was revealed when
approaching many other problenifiese economists, for
example, regarded production as an end in itself, not in
connection with human needs, but in isolation from thEney
considered social formations in isolation, in isolation from each
other, as a result of which the role of economic laws common
to all formations was underestimated.

Comrade Stalin exposed the metaphysical and idealistic
interpretation of issues by®e economists and gave a solution
to economic problems based on the disclosure of the dialectic
of public life.Moreover, Comrade Stalin showed that
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metaphysics and idealism in economic science lead to
adventurism in economic policy.

Denying the interdepelence of phenomena in nature,
metaphysics undermines the possibility of knowing nature as a
whole.Metaphysical denial of the interconnectedness of
phenomena in nature and society inevitably gives rise to a false
view of nature and social life as an a@sithl accumulation of
objects and phenomena isolated from each other.

Marxist dialectics on the connection and interdependence
of phenomena

In contrast to metaphysics, Marxidmeninism has developed a
truly scientific method of cognition and change of itgall his
method first of all contains a requirement to consider all
phenomena of nature and society in their connection and
interdependence.

Dialectics, Engels wrotefitakes things and their mental
reflections mainly in their mutual connection, in thehesion,

in their movement, in their appearance and disappearance
.0 (F. Engels, AntDuhring, 1952, p. 22 ln an incomplete
article on dialectics, Engels set the tésk develop the general
character of dialectics as a science of connections as a@ppose
to metaphysics.(F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 38).

Lenin attached the greatest importance to the dialectical
doctrine of the connection of objects and phenomena of the
material  worldComprehensively  developing  Marxist
dialectics, Lenin poited out the need to consider in the
analysis of a thing the wholiotality of the many different
relationships of this thing to otheddn the dialectical analysis

of reality, Lenin included the requirement to disclose the
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comprehensive, universal comtien and interdependence of
all the phenomena of the worldenin pointed out that in the
cognition of the phenomena of the material objective world,
science goesifrom coexistence to causality (causalityi=d.)
And from one form of communication andendependence to
another, deeper, more genesdl/.l. Lenin, Philosophical
notebooks, 1947, p. 193).

Comrade Stalin comprehensively revealed the essence of the
Marxist position on the connection and interdependence of the
phenomena of nature and societgnsidering the doctrine of
communication as the first main feature of the Marxist
dialectical methodoln contrast to metaphysics,comrade
Stalin points out,idialectics does not consider nature as an
accidental accumulation of objects, phenomena tom fach
other, isolated from each other and independent of each other,
but as a connected, unified whole, where objects and
phenomena organically linked to each other, depend on each
other and condition each other.

Therefore, the dialectical method believst not a single
phenomenon in nature can be understood if we take it in an
isolated form, without connection with the surrounding
phenomena, for any phenomenon in any areaatire can be
turned into nonsense, if it is considered without connection
with the surrounding conditions , in isolation from them, and,
conversely, any phenomenon can be understood and justified if
it is considered in its inextricable connection with the
surrounding phenomena, in its conditionality from the
phenomena surroundingt A. (J.V. Stalin, Questions of
Leninism, 1952, p. 575).

Describing the doctrine of communication, the interdependence
of the phenomena of nature and society as the main feature of
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the Marxist dialectical method, as the most important
requirement of a sentific analysis of reality, Comrade Stalin
further developed Marxist dialectics, enriched it with new
conclusions and provisions.

Marxist dialectics is the only scientific method of knowing
reality; laws, the provisions of dialectics are not introduced i
nature and public life from outside, but are a reflection of the
objective material worldThe task both in understanding nature
and in understanding the history of sociéty notp Engels
wrote, fito invent connections from the head, but to discover
them in the facts themselve¢F. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach
and the end of classical German philosophy, State Political
Publishing House, 1952, p. 52).

The requirement of the Marxist dialectical method to consider
phenomena in their interdependence is deiteed, therefore,

by the fact that in nature itself and in social life, objects and
phenomena do not exist in isolation.the world, all objects

and events are conditional on each other, are in interaction with
each other, and because of this, as Engetse, fiall nature
available to us forms a certain system, a kind of aggregate
connection of bodies, and here we understand the word body as
all material realities, starting from a star and ending with an
atom...fi. (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952,45).

Only a consideration of phenomena in their interdependence
gives us the opportunity to understand nature as a whole.

The doctrine of Marxist dialectics on the unity of nature, on the
connection and interdependence of natural phenomena is
vividly confirmed in all areas of science and, in particular, in
natural scienceéAlready in the XIX century, natural science
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developed in the direction of cognition of the interconnection
of the processes of nature.

Engels wrote that, until the end of the eighteenentury,
natural science was a collective science, the science of finished
things, in the nineteenth century it became a science of
processeshof the origin and development of these things and
of the connection that unites these processes of natureriato
great wholed (F. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach and th@md of
Classical GermarPhilosophy, Gospolitizdat, 1952, p. 38).

Of great importance for proving the interconnection of the
processes of nature is the law of conservation and conversion
of energy.0The unity of the whole movement in nature is now
no longer just a philosophical statement, but a natural science
facto (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 15%ngels
wrote about this law.

The unity of organic nature was clearly shown by the disgov

of the cellular structure of organic matter, which established
the wunity of the plant and animal worlds and the
interconnection between them, as well as the theory of Darwin,
who proved that all organisms occurred as a result of a long
evolution from gmple living forms, which in turn (as It was
proved later), formed during the long history of the natural
development of matter.

In the book Ludwig Feuerbach, Engels, pointing to these three
great discoveridgs the discovery of the cell, the law of energy
conversion, and Darwiis evolutionary theoy emphasizes
their great influence on the development of the dialectical
understanding of natur&ngels also showed great interest in
the discovery of D. I. Mendeleeln the fiDialectic of Naturé

70



Engels notes thaby creating a periodic system of elements
Mendeleeviimade a scientific feat.

The periodic system of chemical elements of D. I. Mendeleev
is the most important naturatience discovery, proving that
nature is a single, connected whole.

Mendeleev discoved the connection between the elements,
the pattern of their interactionle put an end to the
metaphysical notion prevailing in science about the existence
of separate and unrelated elements.

Noting the special significance of the discoveries of natural
science for dialectical materialistic generalizations, Engels
points out that the data obtained by empirical natural science
allow fito give a fairly systematic form of the general picture of
nature as a coherent wha¢f. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach
and theend of classical German philosophy, Gospolitizdat,
1952, p. 39).

Natural science of the 20th century has yielded many new facts
in various fields of science that clearly confirm the provisions
of dialectical materialism on the unity of nature, on the
interdependence of phenomena and objects of nature.

The development of sciences in Soviet socialist society
confirms the vitality and scientific significance of the
principles of dialectical materialisr®oviet scientists Pavlov,
Timiryazev, Michurin, Lepeshiksya, Lysenko and many
others with their scientific studies have significantly enriched
our knowledge about the unity of nature and its endless
relationships.
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Modern science convincingly shows how each new discovery
confirms the Marxist teaching on the entonnections of the
processes of naturBmong these discoveries is the doctrine of
the great Russian physiologist I.P. Pavlov.

Of great philosophical significance is the decision of I. P.
Pavlov to the problem of the connection of psychic phenomena
and he external environmentealistic psychology tried to
ficomprehend psychic phenomena without going beyond the
inner world of animals and humar&ich an approach to the
study of mental activity does not allow us to develop any
objective criterion for agssing mental phenomena and leads
to the interpretation of théisoub as an incomprehensible
entity.

In contrast to idealistic psychologists, I. P. Pavlov considered
the main task to disclosefithe infinitely complex relationship

of the organism with theutside world in the form of an exact
scientific formulad (I.P. Pavlov, Lectures on Physiology.
19121913, ed. Academy of Medical Sciences of the USSR, M.
1949, p. 55).

Studying the higher nervous activity of animals and humans,
I.P. Pavlov created the doctrine of conditioned reflexes,
convincingly proving that the psychic world of animals and
humans develops under the influence of the external
environment and that in general the vital activity of an
organism is a unity of external and intekrunder reflexes I. P.
Pavlov refers to the natural reactions of the body to external
stimuli. From the physiological point of view, the totality of
reflexes is the main fund of the nervous activity of humans and
animals.So the materialistic basis of éhstudy of mental
phenomena was established by I[.P. Pavlov through the
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disclosure of the mechanism of the relationship between mental
phenomena and the outside world.

One of the latest discoveries confirming the dialectical
relationship in nature is O. Bepeshinskay@ theory of non
cellular forms of living matter, the origin of cells from Ron
cellular living matter and the role of poellular living matter

in the body.

O. B. Lepeshinskaya dealt a decisive blow to Virlkisov
metaphysical theory that preled in biology for a long time,
which proved that all life comes only from a cell, that there is
supposedly no life outside a cell, that a living organism is a
mechanical sum of cells,ffederatiom of cells.

Even Engels, refuting such metaphysical theyrpointed to
the existence of structureless moners;qaiéular formations.

Guided by the principles of Marxiteninist philosophy, O. B.
Lepeshinskaya overcame the metaphysical Virkhovian concept
and experimentally proved the existence of-oelular forms

of living matter.As a result of many years of research on the
yolk balls of a chicken egg, she achieved such scientific results
that convincingly indicate that the formation of new cells
occurs not only by dividing the old cell, but also from niyi
noncellular substanc&Vithout denying the appearance of new
cells from old cells during their division, O. B. Lepeshinskaya
argues that new cells can arise not only from cells, but also
from protoplasmDescribing protoplasm as an active substance
camble of metabolism, O. B. Lepeshinskaya argues that
fivarious forms of organized matter arise from- it least
primaryo. (O. B. Lepeshinskaya, The origin of cells from living
matter and the role of living matter in the body, ed. Academy of
Medical Science of the USSR, M. 150, p. 13 he data on the
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structure of organic matter, obtained by outstanding studies of
O. B. Lepeshinskaya, are a new confirmation of the position of
Marxist dialectics on the unity of nature, a further step forward
on the path ofexperimental discovery of the connection
between living and nehving matter, the conversion of
inorganic matter into organic.

A vivid confirmation of the teachings of Marxist dialectics
about the relationship and conditionality of the objects of the
mateaial world is the history of society.

Unlike idealistic theories of social development, which reduced
social life to a chaos of chance, Marxidm®ninism created a
genuine science of society, considering the development of
society as a natural historicalogess.

fiLike Darwino writes Lenin,fhe put an end to the view on
species of animals and plants as unrelated, rardoeated by
God fiand unchangeable, and for the first time set biology on
completely scientific soil, establishing species variability and
continuity between them,so Marx put an end to the view of
society, as the mechanical aggregate of individuals, allowing
any changes by the will of the authorities (or, nevertheless, by
the will of society and the government), arising and changing
by chance, and for the first time put sociology on a scientific
basis, establishddaving embraced the concept of a secio
economic formation as a combination of these production
relations, having established that the development of such
formations is a naturdiistorical process.(V.l. Lenin, Soch.,
Vol. 1, ed. 4, p. 12425).

Historical materialism, being the extension of dialectical
materialism to the knowledge of social relations, reveals the
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objectively existing relationship between social being and
public mnsciousness.

In his work On Dialectical and Historical Materialism,
Comrade Stalin reveals the relationship between the conditions
of the material life of society and public
consciousnes€omrade Stalin shows that the sources of ideas
are the material tations of people and that the differences in
ideas and political institutions at different times are explained
by different conditions of the material life of socie®n the
other hand, the interconnection of public consciousness and the
material conditons of society is also in the inverse effect of
ideas on the material life of society.

The disclosure by Marxism of the relationship between the
material conditions of society and social ideas, the proof of the
primacy of social life and secondary, the guotivity of public
consciousness, the clarification of the role of ideas in the
development of society is of great importance for the practical
activities of the Marxisteninist party0... The party of the
proletariat) writes Comrade Stalifimust relyon such a social
theory, on such a social idea that correctly reflects the needs of
the development of the material life of society and, therefore,
can set in motion the broad masses of the people, is capable of
mobilizing them to organize from they atgetgreat army of

the proletarian party, ready to break up the reactionary forces
and pave the way for the advanced forces of soOiEhW.
Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. &8Y).

In his work fiMarxism and Linguistice, Comrade Stalin

severely dticized the primitiveanarchist view of society as
the sum of unrelated phenomena.
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Representatives of the primithanarchist view considered the
class struggle as an indicator of the collapse of society, as a
break in communication between hostile clas€®@mrade
Stalin revealed the inconsistency of this viedws long as
capitalism exist® comrade Stalin points oufithe bourgeois
and the proletarians will be interconnected by all the threads of
the economy, as part of a single capitalist so@€dyV.
Stalin, Marxism and @estions otinguistics, p. 19)The class
struggle of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie not only does
not lead to disintegration, but, on the contrary, leads to the
overthrow of capitalism and to the establishment of a lhighe
socioeconomic formatiod communism.

In this work, while developing the Marxist theory of language,
Comrade Stalin also showed the connection of language with
the history of the peopl€omrade Stalin showed that language
is a means of communication beewepeople, that language
and the laws of its development can be understood only in
connection with the history of society, with the history of the
people.The vulgarisers of Marxism in linguistics, considering
the language to be class and identifying itthwithe
superstructure, created the theory of explosions of the language
in the process of its developme@titicizing this vulgar
theory, Comrade Stalin showed that such a sudden liquidation
of the language would steadily lead to a breakdown in relations
between peoplefto a complete breakdown in the work of
people communicating with each otler.

Having shown the inconsistency of the Marr theory of
language, Comrade Stalin deeply revealed the dialectics of
language and thinking, indicating that language #inking
exist only in their relationshipgfhinking necessarily takes
place on the basis of linguistic mater@Bare thoughts,
writes Comrade Staliriffree from linguistic material, free from
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linguisticd natural matteri+ do not existoLanguage is he
immediate reality of thougbt(Marx). The reality of thought is
manifested in languag@nly idealists can talk about thinking
that is not related to thénatural mattey of language, about
thinking without language.(J.V. Stalin, Marxism and
Questionsof Linguistics, p. 39).

In the work iThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR, Comrade Stalin, solving the most complicated
problems of political economy, gives classical examples of
dialectical analysis of realitfConsidering social life in a $&

of continuous development, \d Stalin reveals the
interdependence and interdependence of social
phenomenaExposing the BogdaneBukharin concept, which
dissolves production relations into productive forces, Comrade
Stalin reveals its idealistic essenédt the same time, .V.
Stalin reveals the dialectical relationship between the
productive forces and production relations, as two inextricably
linked parties to social productioAlthough they are different,
they are interconnected as content and famd do not exist
without one anotheiThe interaction between them is
manifested in

AThis peculiarity of the development of production relations
from the role of the brake of productive forces to the role of
their main forward engine and from the role loé imain engine

to the role of the brake of productive forces is one of the main
elements of Marxist materialist dialectia$J.V. Stalin,
Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR, p. 62).

Comrade Stalin reveals the manifestation of the dialectical law
of interconnection in the analysis of other economic faais.

example, pointing out that the law of value is not a regulator of
production under socialism, JV Stalin emphasizes that the
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continuous growth of socialist production is impossible without
the pimacy of the production of means of productidhus,

the organic connection between the continuous growth of the
national economy and the primates of the production of means
of production is revealed.he dialectics of the connection and
interdependencef phenomena is revealed ByV. Stalin when
considering the problems of economic laws and the conditions
of their operation, the connection between production and
consumption and when considering other economic
phenomena.

The doctrine of the relationshipf phenomena in nature and
society is of fundamental importance for understanding the
process of cognitiorJnlike metaphysics, which focuses only
on individual objects, on particulars, Marxist dialectics indicate
that in nature and society all phenomema mterconnected,
and therefore gives us the opportunity to comprehend nature
and society as a whole.

Marxist dialectics about the laws of
development of nature and society

Considering the objects of nature and social phenomena in
their multilateral relabns, we open in this way the chain of
interactions of things and historical events, the sequence of
their occurrence, the conditionality of their existeridas is a
state of universal connection of phenomena in nature and
society and is characterized the Marxist dialectic method as
a pattern of development of nature and social Gemnrade
Stalin points out thafihe diverse phenomena in the world
represent different types of moving matter, that the
interconnection and interdependence of phenomeaalshed
by the dialectical method represent the laws of development of
moving matter.o. (J.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p.
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580-581).Marxist philosophy, therefore, recognizes objective
law, the need for nature and society.

The Marxist doctme of the laws of development of nature and
society is the basis for the development of knowletlge.
Lenin andJ.V. Stalin comprehensively developed the problem
of the objectivity of the laws of science and their use in the
practical activities of peopl The laws of science express the
objective logic of the development of nature and society,
reflect the interconnectedness, interdependence of phenomena,
objects and historical events, their consistent and continuous
developmentV. I. Lenin notes thafievery single thing by the
thousands of transitions is connected with another kind of
separate (things, phenomena, process@é). Lenin,
Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p. 329%nin points out that

fia natural connection, a connection between natural
phenomena exists objectivelyo.(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14,
ed. 4, p. 143.pefining the concept of law, Lenin writeR...

the concept of law is one of the stages of a pésskmowledge

of the unity and connection, interdependence and integrity of
the wald proces® (V.. Lenin, PhilosophicalNotebooks,
1947, p. 126)Lenin characterizes the law as substantial,
identical, durable (remaining) in the phenomerigmin points

out that the laws formulated by science are a reflection of the
essence of the divse phenomena of the objective material
world. 6The law is a reflection of the essential in the movement
of the universe (V. I. Lenin, PhilosophicaNotebooks, 1947, p.
1273 notes Lenin.

The problem of law has been thoroughly and comprehensively
studiedin the work of JV. Stalin, iEconomicProblems of
Socialism in the USSB First of all, JV. Stalin reveals in detail

the Marxist doctrine of the objectivity of the laws of
scienceNature and society are developing naturallye laws
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of science reflecthie objective processes occurring in nature
and societyoMarxism understands the laws of science,
whether it is the laws of natural science or the laws of political
economy, anyway, as a reflection of objective processes
occurring independently of the withf peopleo (J.V. Stalin,
EconomicProblems ofSocialism in the USSR, 1952, p.,d)
teaches).V. Stalin.

Comrade Stalin emphasizes that not only the laws of nature are
objective, but society is developing according to objective
laws, in particular, thelgective nature is inherent in the laws

of economic development of sociefAccording to objective
laws, a socialist society and a socialist economy are also
developing.

Marxist dialectics proceeds from the materiality of the world
and the laws of its del@pment.

The Marxist understanding of law is fundamentally different
from its idealistic interpretationdealism denies the objective
nature of lawln the most pronounced form, the objective
regularity and necessity are denied by representatives of
subjective-idealistic, in particular Machist philosophihe
Machists advocated the n&antian idealistic point of view on
necessityAt one time, Kant argued that in the objective world
there is no need, no pattern, that necessity is a category
inherent onlyin reasonThe Machists adopted this line of
idealistic interpretation of lawsApart from the logica Mach
wrote, fithere is no other need, for example, physicélnother
Machist, Pearson, argued thdhe laws of science are much
more products of theuman mind,

The weltknown Bogdanov, who also idealistically interpreted
the laws of science, belonged to the same group of
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Machists.He wrote thatilaws do not belong to the sphere of
experience... they are not given in it, but are created by
thinking, & a means of organizing experience, harmoniously
harmonizing it into a harmonious unijfexposing the idealism

of Bogdanov and others in understanding the laws of science,
V.l. Lenin showed that the Machists completely broke with
science and embarked dmetpath of propaganda of mysticism
and fideism.

Special zeal in replacing the objective laws of mysticism and
symbolism is shown by modern philosophical
obscurantistsThe leitmotif of imperialist philosophy is
mysterious, mystical, otherworldly, incompestsible,
unknowableFor example, the head of the American
philosophical school of personalists, Fluelling, states that
nature exists by the will of a divine person, the highest and
most powerful persorthere is no objective law, he says,
everything is diected by a divine persoAbout Fluelling, one
can rightfully repeat what Lenin said about a philosophical
obscurantist like him the American philosopher Karu#it is
absolutely clear that we are facing the leader of a company of
American literary croks who are engaged in soldering people
religious opiumd (V.1. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed. 4, p. 213).

Modern rightwing socialists are also supporters and
propagandists of ansicientific subjectivadealistic
philosophyPreachers of agnosticism, they yeo the
impossibility of knowing the laws of nature and especially
society.One of thefitheorist® of the EnglishLabour Party,
GordonWalker, argues that reason supposedly deals only with
symbols of reality andit would be a mistake to assume that
these gmbols are identical with realityThe social meaning of
this theory is completely clear: its adherents are trying to prove

81



that the laws of public life cannot be known, that such laws
simply do not exist.

The idealistic interpretation of laws penetrait@® the sphere

of Soviet sciencdJnder socialism, there are ideologically
hardened, unstable and greedy for bourgeois theories people
who become conductors of subjectidealistic viewsSome
economists began, for example, to argue that under the
condiions of socialism there are supposedly no objective laws
of development, that economic laws arise at the behest of
people, therefore, people, at their discretion, can cancel some
laws, create others or transform laws.

A similar mistake was made by some IpeophersAmong
economists and philosophers, the idealistic point of view on
planning was populatt was proved that planning was the
economic law of Soviet societ@ince planning was identified

by these people with objective law, and plans, as you kaoav
created by the state, it turned out that the state supposedly can
cancel, transform, create objective lawkis is clearly an
idealistic voluntaristic interpretation of objective law$e
propagandists of these provisions were both economists and
philosophers.

Criticizing the denial by some economists of the objective
nature of the laws of social development, JV Stalin showed that
these peoplébreak with Marxism and embark on the path of
subjective idealisnd.Revealing the dialectical nature of the
development of reality,.VJ. Stalin substantiated the position of
Marxism that both the laws of nature and the laws of society
exist objectively, regardless of the will and consciousness of
people, and that people should reckon with these laws in their
adivities.
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Marxism teaches that the task of people is to learn the objective
laws of the development of nature and society, to master them
and use them for their own purposéke task of the builders

of communism is to learn the objective laws of develaptnoé

a socialist society and to rely on these laws in their work.

Marxist dialectics is a scientific method of knowing, displaying
the laws of nature and socieGuided by Marxist dialectics,
JV. Stalin discovered new laws of social
developmentComradeStalin owns the discovery of the basic
economic law of modern capitalism and the basic economic
law of socialism.

Relying on the economic laws of socialism, mastering them
and using them, the Communist Party and the Soviet state
outline plans for the ecomic development of socialist
society, plans that reflect the requirements of the objective
economic laws of the development of socialisthe basic
economic law of socialism and the law of the planned,
proportional development of the national economy.

A striking document of the era of socialism is fi@irectives

of the 19th Party Congress on the Fifth Fivear Plan for the
Development of the USSR for 193550 In these directives

of the Communist Party, the action in our society of the basic
economic law of socialism and the law of the planned,
proportional development of the national economy is
comprehensively reflected new powerful upsurge in all
sectors of the national economy and a further increase in the
material wellbeing and cultural levelfdhe Soviet people are
outlined.These directives reveal the reality of our plans; they
are drawn up by the Communist Party on the basis of
knowledge of the laws of economic development.
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Marxist dialectics reject both the voluntaristic interpretation of
laws and the fetishistic attitude towards th&wluntarists
disregard objective laws, interpret them
idealistically.According to the understanding of voluntarists,
laws do not have an objective basis; they supposedly depend
entirely on peopleThis is an anttMarxist, idealistic
interpretation of the lawlhe classics of Marxism resolutely
exposed the idealistic interpretation of the law by various
philosophicafischoolso

Arguing that nature and social life develop according to laws
inherent in them, ingeendent of the will of people, Marxism
Leninism at the same time denies a fetishistic interpretation of
the law and emphasizes the role of the masses, classes, parties
and individuals in the development of society.

Marxism rejects fatalisnThe Marxist undrstanding of the
law contains the obligatory recognition that people are able to
influence the course of social developmé&dople make
history, people are the creator of histdry.the process of
historical creativity, people discover objectively exigtlaws,
recognize them, and in their practical activities rely on these
laws and use thenm giving a dialectical solution to the
problem of freedom and necessity, Engels pointed out that
fifreedom, therefore, consists in the domination of ourselves
and the external nature based on the knowledge of the
necessities fo nature (Naturnotwendigkeitenp. (F. Engels,
Anti-Dihring, 1952, p. 107).

Comrade Stalin teaches that people cannot arbitrarily pass the
stages of the lawful development of society, butytlcan
influence the course of events and use the laws of their
development in their interes@t has been provedwritesJ.V.
Stalin, fithat society is not powerless in the face of laws, that
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society, knowing economic laws and relying on them, can limit
their scope, use them in the public interest casdddle
fithem..0. (J.V. Stalin, Economic ®blems ofSocialism in the
USSR, 1952, p. 107).

A striking example of the conscious use of the laws of social

development is the construction of communism in the

USSR.The Communist Party confidently leads the Soviet

people to communism along a path based on an accurate
knowledge of the laws of historical development.

Marxist dialectics on the causation of
phenomena

The relationship of objects and phenomena of eatamnd
society exists in diverse forms and is reflected in cognition in
the form of various concepts and categoflés connection
between the phenomena of nature and society is expressed in
the relationship between quality and quantity, between form
and ontent, new and old, positive and negative, necessity and
chanceThere are also causal relationships between natural
phenomena and societyausal relations differ from all other
relations expressing the connection of objects in that they
reveal the origi of phenomena and object$irough the
relationship of cause and effect, a continuous and endless chain
of events in nature and society is revealealsality expresses

the moment of universal connection of the phenomena of the
material world.

In the hisbry of philosophy, the interpretation of causality has
always been the scene of a fierce struggle between materialism
and idealismLenin pointed outfiThe question of causality is
especially important for determining the philosophical line of
this or thatnewesb s noJV.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed. 4, p.
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140)In Materialism and Empiri€Criticism, Lenin resolutely
exposed the Machist, idealistic interpretation of causdiitg.
Machists denied the objective significance of causal
relationships and rested the Humean concept of
causality.They imposed an idea that there is no causal
dependence in the phenomena themselves, that sensation and
experience seem to not tell us anything about causal
relationshipsThe Machist subjectivaealistic point of viev

on causality is predominant in modern bourgeois philosophy
and natural science.

Bourgeois idealist physicists deny objective causal
relationships in the world of microparticles, and try to refute
the existence of objective laws of inlomic phenomena.

Idealist physicists in the Machianist way say that we are
dealing only with sensory experience and mathematical
calculations that do not say anything about the existence of a
material, objective world independent of consciousréssh
statements on theapt of bourgeois physicists are nothing but a
betrayal of science, an expression of a crisis hopeless for
bourgeois science.

Refuting the fabrications of the idealist physicists of the United
States and England, Soviet physicists reject the idealistic
theay of indeterminism (the denial of the laws and causality of
phenomena)They proceed from the fact that the principle of
causality, which prevails in classical mechanics, must be
refined when applied to particles of the microworld and should
not be refutd in any way by new discoveries in physics.

Marxist dialectics recognize the objective nature of
causality.The application of a materialistic solution of the
fundamental question of philosophy to the understanding of
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causality means that this philosophicategory is a reflection

of the causal relations inherent in the phenomena of the
objective world.Causal relationships are universal, they are
inherent in all phenomena of the worid;nature and society
there are no causal unconditioned phenomena.

The universal nature of causality is evidenced by the whole
multifaceted practical activity of makngels points out that
man not only finds that another movement follows a certain
movement, but also creates new forms of movement, for
example, industryKnowing the reasons for the appearance of
any phenomenon, we find ourselves in a position to cause it
ourselvesoThanks to this, thanks to human activity, the notion
of causality, the notion that one movement is the cause of
another, is groundedl(F. Engels,Dialectics of Nature, 1952,

p. 182).

Lenin pointed out that the disclosure of the causal relationship
of things and objects is an important condition for
understanding their essentenin wrote thafireal knowledge

of the cause is a deepening of knowkedgm the appearance

of phenomena to substanzéV.l. Lenin, Philosophical
notebooks, 1947, p. 134).

In the analysis of phenomena, Lenin demanded to disclose their
causal relationships and did not consider the analysis complete
if the causal relationshgpof phenomena were not disclosed.

Marxist dialectics also teach that causality expresses the pattern
of development of natural phenomena and soc{gysality
expresses the most characteristic side of the connection and
interdependence of the phenomenia nature and society,
through the cause, the conditions for the emergence of the new
are revealed.
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A striking example of the disclosure of the laws governing the
development of social events is the analysis of the causes of the
Stakhanov movement, given I3omrade Stalin in his speech

at the first AltUnion Meeting of the Stakhanovitda. his
speech, Comrade Stalin shows that in a socialist society the
Stakhanov movement is a more natural phenomenon, it is the
most vital and insurmountable movement of tine. Comrade
Stalin points out four reasons that led to the Stakhanov
movementTo these reasons, Comrade Stalin refers to a radical
improvement in the material conditions of the workers, the lack
of exploitation in our country, the availability of new
equipment and, finally, the presence of people, cadres of
workers and workers who have mastered the technology and
are able to move it forward.

Describing causality as an expression of the laws of
development of the phenomena of the objective material world,
Marxist dialectics considers causality as a particle, one of the
sides of the universal connection that exists in realfause
and effect) wrote Lenin,fiego, only moments of worldwide
interdependence, communication (universal), interconnection
of evers, only links in the chain of development of
mattero (Ibid.). Lenin pointed out thafficausality, which is
usually understood by us, is only a small particle of global
communication, but (materialistic addition) a particle of not
subjective, but objectig real communicatiom.(V.l. Lenin,
Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p. 134).

Marxist dialectics recognizes the diversity of forms of
causalityWhen analysingvarious social phenomena, Lenin
and Stalin point to the presence of external and internal causes,
long-term and opportunistic, subjective and
objective.Examining the question of the ripening of the
revolution in 1917, Lenin said théatevolutions are not made to
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order, do not coincide with one or another moment, but mature
in the process of historicaevelopment and break out at the
moment caused by a complex of a number of internal and
external reasons(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 27, ed. 4, p. 506).

When considering social phenomena, it is necessary to
investigate their subjective and objective cauSe, for
example, in the report to the XV Congress of the CPSU (B.),
Comrade Stalin, analysing the processes of agricultural
development, pointed out that the party had taken many
measures to transfer agriculture to collectivization, but far from
everything was done that the conditions allowdeointing out
that collective farms and state farms accounted for just a little
more than two percent of all agricultural products, Comrade
Stalin revealed both objective reasons for this lag and
subjective ones ahoutlined a concrete program for involving
peasant farms in the mainstream of socialist construction.

Causal relationships are also characterized by the duration of
their actionln a concrete study of social phenomena, it is
important to distinguish thenain causes from temporary and
opportunistic onedzor example analysingthe causes of the
grain difficulties that arose in 1928, Comrade Stalin separated
the temporary and market factors from the main causes that
caused the grain procurement difficulti}sd pointed out the
real way to overcome these difficulti¢Seel.V. Stalin, Soch.,

Vol. 11, p. 179 et seq.).

Studying social phenomena, the classics of Marxisminism
have always highlighted their basic, root caukesin,
revealing the reasons fothe collapse of the Second
International, argued thd@the main reason for this collapse is
the fact that it was dominated by peltyurgeois opportunism,
the bourgeoisie of which and danger have long been pointed
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out by the best representatives of theohetionary proletariat
of all countriesd (V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 21, ed. 4, p. 2).

We can refer to many other works of Lenin and Stalin, from
which it is clear that inanalysingsocial events, Lenin and
Stalin identify the main, root, deep reasomsis allows you to
accurately determine the specific tasks of the practical
activities of the party.

In contrast to the metaphysical juxtaposition of cause and
effect, when they were regarded as unchanging and not turning
into each other, Marxist dialectics aglish the
interconvertibility of cause and effeth expounding the
teachings of Marxist dialectics about cause and effect, Engels
writes: fi... cause and effect are notions that matter, as such,
only as applied to this particular cabet as soon as we
consider this particular case in its general connection with the
whole world, these ideas converge and intertwine in the idea of
universal interaction, in which the causes and effects are
constantly changing placeshat is the cause here or now
becomesa consequence there or then and vice WAf4E.
Engels, AntiDuhring, 1952, p. 22).

This position is easy to illustrate on the development of the
Stakhanov movemen®@ne of the reasons for the emergence of
the Stakhanov movement, as Comrade Stalin pouttswas a
radical improvement in the material conditions of the working
classBut, having arisen, the Stakhanov movement
significantly increasedlabour productivity in the national
economy and turned into a reason for the further growth of the
material vell-being of workers.

Marxist dialectics also teach that the phenomena of nature or
social life can be caused not by one but several reasons.
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example, noting the exclusively militant and revolutionary
nature of Leninism, Comrade Stalin points out twasons for

this. 0But this feature of Leninisrawrites Comrade Stalirfiis

due to two reasons: first, the fact that Leninism emerged from
the bowels of the proletarian revolution, the imprint of which it
cannot but bear on itsegcondly, by the fact & he grew up

and got stronger in the battles with opportunism of the Second
International, the struggle against which was and is a necessary
precondition for a successt struggl e a@W4i nst
Stalin, Soch., Vol. 6, p. 71).

In the work iThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR Comrade Stalin showed that under socialism the
means of production are not gooHlewever, they talk about
the cost of the means of production, their cost, price, etc. What
explains thisTomrade Stalin here pus out two reasons for
the importance and vitality of the value categdifyirst, it is
necessary for calculation, for calculations, for determining the
profitability and lossmaking of enterprises, for checking and
controlling enterprise8ut the ego igust the formal side of
things.

Secondly, this is necessary in order to sell the means of
production to foreign states in the interests of foreign

tradeo (J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of Socialism in the

USSR, p. 52).

From all that has been said abaa#usality, it follows that

Marxist dialectics obliges us to specifically study the various
forms of causal dependence in nature and society.
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Marxist dialectics about the diversity of types
of communication in nature and society

The types and forms of theelationship of objects and
phenomena of reality are extremely diverse.

In his workfiMarxism and Linguistice Comrade Stalin points

to the existence of indirect and direct connections between
phenomenda-inding out the difference between the
superstructureand the language, Comrade Stalin shows that
language is directly related to human productianguage
directly reflects the changes taking place both in production
and in the basis and superstructiee superstructure is
connected with production in@ictly, it reflects changes in
production only through the basRointing to the existence and
role of direct and indirect connections in social phenomena,
Comrade Stalin enriched Marxist dialectics with a new
position, deepened and specified the doctoihne connection
and interdependence of the phenomena of reality.

The most important position of Marxist dialectics is also the
doctrine of essential and n@ssential connections in nature
and societyEach phenomenon of nature and social life is
always connected by diverse parties with other
phenomenaBut only significant connections reveal the nature
of phenomenarherefore, the Marxist dialectic method obliges
one to find essential connections in phenomena and to
distinguish them from neassential oes.Lenin has repeatedly
pointed out that attempts to characterize an object through its
insignificant connections, the pursuit of particulars inevitably
lead to a distortion of realitfExposing the Social
Revolutionary Chernov and othigriticso of Marx& economic
doctrine, ignoring the essential features of capitalism and
focusing on particulars, Lenin wrot&... how characteristic is
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this, so fashionable at present, guasilistic,and in fact, an
eclectic pursuit of a complete list of all individuattributes

and individualfifactor®. As a result, of course, this senseless
attempt to introduce into the general concept all particular
features of individual phenomena, or, on the conti@oyavoid

a collision with an extreme variety of phenomeray attempt

that simply indicates an elementary misunderstanding of what
science is, leads th@heoreticiao to the fact that behind the
trees he does n\ltLenmneSech.t Mole5, éd.aly e st
p. 130).

The disclosure of the essential connectiohsbjects involves

a comprehensive examination of them, clarification of their
relations to other objects, a dialectical approach to reéiy.
the contrary, ignoring essential connections is always
accompanied by an eclectic combination of various Gispaf
phenomena and inevitably leads to a distortion of reality and to
a substitution of eclecticism for the dialectienin and Stalin
fought stubbornly against those who replaced dialectics with
eclecticismin a number of his works, Lenin exposes the
eclectic approach of the Kautskyites to questions about the
state.In the prerevolutionary years, especially on the eve of
the Great October Socialist Revolution, the renegades of the
Second International, Kautsky and Vandervelde, worked hard
to distort he Marxist doctrine of the stat€hey tried to
obscure the most important thing in this teachitige question

of the violent demolition of the bourgeois state machine, of the
proletarian revolutionfFor these purposes, Vandervelde did
everything possild to circumvent the Marxist definition of the
state as an instrument of violence of one class against another
and replaced it with an abstract eclectic definition borrowed
from bourgeois sourcegOn the one hand, the state can be
understood as tladotality of the natiomi... on the other hand,
the state can be understood asthevernment...(V.l. Lenin,
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Collected Works, Vol 28, Vol 4, p 299.,0)wrote Lenirts
views on the state of Vandervelde, describing thenmfiaas
scientific platituded

Lenin pointedout that eclectics, perverting reality, very often
ficonnecd unconnected phenomena in life.

Quite at random quoting Engels, the opportunistsmbined
Engel® arguments about the violent revolution with his words
about thefwithering awayp of the statesilent about the fact
that the latter refers to the proletarian state.

This was a combination of parties unconnected indifisually
they combine both with the help of eclecticisrmrote Lenin,
fiwithout ideological or sophistic grasping arbitrarily (tur
please those in power) one or the other reasoning, and in
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, if not more often, it comes
to the fore namelyfiwithering awayo Dialectics are being
replaced by eclecticism.(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 25, ed. 4, p.
372) As a result of these sophisticated tricks, it turned out that
a bourgeois state would die out without a violent revolution
and without breaking the state machine, and capitalism would
grow peacefully into socialism.

Restoring the Marxist provisions on te&te, Lenin shows that
Marx and Engels pointed out the need for a violent revolution
in relation to the bourgeois state and that their position on the
withering away of the state refers only to the proletarian state,
which will begin to die off when the etessary historical
conditions are created.

Lenin exposed the TrotskyHeukharin raid on the question of
trade unions decisively.rotskyistBukharin geeks opposed the
economic approach to the political approach, trying to prove
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their equivalence and eqalencelenin, they shouted,
approached the trade unions politically, but they must, they
say, have to approach them from the economic kil@n
clearly showed that these enemies of communism were
eclectically solving the question of the relationshipwaen
politics and economic®. Both that and anothéto on the one
hand, on the other han@ this is the theoretical position of
Bukharin.This is eclecticism /. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 32, ed.

4, p. 699 wrote Lenin.A dialectical solution to the prédm
required finding the essential aspects of the relationship
between politics and the econonthis essential relationship
between politics and economics is that politics, as Lenin
pointed out, is a concentrated expression of the economy and
thereforeficannot but have primacy over the econongibid.,

p. 62).

The enemy of the people Bukharin eclectically decided the
guestion of the role and tasks of the trade unibiesdefined

trade unions, on the one hand, as a school, and on the other, as
an apparatus

Lenin called this definition an eclectic dummy, showing that
Bukharints eclectic definition does not contain a grain of
Marxism.

On an example with a glass, Lenin showed the difference
between dialectics and eclecticishtlectic does not see the
essentl aspects of the relationship of objects, but randomly
grabs individual features of phenomena and mechanically
combines them, for example, says that a glass is a glass
cylinder and a tool for drinkingAn eclectic examines the glass
regardless of its us&he dialectician believes that the glass has
an infinite number of properties, sides, relationships with the
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rest of the world, and determines its attitude to the glass based
on specific practical needs.

A glass can be a vessel for drinking, it can madtean artistic
value, it can serve as an object for throwing, etc. The
dialectician determines the attitude to the glass depending on
the needslf we need a glass as a vessel for drinking, then the
main thing is the fact that this glass has a bottomcantt not

cut lips.If a glass is important as an artistic value, then it can
fulfil this function without being fit for drinkinglhe dialectic
requires consideration of the subject in connection with
specific historical conditiongkclectic arbitrarily ad without
regard to practical goals connects the individual sides of the
subject and therefore cannot find the main thing in the
phenomena under study.

Exposing the eclecticists, Lenin formulated four rules of
dialectical logic, namelyfiin order to reajl know an object, it

is necessary to embrace, study all its sides, all connections and
mediations . We will never achieve this fully, but the
requirement of comprehensiveness will warn us against
mistakes and from necrosiBhis is the firstSecondly,
dialectical logic requires to take an object in its development,
fiselFmovemend ... changeln relation to the glass, this is not
immediately clear, but the glass does not remain unchanged,
but in particular the purpose of the glass, its use, its connectio
with the outside world chang&hirdly, all human practice
must enter into the complefidefinitiono of an object, both as a
criterion of truth and as a practical determinant of the
connection between an object and what a person rieeaish,
dialecticd logic teaches thafithere is no abstract truthfv.l.
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 32, ed. 4, p. 72).
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Having shown the essential aspects of relations between trade
unions, the state and the party, Lenin gave a dialectical

definition of trade unions and pointedtdbat in the system of

the proletarian state, trade unions are on all sides a school of
communism, a school of association, a school of solidarity, a

school for defending the interests of the working class, a school
of management, and a school of governtne

Consequently, insignificant connections of objects do not
reveal to us the essence of phenomena and do not provide the
basis for formulating the laws of development of nature and
society.0... The inconsequential, apparent, surface often
disappears, isiot sm tightly fiheld, not so firmly sits fia®
essence (V.I. Lenin, Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p.
104).And vice versa, the discovery of significant, organic
connections between the phenomena of nature and society
allows us to discover patterns ardrmulate the laws of
development of the material world.

Marxist dialectics on the correlation of
necessity and chance

The natural development of the phenomena of nature and
society is comprehended by us through the disclosure of
significant relationshipsthe most important relationships of
the phenomena under study with the world around
them.However, recognizing the regularity of the development
of the objective world, Marxist dialectics does not deny the
existence of random phenomena and recognizemtluence

of randomness on the course of events.

Such a dialectical understanding of the interaction of necessity
and chance was inaccessible to metaphysical, mechanistic
materialism.
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For example, the French materialists of the XVIII century
completely daied chance, and all natural phenomena were
considered only as necessary. Everything that we observe is
necessary or cannot be otherwise than itoi@.. Holbach,
System of Nature, 1940, p. 35jolbach wroteThus, Holbach
actually preached a fdistic view of nature and social liféi..
Necessityy wrote Holbachficontrolling the movements of the
physical world, also controls the movements of the spiritual
world, in which, therefore, everything is subject to
fatality.o (Ibid., p. 131).But if everything is only necessary,
then necessity itself is reduced to the level of randomness, and
fiwith the necessity of this kind, we also still do not go beyond
the theological view of natu@F. Engels, Dialectics of
Nature, 1952, p. 173penial of the olgctive existence of
chance and the assertion of the fatal necessity of all processes
of nature and social life leads to the recognition of some
otherworldly force in relation to nature and society, imposing
its will on nature and man, which determines flage of
mankind.

Marxist dialectics do not confuse chance with necessity, but it
does not absolutely contrast thef.Marx wrote thatfhistory
would have a very mystical characteo #ccidentsfidid not

play any roleThese accidents, of course, are thelwes part

of the general course of development, balanced by other
accident® (K. Marx and F. Engels, Selected Letters, 1948, p.
264).F. Engels emphasized the same thing when he wrote that
necessity fipaves its way through an infinite number of
accidents.o. (Ibid., P. 422).

Necessity and chance, although they are not in an absolute gap,
but differ from each other in their role in the processes of the
objective  material worldViarxist  dialectics  requires
distinguishing necessity, regularity from chance.
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The classics of Marxissheninism, analysing the facts of
nature and social life, always consider randomness in relation
to necessity, regularitpescribing the alignment of class
forces in Russia at the beginning of 1907, Lenin wriditevas

not an accidet, but an economic necessity that the proletariat,
the peasantry and the urban pdiburgeois poor became
terribly illiterate, revolutionized, and the Cadets corrected
terribly after the dispersal of the DuragV.l. Lenin, Soch.,
Vol. 12, ed. 4, p. 153Pescribing the revolutionary upsurge of
19111912, Lenin emphasized thihere is nothing accidental
in this upsurge, that its offensive is completely logical and
inevitably caused by all the previous development of
Russiad (V.1. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 1&d. 4, p. 86).

In his work fiThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR9O Comrade Stalin emphasizes that if we took the
standpoint of denying the existence of objective laws, it would
lead to the fact thdwe would fall into the realm of chaos and
chance, we would find ourselves in slavish dependence from
these accidents, we would deprive ourselves of the opportunity
not only to understand, but simply to understand this chaos of
accidents (J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR, p. B).

Marxist dialectics recognize the objective nature of chance, but
it requires distinguishing between random and necessary.

What is chancePlow to characterize random phenomena in
contrast to the necessary phenomaena? will receive an
exhaustive answeto this question if we carefully follow in
what sense the notion of chance is used by the classics of
MarxismLeninism when they analyse socichistorical
phenomena.
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Revealing the signs of capitalism, Lenin pointed out fisat
product takes the form of a mwnodity in a wide variety of
social production organisms, but only in capitalist production is
this form of the product daboura general, and not exclusive,

not single, not random(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 1, ed. 4, p.
417)Thus, randomness is characted by the fact that, firstly,

it is opposed to the general, and, secondly, it is identified with
a single, exceptionalenin gives the same characterization of
randomness when he criticizes the Struvist attack against
Marxés doctrine of valud.enin wites: filf price is an exchange
ratio, then it is inevitable to understand the difference between
a single, exchange ratio and a constant, between random and
mass, between instant and covering long periods of tirttes

is so- and this is undoubtedly ¢hcase we will inevitably rise

from the random and the individual to the stable and the mass,
from price to valué(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 20, ed. 4, p.
182).We see that Lenin here also characterizes randomness as
an expression of singularity and c@sts randomness with
general and mass phenomena that have been acting for a long
time.

In the articleiOn a Caricature of Marxism and on Imperialist
Economism, Lenin shows that the imperialist war of 1914
1918 was not an accidental occurrence, not appian, not a
departure from the general and typical, but a natural product of
the imperialist eradn this case, Lenin characterizes
randomness as a departure from the general and the
typical. (See V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 23, ed. 4, p. TBgrefore,

by random should be understood a departure from the general,
atypical, individual, not having an organic connection with the
whole.

Speaking as atypical, external to the law, random does not
reveal the essence of objects and phenonteqaoring the
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questionof the dialectics of the general and the special, of
chance and necessity, of essence and phenomenon, Lenin
pointed out that in defining the concepts fafe discard a
number of signs as random, we separate the essential from the
being and contrast each et (V.. Lenin, Philosophical
notebooks, 1947, p. 32Random signs are discarded because
they do not reveal the essence of objects.

Lenin and Stalin, characterizing random phenomena, also
indicate that random does not have strong roots in
phenomenaComrade Stalin contrasts the accidental as
transient and temporary to the lomg.the workALenin and the
qguestion of an alliance with the middle peasaf@pmrade
Stalin wrote:f... Lenin and the party consider the policy of
agreement with the middle peasaot a random and transient,
but a longterm policy..0 (J.V. Stalin, Soch.,vVol . 11, p.
110).Thus, we can conclude that random has no solid roots in
objects and events, is an expression of the temporal
relationships of phenomena.

Comrade Stalin notethat, for example, the states of Cyrus or
Alexander cannot be considered nations, since these were
frandom and loosely connected conglomerates of groups that
disintegrated and united depending on the successes or defeats
of this or that conquerar(J.V.Salin, Soch., Vol. 2, p. 293).

At the same time, chance acts as a form of manifestation of
necessity and an addition to necessilgcessity does not
always manifest itself in the form of randomness, but there are
also such relationships between eventsn@domness acts
as a form of manifestation of necessiky.Engels points out
that in a capitalist society people make history without being
guided by a single will, without a single plan, therefore,
economic necessity there makes its way through a tomigtiof
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contingencies, appears in the form of cha8eeK. Marx and
F. Engels, Selected Letters, p. 422, 470).

By random things and events, Engels also understands those
whose internal connection is very distgee ibid. pp. 422
423).

Thus, random @pears in diverse forms, by random Marxist
dialectics means that which does not have strong roots in
phenomena, does not express the essence of objects, is a
departure from the general and typical, has no organic
connection with phenomena, and in some phegna acts as a
form manifestations of necessity and its complement.

It should also be noted that a random phenomenon is not
causeless, all randomness has a reason.

Marxist dialectics reject any causeless phenomena, everything
in the world has its own caes, and in this regard, randomness
is also causally determinetihe line between chance and
necessity is not absolut@andomness in some conditions may
become necessary in other conditions, randomness may turn
into a necessityror example, Marx in the rBt chapter of
Capital shows how the exchange labour products from a
random economic phenomenon turned into a historical
necessity under commodity production conditions, without
which modern society cannot exist.

A correct understanding of the role ofiance in objective
reality is of great importance in cognition, in the disclosure of
the laws of nature and socieBxposing the Weisman
Morganists, T. D. Lysenko showed that all thiewso of
MendelismOrganism are built solely on the ideaabianceo...
Wildlife, 0 says Lysenkofiseems to the Morganists a chaos of
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random, torn phenomena, beyond the necessary connections
and patternsAround dominated by chancdT. D. Lysenko,
Agrobiolagy, ed. 4, Selkhozgiz, 1948, p. 652).

Soviet biology, in contrast to Weismannig€bnganism,
develops on the basis of mastering the laws of nature, it is
guided by a rule that says that science is the enemy of chance.

Since randomness is a phenomenon inherenobjective
material reality, and is in a certain ratio with necessity,
regularity, the first task is to distinguish random from
necessary.

In the work On the Right Deviation in the CPSU (B.), Comrade
Stalin showed how the enemies of the people, Buktaard his
accomplices, tried to interpret the aggravation of the class
struggle during the transition from capitalism to socialism as an
accidental phenomenomnhey replaced necessity with
chanceComrade Stalin showed that the aggravation of the
class stuggle in the country was not an accident.

The aggravation of the class struggle during the transition
period is a historical regularity reflecting the resistance of class
enemies to the building of socialism.

Considering the aggravation of the class stieigg a natural
phenomenon, Comrade Stalin made important practical
conclusions from this.

AWhat should be the pafy policy in view of this state of
affairs?

It must consist of awakening the working class and the
exploited masses of the countryside, irstheir fighting
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capacity and developing their mobilization readiness for the
struggle against the capitalist elements of the city and the
village, for the struggle against the opposing class enemies.

The MarxistLeninist theory of the struggle of theaskes is,
incidentally, good that it facilitates the mobilization of the
working class against the enemies of the dictatorship of the
proletariat.i (J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 12, p. 38).

The practical significance of the provisions on
the relationship and interdependence of the
phenomena of nature and society

A fundamental feature of Marxigteninist philosophy is its
inextricable connection with practice, with the struggle for
communismThe theoretical principles of Marxisireninism
arise on the basis o generalization of the experience of
practical activity and, having arisen, become an instrument of
knowledge of reality and its chande.his work On Dialectical
and Historical Materialism, Comrade Stalin clearly shows what
important conclusions follofrom each feature of the Marxist
dialectical method and philosophical materialism for the
activities of the Marxist.eninist party.

From the first feature of the Marxist dialectical method, the
need for a concrete historical approach to the phenomena of
reality follows.dlf there are no isolated phenomena in the
world, if all phenomena are interconnected and conditional on
each othegwrites Comrade Stalirijt is clear that every social
system and every social movement in history must not be
regarded fronthe point of view od eternal justicéior another

any biased idea, as historians often do, but from the point of
view of the conditions that gave rise to this system and this
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social movement and with which they are associatéd.V.
Stalin, Questions ofeninism, 1952, p. 578Comrade Stalin
points out the special importance of the historical approach to
social phenomena, for everything depends on conditions, place
and time.

Metaphysics, denying the interconnectedness of phenomena,
inevitably gives ris¢o an abstract approach to reality, which in
fact leads to a distorted interpretation of natural phenomena
and historical events.

The sworn enemies of the peaplthe Trotskyists and
Bukharinites, distorting historical events for their vile
purposes, usethetaphysics to misinterpret the phenomena of
public life. Scholastically, dogmatically using the provisions of
Marxism, the Trotskyists arbitrarily transferred from some
conditions to other assessments of historical events made by
Marx.

Comrade Stalin poted out that the enemies of Marxism are
replacing the point of view of Marx withiquotes from certain
provisions of Marx taken without regard to the specific
conditions of a particular eda(J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 9, p.
89).

Marxist dialectics requires historical approach to events, a
concrete analysis of them/hen considering any issue, any
historical event, it is necessary to proceed from specific
historical conditions, and only such an analysis of reality is a
truly scientific analysis, makes it gsible to correctly reflect
events and determine their attitude to them.
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Lenin pointed out that a concrete analysis of a specific situation
is the living soul of Marxism(See V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 31,
ed. 4, p. 143).

filt is necessary for the party towddop slogans and directives
not on the basis of memorized formulas and historical
parallelsp said Comrade Stalimbut as a result of a careful
analysis of the specific conditions of the revolutionary
movement, domestic and international, with the expee of
revolutions of all countries taken into accoorf.V. Stalin,
Soch., Vol 7, p. 38).

Since all phenomena in nature and society are interconnected
and interdependent, it is therefore possible to understand these
phenomena only when consideringe thpecific conditions of
their existence and development.

In the work fiMarxism and the problems of linguistis
criticizing the scholars and Talmudists, Comrade Stalin once
again draws our attention to the importance of a concrete
historical approach taosial phenomena.

The position of Marx and Engels on the impossibility of a
victory of the socialist revolution in one country and the
position of Lenin on the possibility of such a victory, although
they are mutually exclusive, indicates Comrade Stalintthmy
are both true each for certain historical conditions.

fiSome scholars and Talmudists who, without delving into the
essence of the matter, quote formally, in isolation from
historical conditions, can say that one of these conclusions,
which is certanly wrong, should be rejected, and the other
conclusion, as certainly true , should be extended to all periods
of developmentBut Marxists cannot but know that the
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scholars and Talmudists are mistaken, they cannot but know
that both of these conclusiongre correct, but not
unconditionally, each for its own time: the conclusion of Marx
and Engels is for the period of pmeonopoly capitalism, and
the conclusion of Lenin is for period of monopoly capitalsm.
(J.V.Stalin, Marxism and questions of lingucstj p. 4950).

In the same work, Comrade Stalin criticizes those who
Talmudistly perverted Engdéiposition on the withering away
of the state.

Engels argued that after the victory of the socialist revolution,
the state should die olRroceeding from thjsthe scouts and
Talmudists demanded the adoption of measures to the
withering away of the Soviet sta@ur party, Comrade Stalin,
exposed the Talmudists and leaders and proved that Bngels
position on the withering away of the state after the victory of
the socialist revolution cannot be applied in conditions when
this victory took place in only one countomrade Stalin
shows that the Soviet Marxists, on the basis that the socialist
revolution won in one country, concluded that it was necessary
to strengthen the Soviet state, intelligence agencies, and the
army so that our country would not be crushed by the capitalist
encirclementoThe Russian Marxists came to the conclusion,
writes Comrade Stalin,

Of the two different formulas about the fate of thecialist
state, the Talmudists could not draw the correct conclusion,
they demanded that one of these formulas be discarded and the
other extended to all times and periods of histGgmrade
Stalin further points out thdithe leaders and Talmudists are
mistaken, because both of these formulas are correct, but not
absolutely, but each for its time: the formula of the Soviet
Marxists is for the period of the victory of socialism in one or
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several countries, and the formula for Engels is for that period,
when the consecutive victory of socialism in individual
countries will lead to the victory of socialism in most countries
and when the necessary conditions are thus created for
applying the Engels formula(J.V. Stalin, Marxism and
guestions of linguisticg. 50, 51).

Answering A. Kholopov,J.V. Stalin criticizes the Talmudist
approach to the question of crossing languagebis work
fiConcerning Marxism in Linguistia, Comrade Stalin,
analysingthe past history of the language, pointed out that as a
resut of crossing languagesne of them is usually the winner,
as a result of which when crossing two languahese is no
third language, but one of the existing languagedholopov
compared this position of Comrade Stalin with the position put
forward by Comrade Stalin in a report at the 16th Party
Congress, which indicated that under communism languages
would merge into one common language. a spokesman,
Kholopov decided that one of these provisions should be
discarded, and the other recognizexbsolutely correct,
regardless of specific conditions, and thus fell into a hopeless
situation.0This is always the case with scholars and
Talmudists 0 (J.V. Stalin, Marxism and Questions of
Linguistics, p. 55%4).

Comrade Stalin clarifies that both forraslare correct subject

to a concrete historical consideration of th@ie formula of

the impossibility when two or more languaga® crossed of

the appearance of one new language refers to the period before
the victory of socialism on a global scafeyhen there is still

no national equality, when the crossing of languad®s
place in the struggle for the domination of one of the
languages, when there are still no conditions for a peaceful and
friendly cooperation of nations and languages, whemthe
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priority is not cooperation and mutual enrichment of languages,
but assimilation of some and the victory of other langudges.
is clear that in such conditions there can only be victorious and
defeated languages(lbid., p. 53).

The situation of Camrade Stalin, expressed by him at the 16th
Party Congress, that the fusion of languagékslead to one
common language, relates to completely different historical
conditions.This position of Comrade Stalin refers to the period
after the victory of sdalism on a global scale, when there will
be no imperialism, when the exploiters will be overthrown,
national and colonial oppression will be destroyed and mutual
trust between nations will be establish&dis will be the
period whemnational equality wi be implemented, the policy

of suppressing and assimilating languagasé be eliminated,

the cooperation of nations will be established, and national
languagesvill be able to freely enrich each other in the manner
of cooperationlt is clear thatn these conditions there can be
no question of suppressing and defeating some and the victory
of other languages#iere we are not dealing with two
languages @J.V.Stalin, Marxism andQuestions otinguistics,

p. 5354).

Analysingthe phenomena of socilifie, characterizing the laws

of social development, JV Stalin always indicates the need to
proceed from the concrete historical conditions of social
developmentln the workfiEconomic Problems of Socialism in
the USSR, summarizing the processes of depetent of a
socialist society, JV Stalin shows the historical peculiarity of
the manifestation of the laws of social development in a
socialist society.

For example, the law of value is valid in seeiconomic
formations where commodity production exist®wever,

109



specific historical conditions modify the operation of this
law. So, under socialism, the operation of the law of value is
limited by the new economic conditionhe presence of
public ownership of the means of production, the operation of
the lawof planned, proportional development of the national
economy limit the scope of the law of val@mrade Stalin
points out thafithe lack of private ownership of the means of
production and the socialization of the means of production in
both the city ad the village cannot but limit the scope of the
law of value and the degree of its impact on produdgii@hV.
Stalin, Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR, p. 22).

The law of value is an objective economic law; it cannot be
repealed or transformedihe task of the researché&;to study

the specific conditions of operation of this I&Bome
economists, ignoring the concrete historical analysis of the
economic phenomena of socialist society, tried to identify the
effect of the law of value under dgglism with its action under
socialism.They argued that, allegedly, under socialism, the law
of value acts the same as under capitalism, that is, it is a
regulator of production, a regulator of proportions in the
distribution of labour and means of prodtion between
different branches of productiofhis metaphysical approach
led to the rejection of the primacy of the production of means
of production,

Thus, only a concrete historical approach to the analysis of
commodity production under socialism makégossible to
correctly understand the essence of the law of value, to study
the actions of this law under socialism and, armed with this
knowledge, use this law to further develop the couwstry
national economy.
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Another position of Marxist dialecticsriging from the first
feature of the Marxist method and extremely important for the
practical activities of the Marxidteninist party, is the doctrine

of the main link in the chain of historical developmeinhce
historical events are a chain of inteateld social phenomena,

in practical activity it is very important to be able to find
special, crucial links in this chaiRevealing the essence of
tactical leadership, Comrade Stalin teaches that it is necessary
to find at any given moment that specialklifin the chain of
processes, grasping which you can hold the whole chain and
prepare the conditions for achieving strategic suczéy.
Stalin, Soch., Vol. 6, p. 163).

Analysingthe history of the Bolshevik Party, Comrade Stalin
pointed out that dung the formation of the Marxist Workers
Party, the main link in the chain of tasks of the Russian
Marxists was the task of creating the-Rlissian illegal
newspapelskra.

In the postOctober period, during the transition from civil war
to economic condgtiction, the main link turned out to be the
development of trade, since only through trade could a link be
established between industry and peasant farming.

Special links in the chain of historical development that
allowed us to raise our country to a higHevel were the
industrialization of the country and the collectivization of
agriculture Advancing consistently these special links in the
development chain of Soviet society as leading and decisive,
the Communist Party elevated the Soviet people toidero
labourfeats, culminating in a significant victory of socialism.

The historical decisions of the XIX Party Congress determined
the prospects for the further movement of Soviet society, the
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movement towards communisthey express the specific tasks
of the struggle of the Soviet people for communismder the
relentless leadership of the Communist Party, armed with a
deep knowledge of Marxidteninist science, the decisions of
the congress and the new worksJo¥. Stalin, Soviet people
will successfully fulfil the great goal of mankiddthe
construction of the highest form of organization of sodety
communism.

The demand of Marxist dialectics to take a concrete historical
approach to reality, to find and put forward special, leading
links in the chain ohistorical development helps to correctly
orientate in events, successfully solve specific tasks of
communist construction and wage a struggle against the
imperialist camp.

Currently, the main link in the activities of progressive people
of the world is he struggle for peace, the expansion of the
movement of peoples idefenceof peace, an increase in the
number of participants in the struggle for peace and the
national independence of their states.

In a historical speech at the XIX Party Congress, J\lirSta
emphasized that the modern bourgeoisie was selling the rights
and independence of its nations for dollars and that it had
thrown overboard the banner of national independence, just
like the banner of bourgeedemocratic freedom3he
communist and deatratic parties are called upon to raise this
banner and carry it forward, expressing the patriotic feelings of
their people, fighting against the instigators of war, for peace
between the peoples of all countries of the wawd for the
Soviet Union, i§ interests are generally inseparable from the
cause of world peaodJ.V. Stalin).
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The doctrine of materialist dialectics about the
interconnectedness and interdependence of phenomena in
nature and society serves as a powerful means of understanding
reality and its revolutionary transformation.
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MOVEMENT AND DEVELOPMENT IN
NATURE AND SOCIETYD. M. TROSHIN

From the fact that everything in the material world is in

universal connection and interdependence, a dialectical view of
the worll around us as being in motion and development
follows.

Engels wrote:iWhen we mentally examine the nature or
history of mankind, or our own spiritual activity, we first have

a picture of the endless interweaving of connections and
interactions, in which athing remains motionless and
unchanged, but everything moves, changes, arises and
disappears (F. Engels, AntDuhring, 1952, p. 20).

Disclosure of the connection and interdependence of
phenomena gives a picture of the development and change of
nature ad society.

And JV. Stalin points out:

fAln contrast to metaphysics, dialectics does not consider nature
as a state of peace and stiliness, stagnation and immutability,
but as a state of continuous movement and change, continuous
renewal and development, aie something always arises and
develops, something collapses and outlives its own age.

Therefore, the dialectical method requires that phenomena be
considered not only from the point of view of their mutual
connection and conditioning, but also from tleenp of view of

their movement, their change, their development, from the
point of view of their occurrence and withering awéayJ.V.
Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 576).
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Materialist dialectics is the science of the most general laws of
the devéopment of nature, society and thought. Dialectics)

said V. I. Lenin,f... the doctrine of development in its most
complete, deepest and free from -@imed form. 0. (V.I. Lenin,
Soch., Val19, ed. 4, p. 4).

Dialectics as a science turned out topmssible only after it

was proved that movement and development is a form of
being, a way of existence of mattEngels saysfi... dialectics

is regarded as the science of the most general laws of every
movemenbd (F. Engels, AntDuhring, 1952, p. 350)Vith all

the infinite diversity of the material world at all stages of its
existence, from the smallest elementary particles to colossal
accumulations of matter in galaxy systems, from an atom to a
complex organism, everywhere, despite the variety oéstat
matter, motion and development are common.

The reactivity of metaphysics, which denies the
development of nature and society

The dialectical understanding of development is confirmed and
justified by the data of the science of nature and sodiéty.
very idea ofdialectical development was formed in the process
of summarizing the data of individual sciences about nature
and societyThe general movement is so obvious that the
ancient Greek philosophers Heraclitus, Democritus, Aristotle
and others acognized the movement and development in
nature For example, Heraclitus taught that there is nothing
immutable: fiEverything flows, everything changés.and
Aristotle believed that ignorance of movement entails
ignorance of nature.

But the views of the arent Greek philosophers were not fully
substantiated by natural science, since science at that time was
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only just beginning to develogonsidering nature as a whole,
ancient Greek scholars have not yet reached dismemberment,
an analysis of natur@herebre, the relationship and the
general movement in nature was for them not a scientifically
proven position, the result of-tepth analysis, but the result of
reflection on a movement accessible to direct
contemplationodln thisp Engels points oufithe lack of Greek
philosophy, because of which it would subsequently have to
give way to other views(F. Engels, AntDuhring, 1952, p.
314) metaphysical viewd he metaphysical method developed
in the XVII-XVIII centuries on the basis of the rapid
developmenof the natural sciences, and the natural sciences of
that time, having accumulated factual knowledge of nature, still
did not have the opportunity to move from the accumulation of
facts to their generalization.

The period of collection and classificatiomas a necessary
stage in the development of human knowledge, since it is
impossible to reveal the connections between phenomena and
their movements without knowing the particulars.

filt was necessanyEngels wrotefito investigate things before
one couldbegin to study processesou must first know what
this thing is, so that you can deal with the changes that are
taking place in it(F. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach and tked

of Classical GermarPhilosophy, 1952, p. 37).

Speaking about this period in the vé®pment of natural
science, Engels wrote that thimethod of study left us the
habit of considering the things and processes of nature in their
isolation, outside their great common connection, and because
of thisd not in motion, but in a stationary statnot like
changing in a substantial way, but as eternally unchanging, not
alive, but deadTransferred by Bacon and Locke from natural
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science to philosophy, this way of understanding has created a
specific limitation of recent centuriesa metaphysicalvay of
t hi n KA. BngelsAntDuhring, 1952, p. 21).

Thus, the Marxist dialectic method was preceded by the
metaphysical method as an inevitable stage in the history of the
development of thinking and cognition, associated with the
need to collect fets about individual objects and phenomena of
nature.

Revealing the reasons that gave rise to metaphysics, V. I. Lenin
wrote that, until they knew how to start studying processes,
they always composed a priori general fruitless theankes.
metaphysicisthemist, still not able to investigate actually
chemical processes, composed the theory of what chemical
affinity is like?Did the metaphysical biologist talk about what
life and vitality are”The metaphysician psychologist talked
about what is the soulbsurd there was already a
reception.You cardé talk about the soul without explaining in
particular the mental processes: the progress here should
consist precisely in abandoning general theories and
philosophical constructions about what the soul is, agidgb
able to put the study of facts characterizing certain mental

processes on .@..&enin, 8ath., Vdl.il,ced. H,a s i ¢

p. 126127).

The limited metaphysical methodology has very often led
naturalists of the seventeenth and eighteenth destuo
idealistic conclusions.

Thus, Newton, who discovered the law of gravity, believed that
the conjunction of the Sun and the planets could not have
occurred other than by the intention and power of a powerful
and wise being.
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Linnaeus, making a clasgifition of animals and plants, argued
that there are as many species as there were created by God.

Analysing the metaphysical period in the development of
natural science and philosophy and showing the unscientific
and limited metaphysics, Engels wrote:

fAccording to this view, nature, no matter how it arises, once it
is already present, has always remained unchanged as long as it
exists.The planets and their satellites, once set in motion by
the mysteriousifirst impulse, continued to circle the ellipses
they had designated for ever and ever, or, in any case, to the
end of all thingsThe stars rested forever motionless in their
places, holding each other in this position by means of
funiversal gravitatiom.The earth has remained invariably the
same fromthe century or from the day of its creation
(depending on the point of viewlhe preseniifive parts of the
worldo always existed, always had the same mountains, valleys
and rivers, the same climate, the same flora and fauna, if not to
say that it was chaged or moved by a pers@nhand(F.
Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 6).

This view of natural phenomena, as eternal and unchanging,
was already refuted at the end of the 18th century by
accumulated factual data.

At this time, individual sciencesemoving from the collection

of facts to their generalization and theoretical interpretalion.
natural science, major discoveries are made and theories are
created that claim that the world is in development and
changeAmong these discoveries is the Kdmplace
hypothesis about the origin and development of the solar
systemEngels calls it the first hypothesis to breach the wall of
metaphysics.
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At the same time, Lomonosov put forward the iddaao
historical approach to the study of the e@rthrust, showing
that mountain ranges, minerals, coal and oil deposits were
formed as a result of the historical development of the
earth.Later, the science of geology was createshether with
geology, a science is being created about fossil aniénals
palaeontologywhich showed that existing animals and plants
are significantly different from those that inhabited our planet
in earlier eras.

However, scientists tried to squeeze these new facts into the
Procrustean bed of metaphysical thedrge changes were
understood only superficially, the appearance of the new was
denied in these change&o, in biology for a long time the anti
scientific theory of preformism was preached, according to
which the bodyhas in the bud all the signs and organs of an
adult animal or persohe development process was
understood as a process of growth, an increase in-readg
organslt is clear that such an understanding of development
ultimately led to a denial of devment.

How strongly metaphysics prevailed in views on nature at the
beginning of the 19th century can be judged by such a
caseThe French zoologist Cuvier, studying the fossil remains
of animals and discovering that previously living animals are
different from modern ones, instead of drawing a conclusion
about the development of the organic world, tried to explain
these facts by the fact that the earth seemed to have survived
several disasterés a result of these catastrophes, animals and
plants allegely died each time, and the earth remained
uninhabited for a long time, until the divine power created
them anew.
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Subsequently, the metaphysical method of thinking more and
more came into conflict with scientific data on nature and
turned into fetters forcsence.The development of the natural
sciences in order to generalize the evidence they obtained more
and more urgently required a new, dialectical method.

Of great importance for substantiating the theory of
development, as Engels pointed out, were tigreat scientific
discoveries of the 19th century:

fiThe knowledge of the interconnection of processes occurring
in nature has taken giant steps forward, especially thanks to
three great discoveries:

Firstly, due to the discovery of the cell, as that uindin the
reproduction and differentiation of which the whole body of
the plant and animal develogis discovery not only
convinced us that the development and growth of all higher
organisms is carried out according to one general law, but,
having showrthe ability of cells to change, it also outlined the
path leading to specigslated changes in organisms, changes
due to which organisms can make a development process that
represents something more than individual development alone.

Secondly, thanks tohe discovery of the transformation of
energy, which showed that ... all movement in nature is
reduced to a continuous process of transformation from one
form to another.

Finally, thirdly, thanks to the first coherent evidence presented
by Darwin that all he organisms around us, not excluding
humans, arose as a result of a long development process from
the few initially unicellular embryos, and these embryos, in
turn, were formed from the chemical by protoplasm, or
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proteino (F. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach anthe end of
classical German philosophy, 1952, p-33).

The discoveries of natural science revealed the connections and
interdependencies between natural phenomena and showed that
nature is in motion, in the process of development and change.

The Russianscientists Lomonosov, Mendeleev, Lebedeyv,
Mechnikov, Sechenov, Timiryazev, Pavlov, brothers A. and V.
Kovalevsky, Michurin, Williams, Dokuchaev, Gamaleya and
others made a huge contribution to the natural science basis of
materialist dialectics.

Russian materialist philosophers and advanced naturalists
conducted a view of nature as being in development and
change.

MV Lomonosov first put forward the idea dhe origin of
rocks as a result of a long process of development of thésarth
surfaceLong befoe Lamarck and Darwin, Lomonosov
expressed a number of brilliant provisions on the historical
process of development of animals and plants on é2ethg a
consistent materialist, he directed his research genius to
discovering the laws of the developmehnature.

Russian scientist Vladimir Kovalevsky, summarizing the data
of paleontological finds, created a new evolutionary
paleontological science, which serves as evidence of the
development and change of animals and plants as a result of
the historical dvelopment of the earthl. Mechnikov was a
consistent advocate of the theory of the development of life on
earth and did much to substantiate and prov&hi. great
Russian biologist K. A. Timiryazev made a huge contribution
to the theory of the devgdment of organic forms of matter,
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comprehensively substantiating the theory of the origin and
development of plants.

I.M. Sechenov convincingly proved that the human senses and
brain are the result of a long development of organic matter, its
complicationand improvement, and laid the foundations of
materialistic psychology.

Academician I.P. Pavlov, developing and deepening
Sechenofs teachings, revealed the essence of the higher
nervous activity of animals and humaRswvlows doctrine of
conditioned and nconditioned reflexes, of the role of the
cerebral cortex of the brain is the greatest achievement of
modern physiological science and serves as the natural science
foundation of the MarxisLeninist theory of knowledge.

The outstanding Russian scientistV. Michurin raised
Darwinism, biological science, to the highest lekichurin
biology is a new, highest stage in the development of
biological science, because it more convincingly and
consistently proved the development of wildlife and revealed
its truly dialectical nature, because only Michurin biology
makes it possible to go from explaining the development
process to an active effect on it, i.e. .consciously supervise this
process, direct it, create such organisms as are necessary for the
person.

Dokuchaev, Kostychev and Williams created a new science
about the origin and development of the sbiley
convincingly proved that the soil is a special historical body of
nature, which is in continuous change and developriéet.
main soitforming factors e organisms that determine the
direction of the soiforming processSo, depending on plant
communities, podzolic soil forms under the forest, swamp soil
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under grassy vegetation, etc. The zoning of the soil is a
historical process, it is constantly chamyg

The doctrine of DokuchaeostychevWilliams about the
process of soil development not only explains, but also makes
it possible to consciously direct the sfmkming process,
which, on the one hand, confirms the correctness of the theory,
and on thether, makes this theory effective and revolutionary.

The new theory of the seibrming process is an integral part
of Michurin agrobiological science, which not only explains
the development of wildlife, but also serves as the theoretical
basis for itchange.

Modern geological science is unthinkable without the
outstanding discoveries of Russian naturaliBte Soviet
geologists Karpinsky, Gubkin, Obruchev, Fersman and others
made a particularly large contribution to geological science.

Soviet scientiss, guided by the only scientific method of
research- materialistic dialectics, penetrate deeper into the
essence of the phenomena of the material world, revealing its
laws, substantiating the dialectical view of nature, enriching
science with new outstdng discoveriesAmong these
outstanding discoveries in the history of the development of
science are the studies of O. B. Lepeshinskaya, doctor of
biological sciences, who refuted the view that has been formed
since Virkhov and Pasteur on the boundabeswveen living

and nonliving and the role of cells in the body.

Soviet scientists made a huge contribution to cosmogaohng
science of the origin and development of the universe, the solar
system and our planet (the discoveries of Ambartsumyan, the
theory of Schmidt, Fesenkov, etc.).
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Thus, the metaphysical view of nature is completely and
irrevocably refuted by the development of science, each
outstanding discovery of which confirms the truth of the
dialectical view.

However, it would be a mistake to cader metaphysics as a
historical past that does not have a place at the present
time. Metaphysics is still aliveBut if in the era of Marx and
Engels, metaphysics openly opposed development, now it is
most often masked by an allegedrecognitiod of
devebpment.This is because in the 20th century it is no longer
possible to simply deny the idea dévelopment, since it is
fAdriven int@ peoplés heads by the whole growth of scientific
knowledge about nature and sociétiierefore, metaphysicians

in words although they do not deny development, but in reality
they in every possible way distort the true understanding of the
objective laws of the development of nature and society,
creating various metaphysicditheories of development
which, according to V1. Lenin, fistrangle and vulgarize the
truth.o

A vivid example of such diheory of development which
fismothers and vulgarizes the trdthis Weismannisnrthe
organismWeismans do not deny development in words, they
appear under the guise ifiecDarwinism.0 But according to
the idea othe Weismannists, nothing new is supposedly being
created in the process of the life of organisms, but the
properties previously embedded in them are only
manifestedWeismannism, like Preformism, denies
development asthe emergence of new and understands
fidevelopmert as the growth of what is already ready.

The WeismarMorganists believe that the emergence of new
species is possible only as a result of recombination by
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mutation of readynade, existing specie@ver thecourse of
10-15 thousand years, the species supposedly remains
completely unchanged, but suddenly there comes a moment
when the speciefexplodes for unknown reasons and budges
new speciedDenying the possibility of the emergence of new
species, new prapties in the process of evolution,
Weismannists invent false theories that in the process of
evolution the reserve of mutations is gradudilyasted and
therefore thefhereditary substanoebecomes less able to
diversify, due to which a period should pagedly come when
evolution will stop.So, Schmalhausen, who created the
pseudoscientific theory dgktabilizing selectiodand the dying
evolution of organic nature, wrote that organisms, wasting
freserve mutatioris

Such is the metaphysical essence ofis ththeory of
fidevelopmend, according to which the whole variety of living
organisms is, as the Weismannist Betson wiiites result of
unpacking the amoebathe ancestor of life.

Similar metaphysical theories that distort the laws of the
development of ature are widespread in modern bourgeois
scienceThey are an instrument of the struggle of reactionary
forces against progressive trends in the natural sciences,
against advanced scientists striving to study nature and
spontaneously attracted to dialestiand materialisniThese
theories hamper the development of science and ultimately
serve as a means of imposing and propagating a bourgeois
worldview among natural scientists and among the general
public.

In philosophy and sociology, reactionary metaphgjsibeories
that distort the laws of development of society, the laws of
history, directly serve the interests of the ruling classes.
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In an era when the death of capitalist society becomes
inevitable, all kinds of metaphysical theories are called upon to
fjustifyd the eternity of capitalisnMetaphysics in our time is
used by the ideologists of imperialism to fight against peace,
democracy and socialism.

In conditions when the course of historical events objectively
leads to the inevitable death of capgali to the triumph of
socialism, the reaction is trying to direct all its efforts to delay
the progressive course of history along the path to a brighter
future- to communism.

All sorts of attempts are made to discredit the very concept of
progress, the alelopment of civilizationThe means for these
purposes are the dilapidated weapon of reacion the
metaphysical negation of development, the negation of
progress.

The reactionary bourgeois sociologétevall Streefs
henchmef are trying in every possibleay to fiproved that
there is no development in society, no movement
forward.Reactionary sociologists try to portray social
phenomena as eternal, unchanging categdriesy preach the
eternity of private ownership of the means of production, the
eternity of dividing society into rich and poor, into slaves and
mastersThey argue that classes will forever exist, one of
which, the bourgeoisie, is supposedly called to govern and
possess all wealth, the other, the proletariat, is supposedly
doomed to work andeggar.

Metaphysics is used by UBnglish racists and Malthusians in
their misanthropic ravings about overpopulation of the
globe.In an effort to enslave and enslave the peoples of other
countries, American Malthusians earnestly yell about the
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alleged msmatch of population growth to an increase in the
amount of material wealth, about the imbalance between
them.Moreover, they, distorting the actual state of affairs,
metaphysically consider the production of means of production
and consumption outside dd@pment, outside progresshe
practice of building socialism in the Soviet Union and in the
countries of peopfis democracy smashed the metaphysical
reactionary ravings of racists and Malthusians, proving the
unlimited possibilities for the developmerftpyoductive forces
and the growth of means of production and consumption.

Metaphysics is now taken by American reactionaries to the
service of the ideology of war and the extermination of
people.The life of society is regarded as a state of peace and
immutability. The only means of setting society in motion is
war.Hence, if a certain movement of society forward is
recognized, it is only as a result of the wafith the help of
these flat, metaphysical considerations, war is declared a public
good, the bsis of progresslThe English reactionary sociologist
Arthur Keyes writes:fiWar provides civilizatiorg fwar is a
powerful factor in the evolution of mankirid.

Metaphysics penetrates us too; it is propagated by the
backward part of scientists in the natusaiencesThis is
evidenced, for example, by Comrade Ivaisoarticles in the
Botanical Journal (1952, XXXVII, No. 6) and in the Bulletin of
the Moscow Society of Naturalists (1952, vol. VII, issue 6), in
which he takes protection Malthusianiduhetaphyscal views
take place in other fields of science, including philosophy.

From the foregoing, it is clear that metaphysics in our time
serves the purpose of reaction and is a real daBgposing
metaphysics is one of the most important tasks of Marxist
philosophy and Soviet science.
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Movement, development - the form of existence
of matter

fiMovemento says Engelsjiconsidered in the most general
sense of the word, that is, understood as a form of being of
matter, as an attribute intrinsic to matter, embradeshe
changes and processes taking place in the universe, starting
from simple movement and ending with thinkim@-. Engels,
Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 44ngels emphasizes that
finowhere has never been and never can be matter without
motiono (F. Engels, AntiDihring, 1952, p. 57).

The fact that movement and development is a universal form of
the existence of matter is proved by everyday human
experience and all the data of modern science and
technologyScience again and again confirms that allitera
from elementary particl@selectron, proton, neutron, photon,
etcd to huge celestial bodies is in a state of change and
developmentElementary particles undergo endless changes
and transformations, celestial bodies, in turn, arise, develop and
change.

Among the infinite number of celestial bodies and systems, the
solar system is only some part that arose in the process of the
development of mattefhere was a time when there was
neither the Sun, nor the planets of the solar system, including
the EarthIn the process of development of matter, the Sun was
formed and at certain distances around jlanets and their
satellites.

The surface of the globe was different than now, and its
modern appearance is the result of a long history of
development, whit includes both slow, evolutionary changes
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and grandiose coups that moved continents, changed river
beds, formed seas and lakes, mountain ranges and plains.

At a certain stage in the development of matter, a new form of
motion of matter aroseorganic life.

Science has established that the organic form of the motion of
matter has existed on Earth for about a billion years and that
during this period enormous changes have taken place in it.

With the advent of life on the surface of the Earth, a new layer
has formed the biospher@ which is of great importance in
changing the surface of our plan@tganisms, changing, affect
their external environment, being in particular the main cause
of the soil formation proces$hanks to living organisms,
deposits of cda peat, huge underground pools of oil, chalk
mountains, limestone and coral islands were formed.

At a certain stage of its development, the organic form of the
motion of matter was divided into two brancheplant and
animal- with their characteristicypes of metabolism, various
lifestyles and various propertig3lants caused free oxygen in
the Eartlis atmospherelhis created the necessary conditions
for the development of animals breathing the lungs and
humans.

The earth survived several eras andquky, each of which was
characterized by its climatic zones, its distribution of land and
water basins, its geological features, as well as its plant and
animal inhabitants in water and on land.

Man as the highest link in the chain of evolutionary
developnent of organisms appeared on Earth in the very last
geological era of its existence, about a million years ago.
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The isolation of man from the animal world and its further
development occurred on the basis labour activity. The
decisive condition that cat¢ed man waabour, starting in the
proper sense of the word with the manufacture of implements.

The ancestor of man did not know how to make tools and lived
like other animal gifts of natur®&lan first learned how to make

the simplest tools: a stoneewa knife, and later a bow and
arrow.Through these tools he obtained his food and built a
dwelling. But human society moved forward, and at a certain
stage of development, man learned to tame animals and grow
the plants he needethis is how cattle breedg and
agriculture developed.

At a certain stage in the development of the social division of
labour, private property arose, and on its basis the division of
society into classes, with the advent of which the state
inevitably arose as a result of the aoacilability of class
contradictions, as an instrument of suppression and oppression
of one class by another.

MarxismLeninism refuted the ideologies of the exploiting
classes about the eternity of the class division of people into
slaves and masters, altdhe eternity of the state, proving that
there was a time when there were neither classes nor a state,
that they arose only at a certain stage of social development
and that further development social relations will lead to a
classless communist society.

The greatest merit of Marx and Engels is the discovery of the
objective laws of social developmeharx and Engels proved

that human society develops depending on changes in the mode
of productionWith a change in the mode of production, all
other socibrelations also change.
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The development of human society has passed through a
number of stagéssocial formationsPrimitive society was
replaced by a slave system, which was replaced by a feudal
systemFeudalism was replaced by capitalism, which will
evaywhere be replaced by a new systetine communist one.

The development of each of these semtonomic formations
and the change of one formation to another occur due to
objective economic laws.

Creatively developing materialistic dialectics, the Marxist
Leninist science of society, of the objective laws of the
development of society, JV Stalin in the classic wiflhe
economic problems of socialism in the USSshowed that
economic laws are historical in natufdney arise on the basis

of certain econonai conditions and die off with the
disappearance of these conditiodBne of the features of
political economyg says JV Stalinfis that its laws, unlike the
laws of natural science, are shtived, that they, at least most

of them, operate for a certalmstorical period, after why they
give way to new lawsBut they, these laws, are not destroyed,
but lose their force due to new economic conditions and leave
the stage to give way to new laws that are not created by the
will of people,(J.V. Stalin, Ecolmmic Problems of Socialism in
the USSR, p.-b).

Guided by this crucial provision of Marxism on the historicity
of the laws of economic development, JV Stalin discovered the
basic economic law of modern capitalism and the basic
economic law of socialisnT.he teachings ad.V. Stalin on the
objective nature of the laws of social development, which exist
independently of the will of people, on the historicity of these
laws, on their turnover, is of great importance for a correct
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understanding of the process#d#sdevelopment of society, this
highest form of the movement of matter.

Such is the outline of the movement and development of nature
and society.

Philosophically summarizing all the rich factual material
proving the development of nature and society, 2a® Stalin

in his work Anarchism or Socialisnife wrote:fi... starting
from astronomy and ending with sociology, the idea is
everywhere confirmed that there is nothing eternal in the
world, that everything changes, everything
developsTherefore, everyting in nature should be considered
from the point of view of movement, developmeid this
means that the spirit of dialectics permeates all modern science.
A (J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 301).

Movement and peace

Movement, development is a form of bgiof matterJust as
motion is unthinkable without matter, so matter is unthinkable
without motion, change, developmeHbwever, the correct
dialectical understanding of movement and development
includes recognition of relative peace, temporary equilibriu
in the process of movement and developméhis relative
peace, temporary equilibrium can be represented in two ways.

Firstly, in the process of movement, understood as movement,
the body can be temporarily at rest at one point or
anotherHowever, suchpeace is only relative, because in the
world around us there is no matter without moveniénére

are no resting tal in the universe, everything moves, moving in
spaceThe smallest particles of cosmic dust move in space,
cosmic rays, and clusters of nédm also moveColossal
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clusters of stars (galaxies) are moving with great sgaeshe

of these galaxies, the Sun moves, carrying with it the planets of
the solar system with their satellitde Earth moves both
around the Sun and around its axis.

Thus there are no material bodies that would not move in
spaceBut in this infinitely diverse movement of galactic
systems, individual galaxies, the Sun, the globe, etc., etc., one
or another object located on the globe can be in relative peace.

Secondly, temporary rest, relative equilibrium, is the most
important moment of the development of matter itdetigels
wrote that peace is an indispensable condition for the
differentiation of mattef-rom the point of view of the
dialectical understanding of devploent, peace, temporary
equilibrium, is the state when imperceptible quantitative
changes accumulate in an object, which will ultimately lead to
a qualitative change in the given object or phenomenon to
another, new, different from the past.

The process othange and development is not a continuous
flow. On the contrary, in the constant development of the
material world there are faces, steps in development, various
forms of motion of mattér a qualitative variety of material
bodies, objects and phenomena.

Temporary rest in the process of development of matter is
always associated with the formation of certain laws inherent
in this form of motion of matte©ne form or another of the
motion of matter, which arose on the basis of general
dialectical laws of tb development of matter and is
subordinate to these general laws, has its own specifics, its own
characteristics, its own law§he laws of the physical,
chemical, and organic forms of the motion of matter are
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specific.The laws of the social form of theaton of matter
are different from thenilThe laws inherent in a certain form of
movement qualitatively separate it from other forms.

Within each of the forms of motion of matter, there is
development and chandg&milarly, the boundaries between
them are ot dead, but mobiléelherefore, transitions from one
form of motion to another, for example, physical to chemical,
occur all the time, but the difference and a certain stability
remain.

Materialist dialectics does not recognize absolute peace,
absolute staility, but it does not deny the development of
relative peace and relative stabiliBelative peace, temporary
equilibrium is also movement and development, but occurring
within a given form of motion of matter, say, a given organic
species, a given saiformation, before the transition to a new
gualitative state, before the formation of a new organic species,
a new social system.

The negation of relative peace ultimately leads to the negation
of movement and developmebtevelopment is always a
changea transition from one state to another.

Development proceeds from a given state of an object to a new
one, different from itTherefore, sophists, depicting the reality
surrounding us as a stream in which there is nothing stable,
inevitably come to the dal of development.

Metaphysics in the fight against dialectics goes in two
ways.On the one hand, indivisibléelements of the worfil
(Duhring and other mechanists) are sought, invented,
permanent elements of hereditfide®, figenes,
fideterminants (Mendelismorganism) and similar

134



metaphysical entitie©n the other hand, relative peace and
stability in development are denidditimately, the one and the
other path of metaphysical distortions of reality leads to
idealism.

Criticizing Duhring, Engels poted out that the recognition of

the presence of unchanging elements of the world inevitably
leads to the recognition of the presence of absolute peace, but
from absolute peace there is no transition to movement, there is
no bridge that would connect abs®lu peace with
movementHence, in turn, inevitably recognition of the first
impulse, divine power, thécreatod of the universeThus, the
recognition of absolute peace leads directly and directly to
idealism.Moreover, the negation of relative peace &ad

The main forms of motion of matter

fiOnce we have known the forms of motion of matterhent
we have known matter itselb(F. Engels, Dialectics of
Nature, 1952, p. 184)Engels wrote.

In the variety of processes of changing bodies and natural
pheromena, materialist dialectics distinguishes a number of
basic qualitatively peculiar forms of the motion of
matter.These forms of movement are as follows: mechanical,
physical, chemical, organic (life) and social.

These forms are stable, distinct from cm®ther and at the
same time linked to one anoth&hey are united in their
materiality, since they are only various forms of motion of
matter.

A  relatively simple  form of movement s
mechanicalMechanical movement is the spatial movement of
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bodies relave to each otheiThe laws of mechanical motion
are studied by mechanidsngels points out that any movement
is associated with some kind of movemetite movement of
celestial bodies, earthly masses, molecules, atorhe higher
the form of movementhe more insignificant this movement
becomesilt in no way exhausts the nature of the corresponding
movement, but it is inseparable fromTherefore, it must be
investigated before everything el§glbid., p. 44).

A more complex form of movement is ydical. The physical
form of motion is understood as the totality of such types of
motion as thermal processes studied by thermodynamics and
the socalled statistical physicglectromagnetic (and in
particular light) processes studied by electrodynamarsd (
optics);atomic processésa special form of motion of
microobjects  studied by the salled quantum
mechanicsnuclear processes studied by nuclear physics.

The mechanical and physical forms of motion are inherent in
all areas of the material worl@fhey are present in all other
forms- chemical, organic and social.

Chemical processes that occur in bodies form a special form of
motion - chemical.Chemical processes occurring in inorganic
nature are studied by inorganic chemis@iemical processes

in organic bodies are a subject of a special science called
organic chemistry.

With the advent of life on Earth, a new form of movement
emerged® organic, studied by a group of biological
scienceswith the advent of sociefysocial, which is the
highest of all érms of movement of the objective worltlis
studied by a group of social sciences whose common basis is
historical materialismThe methodological basis of all sciences
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that study nature and society is dialectical materidighe
science of the laws afevelopment of nature and society.

All forms of movement are not isolated from each other, but
are closely related.

Engels emphasizes the transitions of some forms of movement
to others, points to their connection and interdependence.

fiThe mechanical moveant of the masses passes into heat, into
electricity, into magnetisnhieat and electricity go into
chemical decompositiorior its part, the chemical compound
process again generates heat and electricity, and through the
latter - magnetismand finally, hat and electricity in turn
produce a mechanical movement of the ma&$Es.Engels,
Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 52).

Each new higher (complex) form of motion of matter arises on
the basis of the lower and includes it in itsBifit the laws of

the lowe form of movement do not exhaust the essence of the
higher form of movement that has developed on its bthess;
laws of the higher form of movement are not reduced to the
laws of the lowerOn the other hand, the laws of the higher
form do not extend tothe lower onesSo, the laws of
electromagnetism cannot at all be reduced to the laws of
mechanics, and the mechanical motion contained in
electromagnetic processes in a subordinate form does not
exhaust the essence of electromagnetic proceskegtemps

to reduce electrodynamics to mechanics, repeatedly made
throughout the history of physics of the 18i9th centuries,
ultimately failed completelylike this chemical form of
motion,which includes physical processes as a subordinate
moment, is not rediwed to physical movementhe
irreducibility of complex chemical motion to physical
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processes with complete clarity was found, in particular, in the
failure of the secalled firesonance theooy the root defect of
which was precisely in an attempt to suboate chemistry to
physics.n the same way, chemistry does not exhaust the
essence of the organic form of motion.

Metaphysicists, perverting reality and the data of science, have
made and are making many attempts to identify the laws of
higher forms of mbon with the laws of lower form©n this
basis, antscientific barren theories have arisen that regard the
body either as a heat engine or as a chemical
laboraory. Attempts to explain life phenomena by chemical or
physical laws alone have no scientifiasis and inevitably lead

to a dead end, leading to idealism.

The highest form of movementhe social oné has its own
specific laws of development inherent only tolnt.our time,
bourgeois sociologists, perverting the dialectics of the
development of soety, are trying to apply the laws of
mechanical, biological, and other phenomena to the life of
society.

For example, in 1951, the American journal Science (Science)
published an article by two authors, E. V. Liver and J. Brown,
entitted fThe Need for Geeral Laws in the Social
Sciences. Although the authors write at the beginning of the
article thatfitoday we urgently need some laws dealing with the
dynamics and statics of socieiythe article does not even
contain a shadow of a desire or attempt teeat the objective
laws of social developmerithe authors call society
fisociocosmas and consider social phenomena using the laws
of physcs, chemistry, biologyBiologising social phenomena,
they bring to light the false theory of Virchowitlie organism

is the state of cel®d and put it at the basis of the consideration
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of society.The desire to prove the eternity of such categories as
private property, the eternity of the capitalist class and the class
of wage workers, etc.,

In another American magazirf@ournal of Philosophy, No. 8,
1951), a certain Wilson published the work Mechanics and
Historical LawsWilsonds writings are an attempt to give an
overview of literature published in the USA on this issue,
therefore the article shows not only the au@hqmint of view,

but also the general direction of tliieesearch of modern
bourgeois sociologists.

A characteristic feature and general tendency of all points of
view given by the author is the denial of the laws of
development of society, economic lawsparticular, and the
transfer of the laws of physics, chemistry, biology, psychology
to social phenomena.

So, one of thefresearches Silsel, thoughtfully notes that
fisome economic facts can be understood through
psychological insighd.oPsychologicalpenetration instead of
scientific researchTranslated into ordinary language, this
means: religion instead of the science of society.

The goal of all these reactionary speechieoreticab
discoveries is to lead social science astray, to substitute
mysticism for the study of social phenomena fiproved that

the development of society is not a natural historical process,
but a chaos of chance, controlled by the will of the Almighty.

is clear that all such attempts to distort the scientific
understading of social development are made in order to hide
the social causes leading the capitalist system to inevitable
death.
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The Machists and their followers in Russi@ogdanov et al.
fAccuse@d Marxism of the fact that the latter did not use
biological catgories to explain social phenomena, such as, for
example, thdistruggle for existencgfinatural selection etc.

V. I. Lenin, in the bookiMaterialism and EmpiriCriticismo,
exposing the sophistry of the Machists, showed thafitoe-
biologicab approat to society is not a drawback, but a merit
of Marxism.The Marxist science of society rejects the so
called fisocial Darwinismd, which tries to explain social
phenomena by biological categorib&arxism provides the
only scientific understanding of the lawof development of
society as a new, higher form of the movement of
nature Marxism considers social life as a process carried out
on the basis of its own laws inherent inTihe laws of the
biological or physical forms of movement are not applicable to
society and cannot explain the social development process.

Exposing the Machists, V. I. Lenin wroi@:. the application of

the concepts afselectionf,0 assimilation and disassimilation

fiof energy, energy balance, ettc., as applied to the field of
social sciences, there is an empty phrasdact, no study of
social phenomena, no understanding of the method of social
sciences can be given using these concé&pere is nothing
easier than sticking afenergy or fibiologicatsociologicab

label on pkenomena like crises, revolutions, class struggles,
etc., but there is nothing more barren, scholastic, dead than this
occupatiord (V.1. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed. 4, p. 314).

This characteristic, given by Lenin to all attempts to reduce the
higher forms & motion to lower ones, is the most important
methodological indication for the scientific understanding of
the correlation of the basic forms of motion of matter.
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Development as the emergence of the new and
the withering away of the old

Lenin has repeatly pointed out that in the 20th century
fieveryone agreés  with the principle of
developmentHowever, not every firecognitio of
development is a correct, dialecticahterialistic
understanding of developmeMoreover, numerous theories

of developmentn bourgeois philosophy, sociology and natural
science have been specially created and are now being created
in contrast to and in defiance of the only scientific dialectical
concept of development.

There are two concepts of development, one of which is
scientific, dialectical.The scientific, dialectical concept of
development is an integral element of the worldview of the
proletariatThe second concabtmetaphysical, unscientific,
reactionary- is in our time the theoretical weapon of the
ideologists of tk imperialist bourgeoisie.

These two concepts of development are diametrically opposed
in understanding the most important development isJiese

are essentially three such questions: what is development, how
is development happening, and what are ttneind) forces of
development®ur task is to consider the first question, the
guestion of what development is.

Marxist-Leninist ~ dialectics teaches that movement,
development is not a simple movement of finished, unchanging
objects, a recombination of etairessences taking place in a
vicious circle with a constant, inevitable return to the
old. Development is the constant emergence of a new, higher,
progressive and withering away, the destruction of the old,
obsolete.
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Lenin wrote about this:

fiEveryone agres with thé principle of developmeniin the
20th century (and at the end of the 19th centurygs, but this
superficial, illconceived, random, philistideconsentfis the
kind of consent that strangles and vulgarizes the trutl,
everything is desloping, then everything is moving from one
to another, for development is obviously not simple, universal
and perpetual growth, increase (respective decreasé) dfc.
so, then ... we need to more accurately understand evolution as
the emergence and degttion of everything, mutual
transitions @/.l. Lenin, Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p.
239).

Dialectical development as the emergence and destruction, as
the emergence of the new and the death of the old is the most
important, immutable law inherent @l forms of motion of
matter.Science indicates that development is the irresistible
emergence of a new, higher, more complex one.

Soviet scientists have established that the emergence and
destruction of celestial bodies is an ongoing procCHSS.
proces of the death of some celestial bodies and the
emergence of others is taking place at the present time, as the
Soviet scientist V. A. Hambartsumyan convincingly proved.

Confirmation that development occurs from the lowest to the
highest, from simple to coplex is the staged development of
plants discovered by academician Lysenko.

The theory of stage development shows that the body in its
individual development passes from one stage to another, a
new stage is higher in relation to the previous stdgeatthe

vernalisatiorstage, the plant cannot give a stem and, moreover,
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form an ear and graiffheir formation occurs at new, higher
stages, but these higher stages themselves are impossible
without the stage ofernalisation

A striking example of developme as the emergence of the
new and the withering away of the old is the development of
societyJV  Stalin in his work fAnarchism or
Socialism® writes:

fiThey say that social life is in a state of constant movement
and developmenAnd this is true: life canot be considered
something unchanged and frozen, it never stops at the same
level, it is in perpetual motion, in the perpetual process of
destruction and creatioherefore, in life there is always a
new and old, growing and dying, revolutionary andnteud
revolutionary.i (J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 298).

Submitting to the general law of development as the death of
the old and the emergence of a new, development from lower
to higher, mankind has gone through various secmnomic
forms of society.

The change of one social formation to another, the death of the
old, the emergence and development of the new is an objective
law of social developmenEach new formation in relation to
the old, old, is higher, more progressive, since it corresponds to
anew level of productive forces.

The initial, earliest and lowest, social formation is the primitive
communal systenThe primitive communal system was
replaced by a slave system, which corresponded to a higher
level of development of productive forcd$e slave system is

the first class formatiorBut the slave system gave way to a
higher one in relation to dtthe feudal system, which was
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replaced by a new systemthe capitalist oneéBeing more
progressive in comparison with the feudal system, the diapita
system, due to the general law of development, also naturally
should perish as not corresponding to the new level of
development of the productive forces of socid@tyis process

of destruction of the old, capitalist system is happening before
our eye.

The Great October Socialist Revolution ushered in a new era in
the history of mankind the era of the revolutionary transition
from the old, capitalist world to the new, socialist woAd. a
result of the emergence of the wdaHdfirst Soviet socialis
state, the world split into two campshe camp of socialism
and the camp of capitalisntihe world capitalist system is
weakening more and more, and the forces of socialism and
democracy are steadily growing and gaining strerfiftier the
Second WorldWar, a number of states of Central and
Southeast Europe fell out of the capitalism system, in which
the popular democratic system was established and which
embarked on the path of socialist constructidme
imperialism suffered a severe blow from the dnist victory of

the great Chinese peoplehe peoples of the colonies and
dependent countries rose to the active struggle for their
freedom and national independenigimre and more masses of
people all over the world are embroiled in a decisive struggle
against American imperialism, and stand up for the peace and
national independence of their countries.

Thus, human society naturally developed and develops,
obeying the general law of development as the death of the old
and the emergence of the new, as aenwent from the lowest

to the highest.

144



The irresistibility of the new, progressive

The irresistibility of the new, progressive is the immutable law
of development inherent in matter at all stages of its
development, in all its form3he new, having ariserenters
the struggle with the old’he process of this struggle weakens
the old and strengthens the new.

The irresistibility of the new is based on the following
objective points inherent in the process of development of
nature and society.

In the processf development, the nucleation of the new takes
place in the bowels of the olHach subsequent step naturally
follows the previous one, and each previous one paves the way,
creates the conditions for the nekherefore, each
phenomenon contains a pgstesent and future, old and new.

For example, in order to make life possible on our planet, it
was necessary that such forms of motion of matter, physical
and chemical, reach a certain level of development and
complication, create the conditions necessdyr the
appearance of life.

Academician Oparin describes the process of the complication
of chemicals that led to the formation of living thingsirst,
simple solutions of organic substances arose, thiaviour
was determined by the properties of theginstituent atoms and
the location of these atoms in the molecuBzd. gradually, as

a result of the growth of these molecules and their
complication, new qualities arose, and new colchémical
laws were superimposed on the simplest organochemical
relations.They were determined already by the mutual
arrangement of molecules in spadewever, for the
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emergence of primary living beings, these patterns were still
insufficient.For this, it was necessary that colloidal formations
in the course of theievolution acquire qualities of an even
higher order, allowing them to go to the next stage of
organization of matteHere, in the process of becoming the
foreground, biological laws have come to the
fore.0Competitio for growth rate and natural selectio
created a form of organization of matter that ikeirent in
moder n | i v(A h@parineThenEgnergence of Life on
Earth, ed. Of the USSR Academy of Scienced,. 1941, p.
264).

Only through the complication of chemicals and the emergence
of new physical features could life emerge as a new form of
motion of matterlts appearance was prepared by the lower
forms of motion of matter physical and chemical, and only
when these forms created the necessary conditions, the
emergence of life becamesgsible.

The process of the emergence of the new in the bowels of the
old is even more pronounced in social development.

This feature in the development of society is indicated.by
Stalin.

fAiThe third feature of production ésyritesJ.V. Stalin, fithatthe
emergence of new productive forces and the corresponding
production relations does not occur separately from the old
system, not after the disappearance of the old system, but in the
bowels of the old system, does not occur as a rédeliberate,
conscious activity of people, and spontaneously,
unconsciously, regardless of the will of peopld.V. Stalin,
Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 598).
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Since the new arises and develops in the bowels of the old, it
conflicts with the old, and these contradios between the
new and the old pour into a form of strugdlée new fights
for its existence, for its growth, and the old stubbornly resists,
does not want to leave the historical scene, and resists the new.

The struggle of the new with the old is thavihg force of the
development process, the source of this development.

Since the process of regular development always goes from the
old to the new, progressive, the new, appearing and developing
in the bowels of the old, is always at first much weakantthe

old. However, the further the development process goes, the
more the new, progressive grows and strengthiéres.old, by
virtue of the development of the new, becomes reactionary; its
elimination is inevitable.

This law of the invincibility of thenew, progressive is
especially pronounced in public life during the transition from
one social formation to anoth@ihe new social forces are
always at first weak and insignificant, but no matter how weak
they are, in the end they win, and the old systeneplaced by
the new.

So, for example, in Russia in the second half of the 19th
century the proletariat was still small in number, andabeur
movement was weaklowever, the proletariat, being a new to
the end revolutionary class, grew and develagedg with the
development of capitalism and at the beginning of the 20th
century (1905) proved itself to be a great revolutionary force,
and in 1917, fulfilling its historical mission, it completed a
socialist revolution.
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Thus, what was initially weak wasn the process of
development powerful and irresistible.

The irresistibility of the new is the law of social
developmentHowever, the process of the struggle of the new
with the old does not go smoothly, in the form of a straight
line. The history of soal development knows many examples
when the new, progressive, suffered a temporary defeat and the
progressive forces in the struggle against the reaction had to
retreat.Summing up the results of the 1848 revolution, Marx
and Engels wrotdiAt present, eeryone knows that every time
revolutionary upheavals occur, they always and everywhere
have a welknown social need, the satisfaction of which is
hindered by outdated institutioriBhis need may not be felt so
strongly, it may not yet enter the generahgciousness so as to
ensure immediate victoryut any attempt to violently suppress

it only makes her come forward with increasing force until,
finally, she will not break her fetter§herefore, if we are
defeated, we have no choice but to start avéK. Marx,
Selected Works, vdl., State Political Publishing House,
1941, p. 32).

It follows from Mands cited statement that if a given social
movement is progressive, if advanced social forces are behind
it, then let it fail now, let the old turn out tme stronger and
triumph at this stageall the same, the death of the old and the
victory of the new are equally inevitable.

Therefore, the task boils down to ensuring that the social forces
behind the new, after failure and defeat, do not abandon the
struggle, so that, accumulating forces, they wage it until the
victory over the old is completely won.

Developing this position of Marx, V. I. Lenin wrote:
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fiHistorical activity is not the sidewalk of Nevsky Prospect,
said the great Russian revolutionary QCilyshevskyWho
fiadmit® the revolution of the proletariat is onfjunder the
conditioro, that it proceeds easily and smoothly, that the
combined action of the proletarians of different countries is at
once, that the guarantee against defeats is givenvianee,
that the road of the revolution is wide, free, straight, so that it
does not occur at times going to victory, to bear the heaviest
sacrifices, tasit out in a besieged fortreser make their way
along the narrowest, impassable, winding and danogero
mountain paths he is not a revolutionary, he did not free
himself from the pedantry of the bourgeois intelligentsia, he
was one will be found constantly slipping into the camp of the
countefrevolutionary bourgeoisie, like our Right Socialist
Revolutonaries, the Menshevik®. (V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 28,
ed. 4, p. 50).

In the workfiEconomic Problems of Socialism in the USSR

N. V. Stalin again emphasized the enormous role played by the
struggle of the advanced classes against the outdated forces of
society.Having opened the class background of the use of
economic laws, JV Stalin showed thitlhe standardearer of

the use of economic laws in the interests of society is always
and everywhere the advanced class, while the obsolete classes
resist thiscauseo (J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of Socialism

in the USSR, pp. 490). Therefore, in the economic field, the
discovery and application of a new law that offends the
interests of the obsolete forces of society is impossible without
struggle, withoubvercoming the resistance from these forces.

The victory of the new must be prepared, it must be fought for,

and not expected that it will come by itself, as the great leaders
of the proletariat V. I. Lenin andlV. Stalin teach.
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A striking example of thestruggle for a new, advanced,
progressive is the heroic history of the Communist Party of the
Soviet UnionHistorical events such as the Great October
Socialist Revolution, the industrialization of the country, the
transition from fragmented peasant famgm to collective
agricultural production, are the historical milestones through
which the working class, led by the Communist Party and its
leaders Lenin and Stalin, led to the victory of socialism in the
USSR.

In the Great Patriotic War, the new, sogtlsystem in its
entirety demonstrated its great strength and power, its vitality,
and invincibility.

On the strength and power of the Soviet system, on its
invincibility V. I. Lenin wrote:

fiThey will never defeat the people in which workers and
peasantsdr the most part have learned, felt and saw that they
are defending their own, Soviet powér the power of the
working people, that they are defending a cause whose victory
will provide them and their children with the opportunity to
enjoy all the benefitef culture, all creatures of huméabouro

(V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 29, ed. 4, p. 292).

Under the leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, the Soviet people are successfully moving forward,
which is reflected in the unprecedented develognuénthe
economy and culture in history, in such a strengthening of the
moral and political unity of Soviet society and the rise of
Soviet patriotism thafinow there is no such force in the world
that could turn our people are back, back to capitati§vhM.
Molotov, Stalin and the Stalinistebdership, Gospolitizdat,
1949, p. 11).
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The decisions of the XIX Congress of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union are of the greatest historical significance.

The directives of the congress on the fifth fivear
development plan of the USSR outlined a grandiose program
for the development of the national economy, socialist culture,
technology, science, art, and planned a further increase in the
material and cultural level of the peoplde fulfilment of the

fifth five-year plan will be a major step forward along the
development path from socialism to
communismStrengthening and developing socialist economy
and culture, we consolidate the cause of world peace.

We are witnessing a fierce struggle between the newttand

old on the world stage, the struggle of the progressive camp of
supporters of peace and democracy with the reactionary camp
of imperialism and the instigators of war.

In the course of the struggle of the new with the old, the forces
of the new, the cap of peace and democracy, continuously
digging, and, conversely, the weakening of the forces of the
old, the camp of war and imperialism.

The forces of the camp of peace, democracy and socialism,
united by a community of interests, are growing and gaining
strength every day, the strength and power of the Soviet Union,
which is the leading force of the ammperialist camp, is
steadily increasingViore and more successes in economic and
cultural construction are achieved by the countries of pé&ople
democacy, developing along the path to socialidine
economy and culture of the PedfleRepublic of China are
rapidly developing, whose people are building a new life with
great enthusiasnguccessfully carried out peaceful
construction in the German DemodacaRepublic.
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On the contrary, in the camp of imperialism and war, deep
internal contradictions are observed, there is a mutual squabble
of the imperialists because of sales markets, raw materials and
the spheres of capital application.

As a result of the alapse of the single world market, the
sphere of application of the forces of the main capitalist
countries has narrowed and will continue to decline steadily;
the conditions of the world capitalist market are constantly
deterioratingThis aggravates theontradictions between the
imperialist countriesContradictions between the USA and
England, the USA and France, the USA and other European
capitalist countries are growinghe struggle between West
Germany and France within the-salled European coand
steel union is intensifying due to the competition of the
capitalists of these countries, a conflict is brewing between
them over the Saar region.

Trying to find a way out of the general crisis of capitalism,
which was aggravated after the Second WoWr, the
imperialists embarked on the path of preparing and unleashing
a new war, and the main aggressive powbe United States

is intensely pushing other capitalist countries to
war. Accompanying the preparation for war by the offensive of
democrat forces and the fascization of state order both in the
USA and in other capitalist countries, as pointed out by G. M.
Malenkov, American imperialism acts as a world gendarme
against whichfia wave of hatred and resistance from peoples
suppressed by hii.

A powerful national liberation movement of peoples is growing
in the rear of the imperialists, the forces of peace supporters in
the person of millions of honest people of physical and mental
labourare constantly increasing.

152



All this is the source of theaternal weakness of the camp of
imperialism and war.

In the classic workfiThe Economic Problems of Socialism in
the USSR, J.V. Stalin showed with all conviction how all the
escalating contradictions in the camp of imperialist countries
inevitably lead @ the outbreak of imperialist wars between
capitalist countriesl.V. Stalin exposed the inconsistency of the
assertion that the United States of America supposedly
subjugated the other capitalist countries to such an extent that
they would not allow therto fight among themselves.

Showing the inconsistency of this point of view, JV Stalin
formulated the most important requirement of Marxist
analysi® to draw conclusions not on the basis of external
phenomena flickering on the surface, but on the badithote
deep forces that, although they act so far imperceptibly, will
still determine course of events

Uncovering the deepeated processes taking place now in the
capitalist countries,.V. Stalin teachediOutwardly, everything
seems to hesafefi the Lhited States of America has lined
Western Europe, Japan and other capitalist coun@iesnany
(Western), England, France, ltaly, Japan, who fell into the
clutches of the United States, obediently obey the orders of the
United StatesBut it would be wrog to think that this
fprosperity could remain fforever and eveér that these
countries will endlessly endure the domination and oppression
of the United States of America, that they will not try to break
out of American bondage and embark on the path of
independent developmeiit.

fiThey say that the contradictions between capitalism and
socialism are stronger than the contradictions between
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capitalist countriesTheoretically, of course, this is trughis is

true not only now, at the present timé wasalso true before

the Second World WaAnd this was more or less understood
by the leaders of the capitalist countriaed yet, the Second
World War did not begin with a war with the USSR, but with a
war between capitalist countriadhy?Because, firstly the

war with the USSR, as with the country of socialism, is more
dangerous for capitalism than the war between capitalist
countries, because if the war between capitalist countries raises
the question of the predominance of such and such capitalist
counties over other capitalist countries, then war with the
USSR, the question of the existence of capitalism itself must be
raised Because, secondly, the capitalists,

fiBut it follows from this that the inevitability of wars between
capitalist countries remas in force (J.V. Stalin, Economic
Problems of 8cialism in the USSR, pp. 33, 34, 35).

Opportunity and Reality

Development from the old to the new is a natural process of the
withering away of the old and the birth of the n@e process

of developmentrbm old to new is the unity of possibility and
reality. Each step reached in the development of matter is
reality, but it carries the possibility of the emergence of new
forms of reality.For example, each existing organic species,
changing under the infance of the environment, conceals the
possibility of a new specieEach step in cognition contains the
possibility of a new, deeper cognition.

Turning opportunity into reality is a complex and controversial
processOpportunity does not always become itgalcertain
conditions are needed to turn opportunity into reakty.
example, it is possible to split atomic nuclei by a stream of

154



protons (nuclei of a hydrogen atom), but for this it is necessary
that the protons have a sufficiently high speed tHatvalthem

to overcome the electrostatic repulsive forces acting between
positively charged atomic nuclei and protons.

Another exampleThe possibility of the origin of life is laid in

the basis of matter, but this possibility in the solar system
turned inb reality only on individual planets, in particular on
the Earth, and, as some scientists suggest, on Mars and
Venus.On other planets and planetary satellites, this possibility
has not become a reality due to the absence of a number of
conditions necessgafor life.

Like development in nature, the process of development of
social life is the transformation into reality of what initially
exists as an opportunity, a development tendehiog.decisive
condition for turning opportunities into reality in publite is

the practical activity of people, the conscious activity of
classes, parties, and leaders.

JV Stalin points out that dying classes do not voluntarily leave
the stageThey strive to use every opportunity to extend their
existenceThrough all thai activities, reactionary classes
impede the transformation of progressive opportunity into
reality and often achieve temporary victory if progressive
forces do not show sufficient activity and perseverance in the
struggle for the new.

So, in 19181920, in a number of European countries
(Germany, Hungary, etc.) there were objective conditions for
the victory of the proletariat over the bourgeoisie and the
overthrow of capitalismHowever, due to the betrayal of social
democracy, the weakness of the commupgrties in these
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countries, and a number of other reasons, the possibility of
victory was not turned into reality.

On the contrary, in Russia in 1917 the Communist Party
managed to organize the masses to fight against autocracy and
imperialism, managedot take advantage of the prevailing
domestic and international situation, and in the revolution
defeated the forces of reaction that defended theWilthout

this revolutionary struggle that the masses carried out during
the October period under the leagtep of the Communist
Party, a victory over capitalism would have remained an
opportunity, albeit a real opportunity.

The opportunity in the development of society does not turn
into reality by itself, automaticallyA struggle is necessary for

the realizéion of a progressive opportunity, the mobilization of
the masses to overcome the resistance of the reactionary
classes defending the old.

The ability to distinguish an opportunity from reality, not to
confuse them, not to take the possible for realitg, ahility to
identify all possibilities in a given reality and use them
completely to win the new is of great importance both for a
correct understanding of the process of development of society
and for guiding this process.

V.l. Lenin andJ.V. Stalin haverepeatedly pointed out the
theoretical and practical importance of distinguishing between
categories of possibility and reality.

filt is in thed methodologyfi... that it is necessary to distinguish

the possible from the rea{V. I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 3&d. 4, p.
194),0 wrote Lenin.
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Exposing attempts by the enemies of tlwi&t peopled the
Bukharinite® to replace the dialectical understanding of the
development of the opportunist theory d@fravityo and
fispontaneityy J.V. Stalin in his report to the 16 Party
Congress said that the Soviet system offers tremendous
opportunities for the complete victory of socialigiBut
opportunity is not yet a realitfflo turn an opportunity into
reality, it is necessary, first of all, to discard the opportunistic
theory of gravity, it is necessary to rebuild (reconstruct) the
national economy and launch a decisive attack on the capitalist
elements of the city and villagg(J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 12, p.
339).

filt turns out, therefore,J.V. Stalin went on to sayithat it is
necessary to strictly distinguish between the opportunities
available in our system and the use of these opportunities, the
transformation of these opportunities into reality.

It turns out that there are quite acceptable cases when there are
oppatunities for victory, but the party does not see these
opportunities or does not know how to use them correctly,
because of which defeat can turn out instead of vicigHyid.,

p. 341).

The possibility of the victory of socialism in the USSR was
provided by the establishment of the dictatorship of the
proletariat.The remnants of the incomplete exploiting classes
tried in every possible way to restore -capitaliSime
Communist Party and the Soviet Government took all measures
to eliminate the possibilitpf the restoration of capitalism and
turn the possibilities of building socialism in the USSR into
reality. The party defeated the vsirenemies of the working
clas® the Trotskyists and Bukharinites, who pushed our
country on the path to the restoratidncapitalism.The party
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took a firm course towards the industrialization of the country
and the collectivization of agriculture, mobilized the working
people to eliminate the kulaks as a class, and prepared the
offensive of socialism on the whole front.

With the building of socialism in the USSR and the affirmation
of such new driving forces as the moral and political unity of
the whole people, friendship between peoples, Soviet
patriotism, further profound changes took place in the nature of
the dialectichtransformation of opportunity into reality.

First of all, the very content of the opportunity has changed
dramatically As long as exploiters and kulaks existed, while
there were antagonistic contradictions between those who were
breastfeeding and expters, there were two possibilities in the
development of the countd either to move forward, towards
socialism, or backward, towards capitalisSfthe nature of these
possibilities was diametrically opposite.

Speaking at a conference of Marxist agrariamsl929, JV
Stalin said:fiSo the question is this: either one way, or the
other, or backwato capitalism, or forwad to
socialism.There is no third way and cannot ®gl.V. Stalin,
Soch., Vol. 12, p. 146).

With the victory of socialism, such diametrilgalopposite
opportunities that the opposing classes stand for did not
exist.All the social groups that make up Soviet society follow
the same ling they go to communism.

However, even under socialism, opportunity becomes reality
through the struggle againthe old.That is why the idea of
conflict-free life in a socialist society is harmfllhe fitheoryd
of conflict-free has its methodological basis tftheoryd of
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gravity, which is essentially unscientifithe fitheoryo of
gravity and thditheoryo of conflict-freeness based on it distort
the actual development process.

The preaching of the absence of any conflicts under socialism
is extremely harmful to practical activity.distracts from the
struggle against  shortcomings, with remnants  of
capitalism.Under socialism, it is necessary to reveal and
overcome in the struggle the remnants of bourgeois ideology in
the minds of people, to fight against attempts to smuggle
corrupt ideas of decaying bourgeois culture into science,
literature, and art, it is nessary to fight against nationalism,
cosmopolitanism and other types of reactionary ideology that
can penetrate into the consciousness of the backward part of
our intelligentsialn a report to the XIX Party Congress, G.
Malenkov pointed to the struggle agst the remnants of
capitalism in the minds of people as one of the most important
tasks of the party.

Thus, the struggle for a new reality involves and requires the
exposure of the remnants of the old.

The movement of Soviet society towards communisna is
process of turning the possibility of building communism into
reality.In order for communism to become reality, it is
necessary to seize the opportunities laid down in socialism and
develop themThe transformation of opportunity into reality is
undersocialism a process of the struggle of the old with the
new, the process of the struggle of the entire Soviet people for
further successes in the field of economy, science, culture, the
struggle of the Soviet people for an even higher, even more
progressie one in Soviet life.
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J.V. Stalin in his workiiThe Economic Problems of Socialism
in the USSR raised the Marxisteninist doctrine of the
relationship between possibility and reality, about the
transformation of opportunity into reality, to a new higher
level.

Comrade Stalin teaches that in order to use all the possibilities
of socialism and turn them into reality, it is necessary to study
the objective economic laws of the socialist mode of
production and learn to apply them competently.The law of

the planned development of the national econonwaches
J.V. Stalin, imakes it possible for our planning bodies to plan
social production correctlyBut opportunity cannot be
confused with realityThese are two different things order

to turn this opprtunity into reality, you need to study this
economic law, you need to master it, you need to learn how to
apply it with full knowledge of the matter, you need to draw up
plans that fully reflect the requirements of this l#vwcannot be
said that our amual and fiveyear plans fully reflect the
regi rements of t KJiVsStalm,cExonomiti ¢
Problems of Socialism in the USSR, p{9)8

This instruction of Y. Stalin has the most important
methodological significance for the correct understagdf

the correlation of possibility and reality, for the management of
the matter of turning possibility into reality.
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The practical significance of the provisions on
universal movement, change and development
In nature and society

Marxist dialectics do not recognize anything eternal,
unchanging, they consider everything in motion, change,
formation and dying off.

The position of the Marxist dialectical method of movement
and development in nature and society is of great importance
for scienceThis is ckarly seen in the example of the struggle
of Michurin biology with Weismannism
organismWeismannisrrorganism denied the emergence of
new matter in the development of living matter and reduced its
development to recombination and simplification of thenetier
unchanging and immortal hereditary substaAse.a result,
Weismannisnthe organism inevitably came to idealism.

On the contrary, Michurin biology is based on a correct,
dialectical view of organic nature, as a process of continuous
development and emge.

Describing the development of wildlife, Michurin wrote:

fiSome excursionists, the number of which reaches up to 5,000
people every year, sometimes ask about the following
guestion® Why bring up some more improved new varieties
of fruit plants when w have a lot of our old varieties’So
naive people | have to repeat the following thing | said forty
years ago in many articles: the life of all nature is not
something frozen in its forms, it goes on rgiop and
continuously changes, and all forms wirlg beings, for some
reason have stopped in their development, inevitably doomed
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to destructionMuch that previously seemed the best, in terms
of suitability for the living conditions of the past years, is now
unusable and needs to be replagédlV. Michurin, Selected
Works, M., Selkhozgiz, 1948, p. 5840).

Michurin  biology, successively applying the dialectical
doctrine of development, was able to reveal and explain the
factors of the variability of organisms, to understand the
properties of heredit to prove the direction and heredity of
changes that occurred in the body under the influence of
environmental conditions, to reveal that the only reason for the
variability of organisms is a change in the conditions of their
existenceOn this basis, Mihurin biology was able to raise
biological science to a new, higher stage of its
developmentMichurin biology was able to not only explain
the development of life, but also actively guide this process in
accordance with the interests of the national eogn- to
create new animal breeds and varieties of agricultural plants.

The provisions of the Marxist dialectical method on the
universality of development, on the struggle of the new with
the old, on the invincibility of the new can be directly
attributedto science itself.

If everything develops, then science cannot stand Bhié.
demand for development protects science from ossification and
dogmatismit obliges scientists not to rest on their laurels, to
seek new ways in science, to overcome the tdsee the
sprouts of the new in science, to support this new and
strengthen it.

The Central Committee of the Communist Party posed new
serious tasks for science.
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ComradeMalenkov in a report at the XIX Congress sdidio
further develop advanced Sovieteswe with the task of taking
first place in world sciencd.o direct the efforts of scientists to

a faster solution to the scientific problems of using the
enormous natural resources of our courdiyp strengthen the
creative community of science with quluction, bearing in
mind that this community enriches science with practical
experience, and helps practical workers to quickly solve the
problems they facé(G. Malenkov, Report to tHEOthParty
Congress on the work of the Central Committee of the CPSU
(B.), P. 78).

Setting the task of Soviet science to take first place in world
science, the party indicates specific ways to solve this problem.

The most important condition for the development of science is
the fight against everything that is old, obse)ewhich
impedes the movement of science forwaktoweverp G.M.
Malenkov said at the XIX Congresdn a number of branches

of science the monopoly of certain groups of scientists, wiping
the growing fresh forces, protecting themselves from criticism
ard trying to solve scientific issues in an administrative way,
has not yet been completely eliminatBid. branch of science
can successfully develop in a musty atmosphere of mutual
praise and suppression of erraipmpts to establish the
monopoly of cewdin groups of scientists inevitably give rise to
stagnation and decay in sciera@bid., P. 96).

The party calls on scientists to fight dogmatism, Talmudism,
and eliminate the Arakcheev regime, grouping, and
underestimation of the growing young sciegtiiorces in some
branches of scienc@nly in this way, the party teaches, can
the successful development of advanced Soviet science be
ensured.
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Not recognizing the eternal and unchanging social order,
economic systems, political system, eternal law, umgimna
moral principles, considering them as a product of historical
development, dialectics directs pedplattention to changing
the existing, obliges to look for new ways to transform nature,
actively contribute to the revolutionary transformation of
sceiety.

Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin, applying the theory of
development to the analysis of social life, determined the ways
of transforming the social system and became the head of the
mighty movement of the proletarian masses along the path to
communism.

All the activities of the Marxisteninist party is a vivid
expression of the practical application of development theory
to society.

Alf the world is in continuous movement and developnient,
says |. Stalinfif the withering away of the old anti¢ growth

of the new is the law of development, then it is clear that there
are no more unshakabldipublic orders) eternal principle$iof
private property and exploitation,fiEternal ideas of
subjugation of peasants to landlords, workers to capitalists.

This means that the capitalist system can be replaced by the
socialist system, just as the capitalist system at one time
replaced the feudal system.

This means that we must focus not on those sections of society
that are not developing anymore, althougleythcurrently
represent the predominant force, but those layers that are
developing that have a future, although they do not currently
represent the prevailing force.
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In the eighties of the last century, in the era of the struggle of
the Marxists against éhNarodniks, the proletariat in Russia
represented a small minority in comparison with the sole
peasantry, which constituted the vast majority of the
population.But the proletariat developed as a class, while the
peasantry, as a class, disintegrafet precisely because the
proletariat developed as a class, Marxists were guided by the
proletariat And they were not mistaken, because, as you know,
the proletariat later grew from an insignificant force into a
paramount historical and political force.

So, n order not to make a mistake in politics, we must look
forward and not backwaml(J.V. Stalin, Questions of
Leninism, 1952, pp. 57880).

Guided by the Marxist doctrine of development and
considering capitalism as a transient segonomic
formation, tlke MarxistLeninist party set the task of
overthrowing capitalism and building communishhe
Communist Party rallied and led the masses of workers,
overthrowing the bourgecimionarchist system in Russia in
1917.Understanding the process of developmengafiety as

the withering away of the old, obsolete and the emergence of a
new, emerging, the Communist Party led the movement of
new, progressive forces in the struggle for a new, higher social
system- communism- and in a short historical period carried
out the construction of socialism in the USSR.

Today, the building of socialism is carried out by the peisple
democratic countries of Central and Southeast Eudipthe
head of this mighty movement are the Communist Parties,
guided by the MarxisLeninist science of the laws of the
development of nature and society, of the revolution of the
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oppressed and exploited masses, of the victory of socialism in
all countries, of the building of a communist society.

Proceeding from the dialectical principle thatthe process of
social development a new, progressive is irresistible, the
Communist Party in the struggle for a new social system has
never retreated from the implementation of its tasksmatter
what difficulties stood in the way, the party overcarhent,
being confident in the triumph of the cause of the working
class, in the triumph of communism.

During the years of difficult trials the temporary defeat of the
1905 revolution and the subsequent Stolypin reaction, during
the preparation of the OctebRevolution, during the years of
the Civil War, when 14 capitalist countries marched on the
young Soviet Republic, during the years of siege, famine and
devastation, in the midst of vile betrayal Mensheviks to the
cause of socialism and the active opposiof the enemies of
socialism- the Trotskyists and Bukharinitesthe Communist
Party, led by Lenin and Stalin, confidently followed the
intended pathThe Communist Party led an implacable
struggle against the old and always stood on the side of the
new, progressive.

f... The partyy says JV Stalinfidid not succumb to either the
threats of some or the cries of others, and steadily moved
forward, no matter whaf he partys merit lies in the fact that

it did not adapt to the backward, was not afraidjdoagainst

the tide and kept the position of a leading force all the éme.
(J.V. Stalin, Speeches at the Election Meetings of Voters of the
Stalin Electoral District of Moscow on December 11, 1937 and
February 9, 1946, State Political Publishing Hous853, p.

20).
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The Communist Party at every historical moment was able to
find a new, progressive and supporiis. a result of the pardy
activity, the new, progressive, initially weak, became strong,
all-conquering.

After the October Revolution, durindné transitional period,
there were five economic structures in the Soviet Republic:
patriarchal (natural), small commodity, private capitalist, state
capitalist and socialisT.he socialist system was still weak, but
the party proceeded from the progressnature of the socialist
system, from the fact that only it can and should become
dominant By directing the efforts of the Soviet people towards
the comprehensive development of the socialist system, the
party has ensured that all other economic systeave been
supplanted, and the socialist system has become powerful and
solely dominant in our country.

Already in the first years of Soviet power, V. I. Lenin noticed
on Saturday the new with respect to the masses to work and
resolutely supported this neW.l. Lenin characterized
subbotniks as digreat initiativé and attached great historic
significance to them, seeing in them a prototype of the
communist attitude to work.enin pointed out that this was the
beginning of a coup, more significant than dwerthrow of the
bourgeoisie, for it was a victory over @aaewn licentiousness,
inertness, pettyourgeois egoism, over the habits that cursed
capitalism had left as a legacy to the worker and peasant.

JV. Stalin noticed and strongly supported the Stakiv
movement when it was just beginniig. the very beginning
of the development of the Stakhanov movement, $talin,
with brilliant insight, saw the new that it carried with him,
foresaw its historical significance, its strength and
invincibility. 6Today there are still few Stakhanovitesaid
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Comrade Stalin in 1935jbut who can doubt that tomorrow
there will be ten times as manig? it not clear that the
Stakhanovites are innovators in our industry, that the
Stakhanov movement represents the futfr@ur industry.o
(J.V.Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 543).

JV Stalin in hiswork fiThe EEonomicProblems ofSocialism in

the USSR showed that raising the cultural and technical level
of workers to the level of technical personnel, the beggsi

of which was discovered by.\J. Stalin in the Stakhanov
movement, is of paramount importance for the transition from
socialism to communisnif it were not for individual groups of
workers, but the majority of workers, that raised their cultural
and tehnical level to the level of engineering and technical
personnel, then, saysV. Stalin,four industry would be raised
to a height unattainable for the industry of other
countriesd (J.V. Stalin, Economic problems of socialism in the
USSR, 1952, p. 28).

J.V. Stalin pointed out that one of the basic conditions for
preparing the transition to communism is raising collective
farm property to the level of public properdyV. Stalin also
discovered a way to increase collective farm property to the
level of nationwide in the buds of the exchange of products
between state industry and collective farms, which is available
in the form offistocking of agricultural productsl.V. Stalin
says thaffithe task is to organize these rudiments of product
exchange in &lsectors of agriculture and develop them into a
broad system of product exchaoga order to eliminate
commodity circulation andiinclude the basic property of
collective farms, collective farm production in genesgstem

of nati onwi(lidke P.®4).anni ng. 0O
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Based on the fact that development is the emergence of the
new and the withering away of the old, JV Stalin teaches that
the feeling of the new is a precious quality that every employee
should possess.

Our era, the great socialist era, is thedadrmnovators, creators

of a new, socialist economy, new forms labour a new,
communist culture, art, morality, a new social sysiem
communismThe period of transition from socialism to
communism is replete with examples showing the truth and
enormous practical significance of the provisions of the
Marxist dialectical method.

The ability of the Communist Party to find a new one and to
support it in time we see in every decision of the party and
government on issues of economy, science, cullire.paty
reveals to the Soviet people the inexhaustible possibilities
lurking in the socialist economic and political system, carries
out tremendous work to mobilize the masses to fight for the use
of these opportunities, for turning the possibility of buigdin
communism into reality.

The Central Committee of the Party, in its daily leadership of
the party and the country in building a communist society,
provides brilliant examples of the ability to find new things and
achieve victoryThe decisions of the Caat Committee of the
Party on ideological issues, discussions on philosophy, biology,
physiology, linguistics, political economy, conducted under the
directing influence of the Central Committee of the party and
personally Comrade Stalin, provide an exampf how to
identify new, progressive ideological wokt the same time,
these decisions expose everything rotten, obsolete and
reactionary, representing remnants of bourgeois
ideology.Guided by a dialectical understanding of
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development, exposing theeibry of gravity, the party teaches
the Soviet people to fight the old, conservative, to eliminate the
remnants of capitalism in the minds of people

Uprooting the old, the party calls for vigilance and
intransigence to all kinds of remnants of capitalisting
remnants of bourgeois ideology, to the views and moods alien
to socialism, spread and inflated by the remnants of the hostile
Soviet party groups.

Guided by Marxist dialectics, the law of the invincibility of the
new, progressive in the fight againketold, conservative, the
Communist Party exposes the old, ensuring the victory of the
new over the old, confidently leads our people to a brighter
future, to communism.

Noting the great organizing and mobilizing role of the party in
the progressive movemeof the Soviet country, G. Malenkov
said at the XIX Congres$iOur mighty Motherland is in the
prime of life and is heading for new succes¥és. have
everything we need to build a complete communist
society.The natural wealth of the Soviet country is
inexhaustibleOur state has proved its ability to use these huge
wealth to the benefit of the working peoplde Soviet people
have shown their ability to build a new society and are
confidently looking to the future.

At the head of the peoples of the &vUnion is a tried and
battlehardened party that is steadily pursuing LeniBistlinist
politics.Under the leadership of the Communist Party, the
world-historic victory of socialism in the USSR was won and
the exploitation of man by man was forevestieyed.Under

the leadership of the party, the peoples of the Soviet Union are
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successfully fighting for the great goal of building communism
in our country.

There are no forces in the world that could stop the progressive
movement of Soviet societ@ur cause is invincibledYou
need to hold the steering wheel firmly and go your own way,
not succumbing to provocations or intimidatio(G.
Malenkov, Report to thE9thParty Congress on the work of
the Central Committee of the CPSU (B.), Pp.-108).
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DEVELOPMENT AS A TRANSITION OF
QUANTITATIVE CHANGES TO
INDIGENOUS, QUALITATIVE CHANGES

K.V. Moroz

Metaphysical and dialectical understanding of
development

In the famous fragmeriiOn the Question of DialectiosV. |.
Lenin, comparing two mutually opposing concepts of
development, wrote:

fiThe two main (or two possible? Or two observable in
history?) Concepts of development (evolution) are:
development as a decrease and increase, as a repetition, and
development as a unity of oppositediv{ding one into
mutually exclusive opposites and the relationship between
them).With the first concept of movement, the movement
itself, its motive power, its source, its motive (or this source is
transferred outside God, the subject etc.) remains the
shadowln the second concept, the main focus is precisely on
knowing the source of thisselfd movementThe first concept

is dead, poor, dryThe second is vitaDnly the second gives
the key to theisel-movemend of all things;only it gives the

key to Aleap®, to fia break in gradualnegdo fiturning into the
opposit®, to destroying the old and the emergence of thedew.
(V.1. Lenin, Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p.-32B).

Metaphysicists reduce motion to the mechanical movement of
bodies in spce, represent development only as quantitative
changes in phenomena, as an increase or decrease in the same
thing or phenomenon once and for Blbr a metaphysical
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concept, development is a flat evolution, without a break in
continuity, without leaps, whout transitions from the old
gualitative state to the new, without the struggle of opposites as
a source of development.

The metaphysical concept gives a perverse;siaed view of
the objective development of the world, in which everything
comes down d simple growth or decrease, to purely
guantitative changes.

A metaphysical understanding of development developed in
the XVII-XVIII centuries, although its elements were already
in ancient Greecdn the eighteenth century, materialistic
philosophers, awell as naturalists, believed that the atoms that
make up matter are the simplest and at the same time
homogeneous for all forms of matter indivisible, smallest
bodies.Therefore, naturalists saw their task onlyffimding
uniform matter as such and rethg qualitative differences to
purely quantitative differences formed by combioas of
identical tiny particles.0. (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature,
1952, p. 236).

In biology, the metaphysical point of view was most clearly
manifested in the theory preformism, according to which the
germinal seed contains a reatipde microscopic organigm

a prototype of a future adult living beingaturally, the
development of the organism from the point of view of this
theory is only a quantitative increase, a [@engrowth of the
parts of the organism that are present in the embryonic form.

One of the representatives of a metaphysical understanding of
development was the French philosopher Robinet (1735
1820), who believed that all objects and phenomena of the
material world have the same propéitgrganic (animal), the
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increase or decrease of which determines the difference
between objects and phenomehhe formation of stone, oak,
horse, etc., according to Robinet, is a purely quantitative
process, where everytly depends on the number, proportion,
order and combination of the same principle ofliferganicity

for stone, oak, horse, etc.

The metaphysical understanding of development as a simple
guantitative growth was due to the level of development of
science b that time.The most advanced sciences were the
mechanics of earthly and celestial bodies and
mathematicsPhysics, chemistry, biology and other sciences
were in their infancyA feature of such sciences as mechanics
and mathematics is that they, when dging natural
phenomena, abstract from the qualitative certainty of
phenomena, and consider them only from the side of
guantitative properties and relatiofifis circumstance, while
ignorant of dialectics, was one of the reasons why philosophers
and natual scientists of the 17t8th centuries tried to explain
every change with the movement of bodies in space, and
reduced all the qualitative differences observed in nature to
guantitative ones.

The natural science discoveries of the 19th century (especiall
the discovery of an organic cell, the law of energy conversion,
and Darwirds doctrine of the evolution of organic nature) made
significant changes to the prevailing views on the outside
world. Natural science has shown that various forms of matter
are nd homogeneous, that there are qualitative differences
between them, that development cannot be reduced only to
guantitative changes, and that development is also
fundamental, qualitative changes in objects and phenomena.
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The metaphysical concept of develognt was alien to the
view that there is an interaction between quantity and quality,
that development takes place as a break in continuity and the
discrete parts of various steps (atoms, masses, celestial bodies)
fiare different nodal points that determinarious qualitative
forms of the existence of universal mattér(F. Engels,
Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 236).

The metaphysical understanding of development as a simple
guantitative growth has its class rodietaphysics is
stubbornly upheld by thbourgeoisie and its ideologisiBhe
bourgeoisie and its defenders use the metaphysical concept of
development in order to deny the regularity of the proletarian
revolution, in order to limit the movement of the masses to the
struggle for minor reforms whin the framework of the
capitalist systeml'he metaphysical concept of development in
modern bourgeois science serves as the basis for various
idealistic, reactionary theories that are directly intertwined with
the clericalism and hateful nonsense of tienerican
imperialists.

In biology, for example, the metaphysical concept of
development IS defended by the  Weismann
Morganists WeismanMorganists deny the role of the external
environment in the development of organic nature, exclude the
transfer of acqued properties to subsequent generatidhgy

are alien to the idea afevelopment as the emergence of the
new and the withering away of the oktcording to their
statements, the basis of the life of every organism is a certain
fictitious unchanged ubstancd the geneThe gene allegedly
determines the nature of the organism, acts as a carrier of
hereditary continuity, the only condition for the development
of plants and animals.
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AAIl these theories of hereditysays Academician Lysenko,
flay the fourlation for the same wrong position, although they
present it in different waydhis situation boils down to the
fact that the development of organisms is a simple increase or
decrease, that new properties in organisms can only appear, but
not appear, narise from the oldindeed, in biological science,
many still continue to argue that in the body cells can be
obtained only from cells, chromosomes only from the same
chromosomes, etc. Meanwhile, all people know that any organ
in the body develops from aoriginal, completely different
from this organ, for example, the eyeot at all from the eye,

or from the leaf not from the leaf, etc. Why should there be
special laws for chromosomes that are not characteristic of the
general laws of development ofganisms® (T. D. Lysenko,
Agrobiology, ed. 4, 1948, p. 329).

Speaking about the immutability of the imaginary hereditary
substancé the gene, the WeismaiMorganists openly preach
vile racist theories, justify imperialist violence, national
oppression and he mass extermination of supposedly
finferioro peoples.

Michurin biology, being one of the most important components
of the natural science basis of the Martishinist worldview,

considers the development of wildlife as a transition of
guantitative charngs to fundamental, qualitative ones, as the
emergence of new and the destruction of old signs and forms.

The Marxist dialectical method is fundamentally opposed not
only to various forms of metaphysics, but also to H@gel
idealistic dialectic.

If, from the point of view of the philosophy of Marxism, the
transition of quantitative changes to fundamental, qualitative
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changes is one of the basic laws of the development of the
material world, then, according to Hegel, the transition of
guantitative changes tqualitative changes does not act as a
law of the development of nature, but as a stage in the
development of a certain absolute ideaes Hegel speak of
guantity, quality or measure, of the transition from one
gualitative state to another, he always does mean objects
and phenomena of material reality, but the abstoagtal
concepts absolute by hirfiqualityd, fiquantityo, imeasuré as
such.

On the contrary, the Marxist materialist dialectics asserts that
the objects and phenomena of nature themselthave
gualitative and quantitative certainty, that the transition of
guantitative changes to radical, qualitative ones appears in it as
a law of the development of objective reality, which is
recognized by people and used by them as one of the logical
principles of the study of others us objects and phenomena.

The classical exposition of the third main feature of the Marxist
dialectical method in which this law is embodied is given by
Comrade Stalin in his work On Dialectical and Historical
Materialism.oln contrast to metaphysicswrites J.V. Stalin,
fidialectics does not consider the development process as a
simple growth process where quantitative changes do not lead
to qualitative changes, but as a development that moves from
minor and hidden quantitae changes to changes open, to
fundamental changes, to qualitative changes, where qualitative
changes do not occur gradually, but quickly, suddenly, in the
form of an abrupt transition from one state to another state,
they occur not by chance, but by a laut they come as a
result of the accumulation of imperceptible and gradual
guantitative changes.(J.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism,
1952, p. 576).
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Quality and quantity. Measure
What is included in the concept of quality?

Quality is a philosophical cagory that serves to indicate the
internal certainty, specificity of things and phenomena of the
world around usQuality expresses a fundamental property, the
essence of an object or phenomenon.

The quality of some objects and phenomena is found in
compaison with the quality of other objects and
phenomenaQuality points to the boundaries separating some
phenomena of material reality from othekschange in quality
entails a fundamental change in the subject or phenomenon
itself.

Quiality, expresing the essence of objects and phenomena, is
inextricably linked with a certain stable form of movement or a
series of movement&ngels says that an object is a moving
substance, and various forms and types of matter itself can be
known only through moveent.0OMovement is not only a
change of placen supramechanical aread, is also a change

i n g u(&.lEngels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 201).

The generally accepted division of natural phenomena into
mechanical, physical, chemical, and orgdife phenomena in
science indicates the largest qualitative differences in the
material world, and qualitatively different forms of motion of
matter.The inseparability of quality from movement, the
conditionality of quality by certain processes of claramd
development, clearly emerge when new phenomena of both
inorganic and organic nature ariSéws, the modern slate,
Engels points out, is fundamentally different from the sludge
from which it is formedghalkd from unconnected
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microscopic shells of whh it consistssandstoné& from
unbound sea sand, which in turn arose from the smallest
particles of granite.

The variety of forms of motion of matter determines the variety
of forms of qualitative certaintyorganic life as a form of
motion of matter is dher than physical and chemical forms,
for it includes other forms of motion (mechanical, physical,
chemical) Higher animals have organs and parts of the body
that are not found in unicellular organisms (nerve tissue, brain,
bones, etc.).

Quiality is an ofective property of objects and phenomena.
contrast to metaphysical and idealistic philosophical systems,
which consider quality as a subjective category, depending
only on a person and his senses, dialectical materialism
considers quality to be as objwe reality as moving matter
itself is objective and real.

Speaking of red, warm, solid and various other properties of
objects or phenomena, we only express the qualitative
certainties objectively inherent in objects and phenom&na.
sensation agia direct connection of consciousness with the
outside worl@d, asfithe transformation of the energy of external
irritation into a fact of consciousn@sglLenin), connects a
person with the outside worl&ensation is a subjective image
of objective objects; in ensation, objective qualities of
perceived objects are found.

From the fact that the quality of objects is found in sensations,
idealistic philosophers have made and conclude that all
gualities or some of them are no more than our subjective
sensationsSo, even the English philosopher of the XVII

century, John Locke divided all qualities into primary and
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secondaryLocke considerectolour, sound, and taste to be
secondary, subjective qualities that existed insofar as man
exists. And only such qualities asextension, figure,
impenetrability, movement, peace, Locke considered primary,
having objective significance, inseparable from the objects
themselvesLocke® position on the subjectivity of secondary
qualities is an idealistic position, which seeks tovprdhe
dependence of the qualities of the material world on human
consciousness.

The most sharply subjective understanding of quality came
from such representatives of the subjectdealistic trend in
philosophy as Berkeley, Hume and their followers, Mac
Avenarius and other MachisReducing objects and
phenomena of the material world to a combination or complex
of sensations, subjective idealists thereby considered the
gualities of objects as properties of human consciousinbss.
ideologists of moder AmericanEnglish imperialism, terry
representatives of various subjectidealistic trends in
America and Europe also deny the objective nature of qualities.

In reality, the qualities of things are objective, they are
inseparable from the phenomenalué teal world, reflected by
our consciousness.

Quality is not something that exists independently, regardless
of the objects themselves.. There are no qualiti€sEngels
wrote, fibut only things that have qualities, and, moreover,
infinitely many qualites.Two different things always have
well-known common qualities (at least physical properties),
other qualities differ in degree, and finally, other qualities may
be completely absent from one of these thim{s. Engels,
Dialectics of Nature, 1952, 184).
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The variety of connections and mediations existing in the
world determines the variety of concrete forms of
manifestation of qualitative certaintyhe quality of things is
manifested through their properties, which are nothing more
than an expressmoof quality in relation to other objects.

Quiality reveals itself through properties, and the totality of the
latter forms a given qualitative certainty of an object or
phenomenonin this regard, there is an organic unity between
quality and propertyHowever, quality and property are not
equal.Quality is the essence, the integral specificity of a thing,
while a property reveals the essence of a thing from only one
side of it.

Not all properties equally express the qualitative certainty of
objects and phwmenaSome of them affect the more
significant aspects, othérdess significantThus, the anarchy
of production, periodic crises of overproduction, the
impoverishment of the masses and a number of other similar
properties are essential signs of capstaliThe disappearance,
for example, of periodic crisdsone of such essential and
characteristic properties of the capitalist mode of produgtion
can only occur with the disappearance of capitalism itself,
while a change in the periods of alternation ordhbeation of
crises does not affect the essence of capitalism.

The loss or acquisition by an object of one or another non
essential property and even a number of -essential
properties does not entail its qualitative chagelant that
loses its propdies for the winter, such as flowering and
fruiting, does not cease to be a plant.

Such is the manifestation of qualitative certainty inherent in
objects and phenomena.
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What is quantity like?

Quantityd a philosophical category that serves to indicate the
cetainty of objects and phenomena from the side of number,
magnitude, pace, degree, volume, etc.

Objects and phenomena have not only qualitative certainty, but
also quantitative, they represent the unity of quality and
guantity.So, the molecule of one suésce can differ from the
molecule of another only by a different number of atoms, for
example oxygen (@) and ozone (Q@). Atoms differ from
each other in the number of electrons, protons, neutrons and
other particles that make up the atdmpublic life, along with

the qualitative side, there is also a quantitative Sde.one
type of society differs from another not only in the nature of
production relations, but also in the level of development of
productive forces, the growth rate of industrye thize of
personal and national income, etc.

The establishment in the USSR of a socialist mode of
production means not only a radical change in the nature of
production relations (a change in capitalist production relations
- relations of domination and Bmission- socialist production
relations- relations of cooperation and mutual assistance of
workers free from exploitation), but also an unprecedented
growth in volume and pace in history industry and agriculture,
the welfare and culture of the workingegple of the Soviet
country.

Quantitative certainty is as diverse as qualitative, each of them
expresses from different sides the diversity of forms of moving
matter.In one case, the quantity acts as a number, and we say:
ten or twenty degrees of heat,eohundred or one thousand
cars.In another case, the number means the degree of
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comparison, and we are talking about higher productivity,
about a faster flight of an airplane or biha.the third case, the
guantity expresses spatial relationships, and anes talking
about height, length and widtQuantity indicates many other
relationships.

Each object or phenomenon has its own quantitative certainty,
characteristic only for itSo, each chemical element has its own
guantitative characteristic, its owroatic weight, its charge, its
atomic volume, etc. Each social system is characterized by a
certain level of development of productive forces, etc.

Quantity, like quality, is objectivet is inseparable from the
objects themselves, phenomenhere is no gantity at all, but
there are objects that have certain quantitative
characteristicsThe concepts of numbers and figures, says
Engels, are not taken from anywhere, but only from the world
of reality. Before people developed the concepts of number and
figure, things had to have a certain shape and a certain
numerical expression.

Quantity cannot be considered as something external in relation
to objects and phenomergantity, like quality, expresses
their essential sid&.emperature is an integral propertf
water in its physical state, just as a certain ratio of hydrogen
and oxygen is characteristic of its chemical compositrly
some quantitative changes, and even then in a strictly defined
respect, do not affect the quality of the subj8ct, an incease

in water temperature from 1 to 99 degrees (Celsius) does not
change the essential signs of wa&milarly, the capitalist
nature of an enterprise does not change from the replacement
of one capitalist by a joirdtock company.
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These are the generfdatures of the quantitative certainty of
objects and phenomena.

In ascertaining the nature of quality and quantity, it is
necessary to bear in mind one more important circumstance,
which Engels points tdevery quality has many quantitative
gradations, sth as shades of colo®Gn the other hand, the
amount is full of qualitative differenceSo, the unit acts as the
simplest number, and at the same time it contains diveltsity.

is the main number of the entire system of positive and
negative numbers, thexpression of any number raised to the
power of zero, the value of all fractions whose numerator and
denominator are equal to each other, etc. Zero is the negation
of any certain number and at the same time has a very specific
contentAdded to any numbepn the right, it increases it
tenfold, destroys any number that is multiplied by it, etc.

These examples show that quantity and quality are dialectically
related categories) objective reality, quality and quantity are
inseparableThis organic unity ofgualitative and quantitative
certainty constitutes the measure of a given subject or
phenomenon.

Measure is the quality of an object with its inherent
guantitative certaintyA measure expresses boundaries in
which quantitative changes do not cause catale changes
and in which objects, phenomena remain by themsehres.
inorganic body, if divided into smaller and smaller particles,
will not immediately bring about a qualitative chanBet as
soon as we bring the process of division to a molecule of a
given substance, its further fragmentation is already associated
with the destruction of this quality and the transition to a new
one.Instead of a molecule of a complex substance, atoms of its
constituent elements are formed.
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The moments of transition fno one measure to another are
called nodes or transition points from one state to another, and
the entire chain of transitions from one quantitatively
gualitative unity to another is called the nodal line of the
measure.

Engels points to such nodes, turnpmnts in the development

of nature, such as the transition from the mechanics of celestial
bodies to the mechanics of small masses on individual celestial
bodies, from the mechanics of masses to the mechanics of
molecules, from the physics of molecules the physics of
atoms (chemistry), from ordinary chemical action to chemistry
proteins (life).

The development of human society also occurs through the
transition of quantitative changes into qualitative ones, by
moving from one measure to anoth@n the basis of the
growth of productive forces andabour productivity, the
primitive system, for example, gave way to skawening,
slaveowning to feudal, and feudal to capitali@apitalism, the

last antagonistic social formation, is replaced by a quaiiti
new- socialist system.

The nodal line of the measure reflects the history of the
progressive logical development of these objects and
phenomendt shows how quantitative changes lead to the
emergence of qualitatively new forms.

This is the main chacteristic of quality, quantity and
measureWe now turn to the consideration of the question of
how the process of transition of quantitative changes to
fundamental, qualitative changes proceeds.
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The transition of quantitative changes to
qualitative one s is the law of the development
of nature and society

Engels wrote that in nature the law of the transition of
guantitative changes into qualitative ones can be expressed in
this way:fi... in nature, qualitative changesn a way precisely
defined for eachindividual casé can occur only by a
guantitative addition or a quantitative reduction of matter or
motion (the secalled energy )

All qualitative differences in nature are based either on a
different chemical composition, or on different quantities or
forms of motion (energy), or, which is almost always the case,
on both.Thus, it is impossible to change the quality of any
body without adding or subtracting matter or movement, that
is, without a quantitative change in this bady(F. Engels,
Dialectics ofNature, 1952, p. 39Moreover, qualitative and
guantitative changes in nature always occur as a result of the
interaction of objects and phenomena.

fiChanging the form of motion is always a process that takes
place between at least two bodies, one of whisks a certain
amount of motion of such and such quality (for example, heat),
and the other receives the corresponding amount of motion of
such and such other quality ((mechanical movement,
electricity, chemical decomposition.) Consequently, quantity
and quality correspond here to eaddther mutually and
bil at @hidg.l I y. o

Thus, changes in the physical properties of objects are
gualitative changes caused by quantitative charkges.
example, the gradual heating of the metal at first does not
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affect its physical state, but as soon as the temperature reaches
a certain limit (for copper 1,083 ° C, for lead 327 ° C), a sharp
transition to a new physical state takes place: the solid metal
becomes liquidoin a wordd writes Engels,fithe secalled
constant®f physics are for the most part nothing more than the
names of the nodal points, where a quantitative <change> of
the addition or decrease of motion causes a qualitative change
in the state of the corresponding bodyyhere, therefore, the
quantity goesinto qualityo. (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature,
1952, p. 13).

The same can be said about chemical prope@iesmistry,
says Engels, can be called the science of the qualitative
changes in bodies that occur under the influence of changes in
guantitativecompositionFor example, two nitrogen atoms and
one oxygen atom give a compound called laughing gas
(N 20). The same two nitrogen atoms taken with five oxygen
atoms form nitric anhydride (MO 5)d a solid.

The periodic system of elements shows how ttupgrties of

the elements depend on the value of the positive charge of the
nucleus, numerically equal to the ordinal number of the
element.

The transition from quantitative to qualitative changes is also
observed in biological process&arwind discovey affirmed

the idea of the development of wildlife in biological
scienceBut Darwins mistake was that he imagined the origin
of some species from others as a continuous line of gradual
changes, did not recognize qualitative changes through jumps.

Michurin biology proves that the development of organic
nature cannot be reduced only to the gradual accumulation of
minor changesSpecies of animals and plants, representing
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interconnected links in the development of organic nature,
contain both similaritiesand differencesThe boundaries
between species, despite all their relativity, indicate those
gualitative differences that separate one species from
anotherTherefore, the formation of new species is a break in
continuity, an abrupt transition from one aljtative state to
another.

The individual development of organisms is also subject to the
law of the transition of quantity into quality, which is
confirmed by the theory of the stage development of plants
developed by T. D. Lysenk@ereal plants, compiag the
development cycle from the old seed to the new seed, go
through two stagesernalisationand light. This means that, in
addition to all other conditions necessary for plant life
(minimum moisture, air access, etc.), they need a certain
temperatue level at thevernalisationstage, and a certain
duration of light exposure at the light stadbus, the stages
are qualitatively different stages in the life of plants caused by
guantitative changes.

A Dbrilliant confirmation of the law of the transitioof
guantitative changes into qualitative ones is the opening of the
Stalin Prize laureate, Professor O. B. Lepeshinskaya.

Summarizing the discoveries of his time in the field of natural
science, Engels concluded that life on earth arose from
inanimate maer as a result of long and complex processes.

fiProbably millennia have passed, when conditions were
created under which the next step forward was possible and the
first cell arose from this shapeless protein due to the formation
of the nucleus and membrBut along with this first cell, the
basis for the shaping of the entire organic world was also
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given.According to all the data of the fossil record, the
innumerable types of celtee and cellular protests, of which
the onlyEozoonCanadenseame to usdeveloped first, as we
should allow it.and of which some gradually differentiated into
the first plants, and others into the first animalsd from the

first animals, innumerable classes, orders, families, genera and
species of animals developed, mainiyrrough further
differentiation, and, finally, the form in which the nervous
system reaches its fullest development is precisely the
vertebrates, and again, finalflhmong them is that vertebrate

in which nature comes to the realization of itselfmano (F.
Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 13).

Professor O. B. Lepeshinskaya experimentally showed how the
transition from living matter without a cellular structure to a
cell occurs, and thereby confirmed the correctness of Hsgels
position on the origi of life on earthFor a long time in
science, Virchows point of view dominated, according to
which every cell supposedly comes only from a ¢2Il.B.
Lepeshinskaya proved that in nature there are processes such as
the appearance of namllular substares from cellular
formations and, conversely, the appearance of cells from non
cellular substance3he process of cell formation from living
noncellular substance is a series of accumulations, a series of
intermediate formationg.he gradual change inving matter
under the influence of physicochemical external and internal
factors leads to the creation of new higlmality formations, a

cell appears,

The law of transition of quantitative changes to fundamental,
gualitative ones is the law of not only ned, but also of social

life. Finding out the essence of capitalist production, Marx
notes that not every amount of money can be turned into

189



capital.Such a transformation requires a certain minimum of
money in the hands of an individual owner.

fiHere, asn natural sciencé,Marx notes fithe validity of that

law is confirmed ... that purely quantitative changes at a certain
stage turn into qualitative difference¢K. Marx, Capital, vol.

1, 1951, p. 314).

One of the manifestations of the law of the traositof
guantitative changes to fundamental, qualitative ones in public
life is also the change of one mode of production to another,
the slow accumulation of diverse contradictions during the
period of secalled peaceful development and the resolution of
these contradictions during a social revolution during the
revolution.So, under the conditions of capitalism, the process
of accumulation of elements, or prerequisites, first takes place,
for its revolutionary replacement by socialism (the continuous
growth of the contradictions inherent in capitalism, the growth
of the proletariat, the growth of its consciousness and
organization, the gradual accumulation of experience of the
revolutionary struggle of the masses, etc.), and then comes
period of fundamentafualitative changes,

The transition of quantitative changes into qualitative ones also
occurs in the process of the development of knowledge, in the
field of ideology.So, in the development of philosophy, a vivid
example of the transition of quantitativchanges to a
fundamental, qualitative change is the emergence of the
philosophy of Marxism, which, being a real discovery, a
revolution in philosophyficould not have happened without
the preliminary accumulation of quantitative changes, in this
case, tb results of the development of philosophy befibve
discovery of Marx- E n g e (Argl..AdZhdanov, Speech at the
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discussion on the book by GF Aleksandiblistory of Western
Philosophy, 1952, p. 8).

Thus, the transition of quantitative changes to fumelatal,
gualitative changes is a universal latunanifests itself in the
development of nature, and in the development of society, and
in the development of knowledge.

In ascertaining the nature of the transition of quantitative
changes into qualitativenes, it is also necessary to bear in
mind that the new qualitative certainty of an object or
phenomenon resulting from gradual quantitative changes is, at
the same time, a new quantitative certaifrtypublic life, this

is evident from the fact that eactew mode of production,
being a new qualitative state of society, is inseparable from
new quantitative manifestationsor example, the rapid
development of industry and agriculture, the rapid growth of
the welfare and culture of the working people of tH&SR are

due to nothing more than the nature of the socialist system, its
basic economic law, its advantages over the capitalist system.

Evolution and revolution. Jump

Quantitative and qualitative changes are two forms of motion
of matter.i... From the pint of view of the dialectical
methodo says Comrade Stalinfievolution and revolution,
guantitative and qualitative changes, are two necessary forms
of the same movementJ.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 309).

In his article fiDisagreements in the Europealabour
Movementd, V. I. Lenin pointed out that actual history includes
various tendenciesjjust as life and development in nature
include slow evolution and rapid leaps, breaks in
gradualness.(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 16, ed. 4. p. 319).
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In objects angphenomena there is always new and iceach

of them, along with the old, dying quality state, a new
qualitative state is born and after a certain quantitative
accumulation a radical, qualitative change takes pl#oe new
overcomes the old.

The evoldionary form of development means that in the old
quality the new gradually ripend. revolutionary form of
development is a transition to a new qualitative stelution
prepares the conditions for revolution, and the latter completes
evolution and faititates its further work.

fiThe movement is evolutionadyJV Stalin points outfiwhen
progressive elements spontaneously continue their daily work
and make small, quantitative, changes to the old orders.

The movement is revolutionary, when the same elésnare
united, imbued with a single idea and rush against the enemy
camp in order to fundamentally destroy the old order and
introduce qualitative changes into life, establish new ondlers.
(J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 301).

Comrade Stalin points out thathe transformation of
guantitative changes into fundamental, qualitative changes
takes placdin the form of an abrupt transition from one state
to another state 0..A leap, a revolutionary form of movement

is a break in continuity, a transition fronmeo qualitative state

to anotherThe leap is a necessary link in the development
processNo wonder Engels said that all nature is made up of
leaps.

Some bourgeois naturalists and philosophers consider abrupt
transitions from one state to another as a featation of
randomness in developmeBb, Cuvier at one time believed
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that the emergence of new species of animals and plants is
associated with disasters (cataclysms) that repeat from time to
time, as a result of which old life forms are destroyed and
everything is created anewvccidents, according to Cuvier,
occur suddenly, without any connection with the previous
development, and are caused by unknown reasons.

Comrade Stalin in his work Anarchism or Socialisshewed

the failure of the metaphysical eébry of cataclysms,
substantiated the fundamental difference between the Marxist
understanding of revolutionary development and Cdawier
theory of catastrophes.

Reducing the development of wildlife to sudden, causeless
leaps is nothing more than a maniésin of metaphysics and
clericalism in sciencelhis reactionary metaphysical and
idealistic direction is Weismannisthe organism, which
explains the new qualitative formations in the organic world by
chanceOn the contrary, the strength of Michurin logy lies

in the fact that it connects the development, change of living
beings not with random moments, but with the regular process
of the disappearance of old and the emergence of new signs of
organisms under the influence of environmental
conditions.Qualitative formations in organic nature, the
disappearance of old organisms and species and the abrupt
appearance of new organisms and species occur as a result of
previous gradual quantitative changes in organisms due to
changes in their conditions of etence,

Subtle quantitative changes in organisms resulting from
changes in their environment lead to radical, qualitative
changes because the further existence and development of the
organism or species as a whole can no longer take place within
the framewrk of the old qualitative state, within the
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framework of the old type of metabolisifhe transition from
the old quality to the new becomes inevitafleis transition
occurs through a jump, which comes with inevitable force,
comes naturally.

The signifiance of the leap is that it lays the foundation for a
new phenomenon, creates new, decisive conditions for the
further development process.

In social development, leaps occur as revolutionary transitions
from one social system to anoth€he dominance ofhe old,
reactionary classes can only be destroyed by violdhae
directly speaks of the physical collision of people as a means of
resolving class antagonis@nly when there are no
antagonistic classeBsocial evolution will cease to be political
rewlutiono (K. Marx, The Poverty of Philosophy, State
Political Publishing House, 1941, p. 149).

V.l. Lenin also points to the exceptional importance of social
revolutions in public lifeod... It is during such periodsLenin
teaches, fithat the numerous atradictions that slowly
accumulate during periods of-salled peaceful development
are resolvedlt is precisely in such periods that the direct role
of different classes in determining the forms of social life is
manifested with the greatest force, tlmundations of the
political fisuperstructur@ are created, which then lasts for a
long time on the basis of renewed production relatiofys].
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 13, ed. 4, p. 22).

Comrade Stalin, specifying and developing one of the most
important  prowsions of historical materialisinthe
contradiction between the new productive forces and the old
production relation® speaks of the conscious activity of the
masses, of a violent revolution as decisive conditions for
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replacing old production relations wittew onesin the bowels

of the old society, development takes place spontaneously until
the newly arising productive forces reach matulfen this
moment arrivesfithe existing production relations and their
carriers - the ruling classes, turn into tldainsurmountable
fibarrier that can be removed from the road only through the
conscious activity of the new classes, through the violent
actions of these classes, through the revoluii@hV. Stalin,
Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 600).

The greatest leafn history is the Great October Socialist
Revolution, whichfsignifies a radical turn in the world history

of mankind from the old, capitalist world to the new, socialist
world.0 (J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 10, p. 239)he October
Revolution introduced fudamental changes in public lif8he
overthrew the power of the landowners and capitalists and
established the dictatorship of the proletariat, ushering in a new
era in the development of all mankind.

The transition from the old quality to the new qualin be
quite lengthy in timeMarx and Engels have repeatedly warned
that the transition from bourgeois society to a socialist one
cannot be understood as an unexpected and -temort
blow. You carit think, Engels wrotefias if revolution can be
done in oe day.In fact, it is a longerm process of
development of the masses under conditions that contribute to
its acceleratiom.(K. Marx and F. Engels, Selected Letters,
1948, p. 370).

Developing the positions of Marx and Engels, Lenin in his
work fiThe Immedate Tasks of the Soviet Powewrote that
according to Marx and Engels, leaps in public life are fractures,
turning points in world history, which sometimes embrace
periods of ten or more yeatsenin here speaks of an era of
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great leaps, of such a trainsn from the old qualitative state to
the new one, which covers a whole strip of historical
developmentln such an era of a great leap, a whole sum of the
most important tasks is solved, the implementation of which
ultimately leads to the complete destian of the old quality
and the adoption of a new quality.

fiThe real interest of the era of large leapsrote Lenin,fis

that the abundance of fragments of the old, sometimes
accumulating faster than the number of seeds (not always
immediately visible)of the new, requires the ability to single
out the most essential in a line or in a chain of
developmentThere are historical moments when the most
important thing for the success of the revolution is to
accumulate more debris, that is, to blow up morehef old
institutions;there are times when enough has been blown up,
and the next step is th@prosai® (for the pettybourgeois
revolutionary fboringd)) job of clearing the soil from
debris;there are times when caring for the new embryos,
growing out fran the debris on poorly cleared from rubble soil,
is most importand (V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 27, ed. 4, p. 243
244).

The abolition of the political dominance of the landlords and
the bourgeoisie, the establishment of the dictatorship of the
proletariat as result of the Great October Socialist Revolution
created real conditions for the radical revolutionary
transformation of society in our countifhe industrialization

of the country, the collectivization of agriculture, the cultural
revolutiord these ardhe links that determined the triumph of
socialism in the USSRhis is the transition from the old
gualitative state of society to its new qualitative state.
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Comrade Stalin, in a speech to the voters of the Stalin election
district in Moscow on Februar9, 1946, clearly defined the
essence of the fundamental changes that took place in the
USSR.0Such an unprecedented growth in productieajd JV
Stalin, ficannot be considered a simple and ordinary
development of the country from backwardness to progitess.
was a leap with the help of which our Motherland turned from
a backward country to an advanced country, from an agrarian
country to an industrial one(J.V. Stalin, Speeches at the
Election Meetings of Voters of the Stalin Electoral District of
Moscowon December 11, 1937 and February 9, 1946, 1953, p.
18.).

A great leap can be called the very emergence of human
society.Isolation of man from the animal world is a long and
complex process; it required not only a very long time, but also
a number of saalled small jumpsduman society has
developed as a result of a series of qualitative transformations,
which, following one after another, have given society its
inherent certainty, due to fundamentally different laws of its
developmentA direct gait, tke liberation of the hand and its
transformation into an organ dabour the emergence of
production, the more and more development of the brain,
sensory organs, the appearance of specifically human thinking
and articulate speectthese are separate linksthe formation

of human society.

But the recognition of the very fact of the existence of leaps in
the world around us does not yet provide a complete
understanding of the features of the development of any
particular proces®ialectical materialism #&ches us to
approach the analysis of leaps specifically and historically, to
see the qualitative difference and diversity of the nature of the
leaps themselves.
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The nature of the jump is determined by the nature of the
developing object or phenomenon, itdationship with other
objects or phenomenk&ngels points out that constants, nodal
points of transition of one qualitative state to another, are
different in natureChemicalphysical processes are one thing,
the life of animals and plants is anothieris quite obvious that
the process of formation of new forms of living nature is
fundamentally different from transitions in inanimate
nature.The variety of specific forms of existence of matter
determines the variety of forms of judige transitions of
some states to others.

It is very important to see various forms of leaps in public
life. The collectivization of agriculture in the USSR was that
revolution which, as stated in the Short Course on the History
of the CPSU (B.), Resolved a number of fundatal questions

of socialist constructiort eliminated the largest exploiting
class in our countd the kulaks, transferred the most
numerous working class, the class of peasants, from the path of
individual farming to the path of social, collective farm
economy, and gave the Soviet government a socialist base in
the broadest area @afgriculture.0Thus, the last sources of the
restoration of capitalism were destroyed inside the country, and
at the same time new, decisive conditions were created that
were necessary for building a socialist national
economyo fi(History of the CPSUR). A Short Course, p.

292).

However, it was a revolution of a completely new type, a
revolution made from above, on the initiative of state power
with direct support from the vast masses of the peasantry.

Of exceptional importance for deep understanding of the
MarxistLeninist formulation of the question of the nature of
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leaps, of the transition from one qualitative state to another, is
the work of Comrade Stalis fiMarxism and Linguistics.In

this work, JV. Stalin points out that tresitions from the old
guality to the new can occur under some conditions suddenly,
by an explosion, in others, gradually, without an explosion.

Thus, the transition of language from an old quality to a new
one does not occur through an explosion, but tjnothe
gradual accumulation of elements of a new quality and the
gradual death of elements of an old quality.

Comrade Stalin provides a comprehensive theoretical
justification for the possibility of a transition from the old
guality to the new, not only bgxplosion, but also without
explosion.

Aln general, it is necessary to note the comrades who are fond
of explosions) says Stalinfithat the law of the transition from
the old quality to the new way of explosion does not apply not
only to the history oflte development of the language, it is not
always applicable to other social phenomena of a basic or
superstructurelt is obligatory for a society divided into hostile
classesBut it is not at all obligatory for a society that does not
have hostile clags.Within 810 years, we carried out the
transition from the bourgeois individupkasant system to the
socialist, collective farm system in the agriculture of our
country.It was a revolution that abolished the old bourgeois
economic system in the couydrde and created a new,
socialist systenHowever, this revolution was not
accomplished by an explosion, i.e., not by overthrowing the
existing government and creating a new governniertpy a
gradual transition from the old bourgeois system in thagal

to the newBut they managed to do this because it was a
revolution from above, that the coup was carried out on the
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initiative of the existing government with the support of the
main masses of the peasararyJ.V. Stalin, Marxism and
Linguistics, pp28-29).

The transition from the old qualitative state to the new one,
taking place without an explosion, through the gradual
accumulation of elements of a new quality and the dying off of
the old quality, cannot be confused with the evolutionary form
of movement.

The bourgeois individugbeasant economic system was
replaced by the collective farm socialist system through a
gradual transition, without explosion, but Comrade Stalin
directly calls this transition a revolution.

Thus, not only jumps occurringylexplosion, but also jumps
occurring by a gradual transition from the old quality to the
new, are a revolutionary form of movemebenying the
revolutionary nature of such leaps would mean nothing more
than reducing the movement only to an evolutionaryt only

to quantitative changes, which is completely wramyith all

the gradualnessEngels teachesthe transition from one form

of movement to another always remains a leap, a decisive
turn o (F. Engels, AntDihring, 1952, p. 63).

The scientific brmulation of the question of the various ways
and forms of transition from the old quality to the new is of
great importance for understanding the laws of development of
socialist societyThe October Socialist Revolution was such a
leap when the explosip that is, the forcible destruction of the
power of the landowners and capitalists and the establishment
of Soviet power, was a logical and completely inevitable
affair. With the transition of Soviet society from socialism to
communism, the situation isfidrent.
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In the USSR there are no classes hostile to each
other.Therefore, there is no ground for social explosions,
political revolution.On the contrary, on the basis of the victory
of the socialist mode of production, such driving forces as the
moral and political unity of Soviet society, the friendship of
peoples and Soviet patriotism were crealdtk Soviet state,
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the people
represent a single whole.

Soviet people see the Communist Party and the Sovietata
defenders of their vital interests, they consider all the activities
of the party and government their vital wohk.the struggle for
communism, the initiative of the Communist Party and the
Soviet state is warmly supported by the peogleder such
conditions, the transition from the old qualitative state to the
new takes place in a fundamentally different way than in a
society consisting of hostile classesder socialism, leaps and
gualitative changes in society are made not by explosion, but
by gradually overcoming the old and accumulating the
new.Moreover, the Soviet state and the Communist Party are
at the head of the peopestruggle for the victory of the new.

Concretizing the position of Marxisteninist dialectics on the
various ways ofransition from one qualitative state to another,
Comrade Stalin in his new brilliant worliThe Economic
Problems of Socialism in the USSRpoints to the uniqueness

of the economic development of the country of social@rhe

fact isp says Comrade Stalifithat in our socialist conditions,
economic development does not take place in the order of
upheavals, but in the order of gradual changes, when the old
does not just cancel completely, but changes its nature as
applied to the new, retaining only itsagle, and the new does
not just destroy the old, but penetrates the old, changes its
nature, its functions, not breaking its form, but using it to
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develop the new.(J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR, p. 53).

In his work fiThe EconomicProblems of Socialism in the
USSR Comrade Stalin pointed out the ways and conditions
for  a gradual transition  from socialism  to
communismFulfilment of the basic preconditions for the
transition to communism, drawn up by Comrade Stalin,
together will man the greatest qualitative transformations in
the life of Soviet society, a leap from one economy, the
economy of socialism, to another, higher economy, the
economy of communism.

Based on the instructions of Comrade Stalin, the XIX Congress
of the Commurst Party of the Soviet Union outlined a
grandiose program of economic and cultural construction for
the coming years, the implementation of which will be a major
step along the path of development of Soviet society from
socialism to communism.

Development as an upward movement

The transition of quantitative changes to fundamental,
gualitative ones means that the development process does not
occur as a simple repetition of the past, but as a progressive
movement, as a transition from simple to complex, ftower

to higher, from the old qualitative state to the new qualitative
State.

In the philosophy of the past, as well as in modern bourgeois
philosophy, a metaphysical view has become widespread,
according to which movement, development supposedly takes
place in a vicious circle, as a repetition of the same, once and
for all given process.
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Criticizing the metaphysical view of development that
prevailed in the eighteenth century, Engels wriature is in
perpetual motionit was known thenBut, accordingo the then
view, this movement rotated just as eternally in the same circle
and, thus, remained, in fact, in the same place: it always led to
the same consequenced:. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach and
the end of classical German philosophy, Gospolitiztigs2, p.

21).

According to this metaphysical view, the star world and the
solar system remain as they have been for centuries, here
nothing is destroyed and nothing arises addot. a single
animal, not a single plant on earth since the most ancient times
has become qualitatively differefithe history of society is
supposedly also a repetition of the same stdgdsis regard,

the most indicative is the social theory of the Italian
philosopher Vico (1668744), who believed that society
performs continausly repeating cycleéccording to Vico, it

first goes through a period of childhood when a religious
worldview and despotism prevaihen comes the period of
youth with the rule of aristocracy and chivalfipally, the
period of maturity, when scien@nd democracy flourish, and
when, at the same time, society goes backward, to deChiee.
period of decline is replaced again by the period of childhood.

In bourgeois sociology of the era of imperialism, fitteeory of
cycle® has become openly reactiopain natureThis is
evidenced by the views of Spendlethe ideologist of the
German imperialists, one of the ideological predecessors of
fascism.Society, according to Spengler, goes through three
stages of development: generation, prosperity and deGlee
modern stage of human history, he declared, is likeuaset
stag® wheniall the achievements of modern culture must be
destroyed Aggressive wars, enslavement of one person by
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another are supposedly dictated by the very course of human
history. The peculiarity of civilization of the 20th milestone is
such that this obscurantist broadcasted that a person seeks to
conquer territoriesSuch was thdiphilosophy of one of the

first ideologists of the German imperialists.

In the same spirit, now lackeyof the AmericarEnglish
arsonists of the new world war are shouting aboufideath of
civilizationo and thefimovement of society backward

fiLike a pig, we are rolling along the slope to a barbaric
existence among dirty ruiris,the vicious obscurantisand
misanthropist V. Vogt claims in hisicreatiom fiRoad to
Service®. He is echoed by European lackeys of the American
imperialists.oUntil the end of this century, if something
unforeseen happedyroadcasts the notorious ideologist of the
imperialist eaction B. Russelfithe following may happen: the
end of human life, and possibly of all life on earth, a return to
barbarism, the unification of the world under the rule of one
government f(implies world domination of American
monopolists) The reactiongy sociologist Albert Schweitzer, in
his 1949 book Philosophy of Civilization, states that modern
Western civilization is in a state of deep decline, because the
land supposedly no longer has talented peoples in resdiee,

to take their rightful placenithe futureHe sees théway oud

of the lackey of American imperialism in calling on Americans
to take the place of tHéeader in the spiritual li@of mankind.

Thus, pessimistic prophecies about fideath of civilizatiow
and thefend of human life serve the vile task of the
imperialist reaction- the desire to make the peoples of the
capitalist countries meekly submit to the American
imperialists.
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Such fitheorie® are a sign of deep decay of the capitalist
system.They serve as @heoretical justitationd of imperialist
robbery, a means of struggle against the desire of the masses
for communismThe inevitable death of the obsolete capitalist
system is interpreted by them as the death of all
civilization. These are the fraudulent tricks of the aughof the
fitheory of cycles

The provision on the progressive, progressive development in
pre-Marxist philosophy was formulated by Hegel in the form
of the law offinegation of negatian In Hegel, this law acts as
the basis for the construction of histiem systemHowever,
Hegebs rational idea oflevelopment in an ascending line is
given in an idealistic, mystical form.

Marx and Engels sharply criticized He@gel idealistic
dialectic.They created a new method, fundamentally opposed
to Hegets idealistic dialectic, the Marxist ialectic
method.But in the works of Marx and Engels, in a number of
cases, the expressidgimegation of negatian introduced into
Hegebs philosophy, has been preserv@dite clearly, the
expressionfinegation of negatian like all other dialectic
points has a fundamentally different meaning for Marx and
Engels than for Hegel.

When Duhring made a false claim that Marx used the Hegelian
formula finegation of negatian to substantiate his soeio
economic conclusions, Engels gave a crushing rebuff to such
absurd claimsMarx never, Engels wrote, never proved the
historical necessity of the replacement of capitalism by
socialism on the basis éflenial of deniab The conclusions of
Marx have always been based on the study of a huge amount of
factual materialpn the data of a real historical procddarx
invested in this formula that sense that in the real world
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development proceeds along an ascending line, that there is a
denial of the old by the new.

V.. Lenin also opposed the perversion of the concept of
fidenial of negatiodin the teachings of Marx by the enemies of
Marxism.

When in the 30s of the last century the representative of liberal
populism, Mikhailovsky made slanderous fabrications at Marx,
claiming that Marx was proving his position by nothingreno
than the Hegeliafitriadd (position- denial- denial of denial),
Lenin gave Mikhailovsky a sharp rebuke .

fi... Engels says,wrote Lenin,fithat Marx never thought of
proving fiHegelian triads of anything, that Marx only studied
and investigated the a@l process, that he recognized the truth
of his theory as the only criterion with realiyV.l. Lenin,
Soch., Vol. 1, ed. 4, p. 146).

Formulating the main features of the Marxist dialectical
method, Comrade Stalin described the development process as
a progressive, upward movement from simple to complex,
from lower to higher.

fi... The dialectical method considérsyrites Stalin,fithat the
development process should not be understood as a circle
movement, not as a simple repetition of the past, but as a
forward movement, as a movement along an ascending line, as
a transition from the old qualitative state to the new to a
qualitative state, as development from simple to complex, from
lower to higheo (J.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p.
576).
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Movement in an ascending line from the lowest to the highest,
from simple to complex is an immutable law of
developmentThis is because the new qualitative state conflicts
with the old, as a result the new overcomes, denies the old.

The classics of materiali dialectics indicate that the struggle
of the new with the old and the negation of the old by the new
must be understood in accordance with the objective nature of
replacing the old with the newompared with the old, the new
gualitative state of an afgt or phenomenon appears as richer
and more complete in content.

In dialectics, Engels said, denying does not mean just saying
fino,0 or declaring a thing neaxistent or destroying it in any
way. It should be remembered that the new grows on the basis
of the old and includes everything positive that was in the
old. 0Not a naked negation, not a vicious negationyote
Lenin, finot a sceptical negation, hesitation, doubt is
characteristic and essential in dialectics, which undoubtedly
contains an element afegation and, moreover, as its most
important element, no, but negation, as a moment of
communication, as a moment of development, with the
retention of the positivea.(V.l. Lenin, Philosophical
Notebooks, 1947, p. 197).

Each new socieconomic formatin preserves and develops
further the positive that was created by previous generations of
people, develops productive forces, technology, science and
culture.

Comrade Stalin ridiculed those unfortunate Marxists who

claimed that the proletariat should ngeuthe old technological
advances, but must destroy the ofihourgeois railways,
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buildings, machines, equipment andcreate everything, and
who received the nicknaniitroglodyte® for this .

The progressive nature of the movement, however, does not
exdude temporary deviations from the main tendency of
forward movement.

The Marxist dialectical method teaches us to see not only an
ascending progressive line of development in nature and
society, but also possible temporary retreats, backward
movements, fo example reactionary movements in public
life. In each historical epoch, Lenin said, there are always
separate movements, either forward or backward, deviations
from the average type and the average rate of
movementAscending development is a complex and
controversial process that contains elements of backward
movement, zigzags, etc.

f... to imagine world historg,wrote Lenin,fimoving smoothly
and neatly forward, sometimes without gigantic leaps
backward, not dialectically, unscientific, theoretically
incorrecto (V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 22, ed. 4, p. 296).

Comrade Stalin vividly illustrates this point on the example of
the development of the revolutiof,.. the revolutiorg says

J.V. Stalin, fusually develops not in a straight ascending line,
in the orekr of continuous growth, but in zigzags, by offensives
and retreats, by the ebbs and flows that temper in the course of
the development of the strength of the revolution and prepare
for its final victory.fi (J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 7, p. 94).

History knows such movements back as the restoration of the
Bourbon dynasty in France after the defeat of Napoleon I, the
era of reaction in Russia after the defeat of the revolution of
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19051907, the Hitler regime in Germany in 198345, the
establishment of the faist regime of the espionage
provocative clique of Tito in Yugoslavia, the current
fascization of the United States, etc.

But these backward movements in history do not cancel the
general progressive line of historical developmBugtvirtue of

the objectve laws of reality, the progressive movement in the
final analysis always makes its way in spite of temporary ebbs
and the whole seeming accident of historical events.

In fact, no matter how tsarist autocracy was rampant during the
reaction period, no ma&it how brutal measures it took against
the proletariat, victory in the end remained on the side of the
latter. The same can be said of fascidihe establishment of

an open fascist dictatorship in a number of bourgeois countries
is, of course, a step bachkvd, a manifestation of reactidBut,

as the practice of the revolutionary struggle shows, the rule of
fascism is temporary, transiet.striking example of this is
the fact that in several countries the collapse of reactionary,
fascist and prdascist egimes as a result of the Second World
War.

The old world, the world of capitalism, has exhausted its
progressive possibilitie€apitalist production relations have
become the shackles of social developm&neé new world,
the world of socialism, is growg and gaining strength,
irresistibly replacing the historically obsolete capitalist society.

Every day, the consciousness of the need to fight for a new,
socialist life is ripening in the consciousness of the masses of
the capitalist countrie©n the wayof the masses to socialism
are the forces of imperialism and reaction.
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These reactionary forces seek to strangle freedom wherever
possible and to instill fascisrBut no matter how raging, no
matter how vicious the forces of imperialist reaction are, they
cannot stop the progress of society, break the will and
aspirations of the masses for peace, democracy, socialism, or
delay the collapse of capitalisM/e live in a century when all
roads lead to communismherefore, the animperialist
forces that uphd the rights and independence of peoples,
peace and historical progress, are invincitilbelongs to these
forces;future.

At the head of the mighty camp of peace, democracy and
socialism is the Soviet Union and its glorious Communist
Party, who earnedvith their decisive struggle against the
imperialist forces of aggression and reaction the love and trust
of all freedomloving peoplesComrade Stalin in his historic
speech at the 19th Congress of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union showed how gretite importance of mutual trust
and mutual support between our country and our party, on the
one hand, and fraternal peoples and fraternal parties abroad, on
the other, in the fight against imperialism and reaction, showed
which way the working people ofehwhole globe should go in
order to defend the cause of peace, democracy and
socialism.The speech of Comrade Stalin at the XIX Congress
of the Communist Party is a guide to action for all peoples in
their struggle against the instigators of war
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The significance of the provision on the
transition of quantitative changes to
fundamental, qualitative for the practical
activities of the party of the proletariat

The third feature of Marxist dialectics teaches us to consider
development as a transition of qutative changes to
fundamental, qualitative oneBhe application of this provision

to the history of society, to the practical activity of the party of
the proletariat leads to the most important revolutionary
conclusionsolf,0 comrade Stalin points oufithe transition of
slow quantitative changes to quick and sudden qualitative
changes constitutes the law of development, then it is clear that
the revolutionary coups carried out by the oppressed classes
represent a completely natural and inevitable phemmn.

This means that the transition from capitalism to socialism and
the liberation of the working class from capitalist oppression

can be achieved not by slow changes, not by reform, but only
by a qualitative change in the capitalist system, by rewoluti

So, in order not to make a mistake in politics, you must be a
revolutionary, not a reformist(J.V. Stalin, Questions of
Leninism, 1952, p. 580).

Supporters of metaphysics, enemies of dialectics and socialism,
are afraid of the revolutionary method abgnition and
transformation of social liféAll kinds of reformists, rightving
socialists, including in their attempts to justify the peaceful
growth of capitalism into socialism, to justify their rejection of
the proletarian revolution and the dictataip of the proletariat,
relied and are based on the metaphysical denial of fundamental,
gualitative social transformations through leaps and
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revolutions.They talk about the planned, harmonious
development of capitalist society, without social explosions
and upheavals.

The fieconomists, Mensheviks, and revisionists of the Second
International opposed a decisive struggle against capital, tried
to reduce thelabour movement to forms acceptable to the
bourgeoisieln the field of philosophy, Lenin pointed ouhe
revisionists walked in the wake of bourgeois professorial
fiscienc®, vulgarized Marxist philosophy, replaced the Marxist
revolutionary dialectics, which seemed to them fioonning,

the bourgeois theory of evolution, as a theorysimpled and
calm

The opportunists vigorously propagated the notoriihsory

of productive force®, the meaning of which is that the
development of the capitalist economy, supposedly by itself,
automatically leads to socialism.

The opportunist line of servicing the bgepisie in our time is
continued by the righiving socialists, but they are doing it in a
form even more dangerous for the cause of socialism than their
predecessor3hey argue that the transition to socialism is
possible by gradually turning capitalistnterprises into
fisocialisdb enterprises, turning the bourgeois state into a
fisocialisb state.Thus, they do not act directly and frankly as
opponents of the socialist transformation of society, as enemies
of democracyOn the contraryThey swear their gcamitment

to democracy and socialisfaut at the same time, they reject
the only possible path of transition from capitalism to
socialism, which indicates to the working people Marxism
Leninism, the path of the revolutionary transformation of
capitalist soty into a socialist
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In this respect, the reasoning of such a rgimg socialist as
the recently deceased leader of the Austrian -sught
socialists Renner is indicativin his work New World and
Socialism, published in 1946, he argued that thegetle
contradiction betweetabour and capital is nowinot typical
and does not determine the course of developm8peaking

as an outspoken apologist for bourgeois democracy, Renner
stated that the most suitable institution for the peaceful
implementationof socialism is a bourgeois state with its
attributes ofidemocracy andidemocracy, which supposedly

is able to defend the interests il classeg fall walks of
life.0 Since the majority of socialists and trade union workers
in the state apparatuseanow, Renner said, the only thing that
should be done is for the latter to prevail in the parliamentary
elections,

Other rightwing socialists argue in the same spirit.

So, in the 1952 books published bgbourtheorists under the
titles fSocialism.New declarations of principlegiand New
Fabian essaysiprove in every possible way that modern
capitalism supposedlyfitransformed, underwent firadical
fichanges, that it already represeitt®t a bourgeois society,
but a postapitalist societyi.

In these wdks the idea is held that in England today there are
no classes opposing each other, and the modern English state
fis no longer the executive committee of the bourgeoisie: the
bourgeoisie = becomes the manager, working for
societyo Opposing the idea ad revolutionary replacement of
capitalism by socialism, thdabour fitheorist® argue that
fthere are no two main and opposite systems, but only an
endless series of transitional syst@mshile a fiseries of
transitional stagesis understood as nothing moreah state
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monopoly capitalism, subordination of the state apparatus to
large monopolies.

Thus, speaking in words for socialism, the rigltg socialists

in fact seek to keep the working masses of the capitalist
countries in the chains of imperialist slayeto convince them

of thefinecessity of maintaining the capitalist system.

The assertion of rightving socialists that it is supposedly
possible to transform a capitalist society into a socialist one
without breaking the capitalist order in a revoluaonway is
refuted by all the experience of histoHistory teaches that no
social system gives way to another without a radical
breakdown of its economic and political foundations, no ruling
class gives way to another without struggle, without decisive
battles.

The bourgeoisie will never give up its advantages, will never
transfer the means of production and political power into the
hands of the whole sociefyhe transition from capitalism to
socialism can be accomplished only through radical, quaktativ
changes in the old, capitalist system, through revolution.

We would have acted very stupidly, Engels wrote, if we had
crossed our arms and began to calmly expect to receive our
rights.Nobody will free us proletarians unless we free
ourselves.

That is wty the founders of scientific communism paid special
attention to showing the proletariat and the broad masses of
working people that they can achieve their liberation only
through proletarian resolutions and the conquest of the
dictatorship of the proletat. The teachings of Marx and
Engels on the revolutionary transformation of capitalist society
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into a socialist one under the new historical conditions were
continued and brilliantly developed further by Lenin and
Stalin.Victory over the bourgeoisie, tght by Lenin and
Stalin, is impossible without a decisive breakdown of the old
economic and political order, without a long, stubborn and
desperate struggle.

fiThere have never been such cases in the histogmrade
Stalin teachesiiso that the dying bogeoisie does not try all
the remnants of its forces in order to defend its existe(t&/.
Stalin, Soch., Vol. 12, p. 37).

In the work fiAnarchism or Socialisn@ZComrade Stalin
pointed out that the decisive means by which the proletariat
will overthrow the capitalist system is the socialist
revolution.(Seel.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 345).

Steadily propagandizing the idea o0& revolutionary
transformation of capitalist society into a socialist one, the
classics of MarxisaLeninism warn that one mustot jump
over the unexcited stages of thabour movement, it is
impossible to solve the tasks of the revolutionary
transformation of society without preliminary preparatidhe
Marxist understanding of the forms and methods of the
revolutionary class 4giggle excludes both reformist
recognition of only partial demands that do not affect the
foundations of capitalism, as well as various kinds of leftist
hops, demands of sudden, unprepdtedp®.

Lenin and Stalin pointed out that along with the revisisnid
the Second International, recognizing only partial reforms as
the only means of transition from capitalism to socialism, the
enemies of Marxism are anarchists, recognizing only
unexpected and unprepared explosions, catastropbaging
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the evolutiomry form of development, anarchists reject the
preparatory work for the victorious revolution, and therefore
the revolution itselfThe figreat day8 of revolution, they say,
come on their own, spontaneously.

Despite the formal difference, the reformistsd asnarchists
have one thing in common that both of them oppose the
revolutionary struggle of the working class, against the
necessity of winning the dictatorship of the proletaiath of
them are agents of bourgeois influence, agents of the
bourgeoisiein the labour movement,fiBoth of them) wrote
Lenin, finhibit the most important, most pressing thing:
rallying the workers into large, strong, wélinctioning, able to
work under all conditions to function well, organizations
imbued with the spirit of # class struggle, clearly aware of
their goals, brought up in a truly Marxist world outlo@KV.1.
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 16, ed. 4, p. 319).

The Bolshevik Party, led by Lenin and Stalin, always waged a
merciless struggle on two fronts: both against thetrayid
against thelleftd opportunistsThus, during the period of the
countryés industrialization and collectivization of agriculture,
the party defeated the worst enemies of the working dass
the Trotskyists and Bukharinites, who, starting with attamks

the theoretical and tactical foundations of Marxiseminism,
ended up turning into a gang of provocateurs, murderers and
spies, in direct agents of fascism.

AwWithout defeating the Trotskyists and Bukharinibesymrade
Stalin teachesfiwe could not haw prepared the conditions
necessary for building socialisir(fiHistory of the CPSUR).

A Short Course, p. 344).
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JV Stalin has repeatedly pointed out the need for an accurate
account of objective conditions, their readiness, maturity when
carrying out cerin strategic eventg&or example, during the
period of complete collectivization, the Bolshevik Party waged
a merciless struggle both against the manifestations of right
opportunism, which consisted of seeking to put collectivization
on its own, and theby destroy it, and against thiefto
muckers who tried to transfer the peasants to the collective
farm by administrative pressure.

In February 1930, 50 percent of peasant farms were
collectivized.Ilt was the greatest victory of the party and the
Soviet gate.But instead of consolidating the achieved
successes, following the path of economic and organizational
strengthening of collective farms, some leaders began to get
carried away by high percentage growth of collective farms,
tried to go straight to & highest form of cooperatiod the
communeSuch leftist excesses in the collectivization of
peasant farms poured water on the mill of enemies, created
favorable soil for kulak agitation against collective farms.

The party gave a decisive rebuff to tilefto. In the articles
fiVertigo from successand fiResponse to the comrades of
collective farmerg JV Stalin showed with extreme clarity
what the strength of the collective farm is and how collective
farms should be builErom the fact, Comrade Stalin dahat

we have all the prerequisites for the complete victory of
socialism in the countryside, that the peasantry itself willingly
goes to collective farms, it does not at all follow that the
transformation of the countryside in the spirit of socialismtmus
begin directly from the highest fodnthe communeThe point

is not to take the coverage of peasant farms up to 100 percent
without taking into account the real possibilities, but to
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strengthen the existing collective farms economically and
organizationdy.

fiThe art of leadership is a serious mafterpmrade Stalin
pointed out in the articléVertigo from Success- You card

lag behind the movement, because lagging behind means
breaking away from the mass&ut one cannot even run
ahead, because rungi ahead means losing mass and isolating
oneselfWho wants to lead the movement and at the same time
maintain ties with the millions of people, he must fight on two
frontd against those lagging behind and those running ahead.
(J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1. 199).

The LeninistStalinist provision on the combination of the two
forms of movement is of great importance both in the struggle
of our people for communism and in the struggle of the
working people of the capitalist countries against the power of
capital and reaction.

Carrying out the great plan of completing the construction of a
socialist society and the gradual transition from socialism to
communism, Soviet people, led by the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, are moving to the heights of conmism.lt is
obvious that such a historic leap is possible only if the
appropriate conditions and prerequisites are created.

Comrade Stalin, in his brilliant workThe Economic Problems

of Socialism in the USSR,outlined the magnificent program

of communis construction in our country, gave a profound
scientific solution to such social problems and programmatic
issues of communism as the destruction of the antithesis
between town and country, between mental and physical
labour, as well as He worked out tlggiestion of eliminating

the essential differences between them that still remain in
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socialist societyThe programmatic provisions put forward by
Comrade Stalin on the basic preliminary conditions for
preparing the transition to communisth the continuous
growth of all social production with a predominant increase in
the production of means of production, raising collective farm
property to the level of public property and replacing
commodity circulation with a product exchange system

Pointing to these cdlitions for the transition to communism,
Comrade Stalin at the same time warns against a frivolous
running aheadd the transition to higher economic forms
without first creating the prerequisites for such a transition.

The struggle for the triumph of commem in the USSR
means strengthening the foundations and principles of
socialism.The comprehensive strengthening and development
of the two forms of socialist ownership ensures the transition to
a single, communist form of ownershifhe comprehensive
strengthening and development of the monetary system and
trade prepares the transition to communist distribution
without money and trad&he comprehensive development of
a national in form and socialist in content culture leads to a
communist culture thais uniform in form and contenthe
comprehensive strengthening of the basic principle of
socialismffrom each according to his ability, to each according
to his worlo prepares the conditions for the transition to the
basic principle of communisnifrom ea® according to his
ability, to each according to his nedds.

The MarxistLeninist doctrine of the two forms of movement
also serves as a theoretical weapon in the struggle of the
working masses of the capitalist countries against capitalist
slavery.lt teaches that the fundamental transformation of
capitalist society is unthinkable without a decisive breakdown
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of old economic and political relationdntil the working
classes, under the leadership of the proletariat, overthrow the
political domination of te bourgeoisie and take power into
their own hands, no partial transformations will lead to the
replacement of capitalism by socialisiihe practice of
building socialism in the USSR and in the countries of pésple
democracy is the clearest confirmatiortiasé.

At the same time, the doctrine of materialist dialectics on two
forms of movement warns against the mistakes that Lenin
called thefchildhood illness ofileftism.0 The communist and
workers parties, all the working people of the capitalist world,
face the complex and difficult task of gathering forces, using
all forms and methods of struggle, painstakifieyeryday
work in all sections of the working population, for only such
preparatory work can lead to fundamental, qualitative
transformations, tdhie triumph of socialism.
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DEVELOPMENT AS A FIGHT AGAINST
CONSTRAINTSF. I. KALOSHIN

The fourth feature of the Marxist dialectical method, linking
the development as a contradictory process, as a struggle of
opposites, is the central point the dialectical materialistic
understanding of nature, society and thoubénhin calls this
principle of approach to objects and phenomena the essence or
ficored of dialecticsThe approach to phenomena, obijects,
processes, as embodying internal conttaahs, helps to reveal

the very source of development and change in nature and
society, the reason for the inevitable withering away of the old
and the emergence of the new, to better understand the
progressive nature of development as a movement fropiesim

to complex, from the lowest to the highest.

Therefore, it is no coincidence that the question of recognizing
or denying internal contradictions in things and phenomena
was the subject of the most fierce struggle between dialectics
and metaphysicians rbughout the entire history of the
development of philosophical thought.

Two development concepts

In the history of the development of human thought, Lenin
pointed out, we encounter two opposing concepts in the
understanding of development: dialectical ametaphysical, or
vulgar-evolutionist.

The vulgarevolutionist, metaphysical concept considers
development as a simple increase or decrease in objects or
phenomenaProponents of this concept argue that the source of
movement does not lie in the objecteniselves, but outside
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them.The metaphysical concept denies the struggle of the new
with the old.A thing, an object, according to a metaphysical
view, cannot have simultaneously conflicting properfldsere

are no contradictions in objects and phenomeaatradictions

are allegedly peculiar only to our thoughfbe notorious
Duhring, being a metaphysician, wrote tliiie contradictory
represents a category that can only relate to a combination of
thoughts, but not to reality.

The metaphysical conceft unable to reveal the inner content
of the development process, to explain the process of turning
guantitative changes into qualitative onéhth a metaphysical
understanding of development, there is no room for the
emergence of a new onmdevelopments limited by the old, it

is closed in a monotonous, constantly repeating circle.

With such a concept of development, Lenin writéthe
movement itself, its motive power, its source, its motive (or
this source is transferred to the outsideGod, the subg etc.)
remain in the shado@(V.l. Lenin, Philosophical notebooks,
1947, p. 328)

Therefore, this point of view ifdead, poor, dy (Lenin). If
science came to this point of view, it would come to the
ridiculous conclusion that our earth and the erdnganic and
inorganic world, which has existed for millions of years, are
unchanged, and the process of their development is only a
guantitative increase or decrease in the unchanging features of
the initial stateThe history of the development of human
society from this point of view is a movement in a vicious
circle.

Sometimes metaphysicians claim that they are supposedly not
averse to recognizing contradictions, but their understanding of
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the contradictions is fundamentally different from the
dialecticd materialist Metaphysicists deny the main
distinguishing feature of the dialectical materialistic
understanding of contradictions, deny the struggle of
contradictions  within  the  subjedihe  metaphysical

firecognitior of contradictions comes down to thecognition

of only external contradictions between objects and
phenomena.

One of the most dangerous varieties of the metaphysical
concept is théequilibrium theorp widely used by the enemies
of Marxism.oThe theory of equilibriumis implacably hostile

to MarxismLeninism.The initial thesis of this metaphysical
ftheoryd is not the struggle of opposing forces, but their
balanceAccording to thisitheoryp, in nature and society there
is no fiselfdevelopmeri and fisel-Fmovemend, there is no
internally cantradictory development proce3e fiTheory of
Equilibriumd absolutizes quantitative growth and denies
gualitative developmenShe argues that it is possible to
reconcile contradictions, balance opposites.

fiThe theory of equilibrium as a philosophical @apon in the
fight against Marxism was still advocated by Duhrihbe
fitheory of equilibriund was replaced by the revisionist
Bogdanov, the Marxist dialecti®. supporter of this ami
Marxist theory, a preacher of the peaceful growth of the fist
into socalism, was the enemy of the people of Bukharin.

A variation of this notoriouditheory of equilibriund is the
bourgeois theory ofiorganized capitalis; which denies the
internal contradictions of capitalism, the contradictions
between productive forces @nproduction relations, the
contradictions betwedabourand capital.
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The right socialists of all countries, preaching the harmony of
classes, putting forward the reactionaitheorydo of the
peaceful and gradual growth iafapitalism into socialism, rely
on the theory of equilibrium fin theid philosophical
freasoningSupporters of thigtheoryd are the worst enemies
of Marxism, the enemies of the socialist revolution.

The metaphysical concept, in whatever form it is expressed, is
that philosophical scen by which the enemies of socialism
hide their vile antMarxist activity.The defeat of the
metaphysical concept is the primary task of every Soviet
scientist, specialist, where and in whatever industry he works.

V.l. Lenin dealt a crushing blow to metasics, and raised the
Marxist doctrine of the struggle of opposites to a new, higher
level.

In a whole series of his works V. I. Lenin deeply and
comprehensively develops the law of the struggle of opposites
as the core of dialectic¥he definitions giva by Lenin reveal

the essence of this most important dialectical law.

fAln the proper sense, dialectizsays Leninfis a study of the
contradiction in the very essence of objects(V.I. Lenin,
Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p. 237).

In the famous frgmentfiOn the Question of DialectiosLenin,
in contrast to the metaphysical concept, deeply reveals the
meaning of the law of the struggle of opposites in the
knowledge of the source of seffovement, self
developmentThe struggle of opposites in natwed society is
the lifeblood of all developmenEverything that exists
develops and changes due to the struggle of
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oppositesoDevelopment) says Lenin,fis thed struggle fof
oppositesd (Ibid., P. 327).

IN AND. Lenin emphasizes that only the Marxist cept of
dialectical development is viable, thianly it gives the key to
Al e ato s break in gradualnegsto fiturning into the
opposit®, to destroying the old and the emergence of the
newo (lbid., P. 328).

In explaining the movement and developmehtnature and
society, the dialectical materialist concept does not resort, like
metaphysics, to the antiscientific hypothesis of fimtial
impulse. For a Marxist, the source of movement and
development does not lie outside of matter, but in matelf it

0 these are internal contradictions of objects and phenomena,
the struggle of opposites.

The dialecticaimaterialistic understanding of development as a
struggle of contradictions is the only scientific system of views
that faithfully reflects the regdicture of the development of the
objective world.

Whatever phenomenon, object, process in nature, in society or
in thought we study, we will always find a struggle of opposing
forces, tendencies, directions, etc. The presence of mutually
exclusive contrdictory tendencies in all phenomena of nature
and society and the struggle of these contradictions is universal
the law of the development of matter.

fln contrast to metaphysics, writes Comrade Stalin,
fidialectics proceeds from the fact that natural @shttions
are characteristic of natural objects, natural phenomena, for
they all have their negative and positive sides, their past and
future, their own outdated and developing ones, that the
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struggle of these opposites The struggle between the old and
the new, between the dying and the nascent, between the
obsolete and the developing, is the internal content of the
development process, the internal content of the transformation
of quanttative changes into qualitative

Therefore, the dialectical methodlieges that the process of
development from the lowest to the highest proceeds not in the
order of harmonious development of phenomena, but in the
order of disclosing the contradictions inherent in objects,
phenomena, in the order dktruggle® of opposingtrends
acting on the basis of these contradictiofd.v. Stalin,
Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 578).

In this classical formulation, Comrade Stalin deeply and
comprehensively reveals the essence of the law of the struggle
of opposites, the struggle die new with the old as the basic
law of development.

The Stalinist definitions and characteristics of this law are an
outstanding contribution to the treasury of Marxist dialectics.

The formulation of the provision on the struggle of opposites as
the law of development, given by Comrade Stalin, reveals a
whole series of crucial points in understanding the whole
dialectic, and gives the key to understanding the nature of
movement and chang€éomrade Stalin showed that the
struggle of opposites, the struggletween the new and the old,

is the internal content of the law of the transition of
guantitative changes into qualitative and progressive
development from lower to higher.

J.V. Stalin points out that all objects, phenomena of nature are
characterized bynternal contradictions, for each phenomenon

226



has its past and future, its positive and negative, new and
old. The struggle between these opposite trends, processes is
the source of development.

The provision on development as a struggle of opposites is a
generalizing law, the pinnacle of the Marxist dialectic method,
revealing the laws of development and change of all processes
in nature, society and thinking.

This universal law of dialectics completes the general picture
of the dialectical process of despment of the objective
world, reveals the sources of all development, the sources of
change in all processes and phenomena in objective reality.

In preMarxist philosophy, the issue of contradiction as a
source of movement and change was illuminated yeHeéln
characterizing their dialectical method, Marx and Engels,
comrade Stalin points outfusually refer to Hegel as a
philosopher who formulated the basic features of
dialecticso (J.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p.
574)This also appliesotthe issue of contradictiondowever,
there is a fundamental difference between the Mabasinist
concept of development and the Hegelian understanding of
contradictions, as well as between the entire Marxist dialectical
method and Hegelian dialectjas fundamental differencé&he
MarxistLeninist  understanding of contradictions s
materialisticAccording to this concept, the objective, material
world develops and changes due to the struggle of
oppositesThe struggle of opposites takes place in rgtin
society and is reflected in our ideas, concepts.

Hegebs understanding of contradictions is idealidtegel
speaks of the dialectic of salevelopment of concepts,
thoughts, thefabsolute idea and not the material, objective
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world. As Lenin ponted out, Hegel only guessed the dialectics
of things in the dialectics of conceptséhe guessed no
moreo (V.l. Lenin, Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p. 169).

Hegel recognized that contradiction is a source of development
and change, and this was th&ational cor® of his
method But, being an idealist, he interpreted this most
important law of dialectics idealisticallwith Hegel, logic
precedes history, and contradiction is the source of the
movement not of nature, not of history, but @pure
thoughd. Moreover, even in the development of thought,
Hegel does not bring to the forefront the struggle of opposites,
but their unity, reconciliation, unification at the highest stage of
development.

In addition, according to Hegel, the dialectical process of

development, the struggle of opposites takes place only in the
past and is excluded in the phenomena of the present and
future.

The recognition of the dialectical development of modern
Hegebs society was to lead him to the recognition of the need
to changethe existing social system, the need for further
development of philosoph¥egel, by virtue of his
conservative political views, strove to preserve and perpetuate
the feudalabsolutist social system that existed in Germany at
that time.ln addition, he @imed the discovery of absolute
truth in the last resorfherefore, changing his own principle of
development, Hegel came to the reactionary conclusion about
the reconciliation of opposites in society, to the idealization of
the Prussian monarchy, and timately sought to
metaphysically eliminate all contradictions from contemporary
reality.
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The MarxistLeninist understanding of the struggle of
opposites is fundamentally different from the Hegelian
idealistic understanding.

Unfortunately, among some Sovjghilosophers there are such
views on the understanding of the law of the struggle of
opposites, from which it is clear that they have not sufficiently
learned the Leninist characteristic of this lafidevelopment is

the struggle of opposites and theyseek to find the source of
development not in the struggle, but in the unity of
oppositesSo, for example, comradéP. Chertkov in the
article iSome issues of dialectics in the light of the work of
J.V. Stalin on linguistic8 (published in the collectio
AQuestions of dialectic and historical materialism in the work
of JV. StaliniMar xi sm and irQuistic®t M.ons
1951)put forward the wrong position thétvithout a certain
unity there can be no struggle of opposites, and thereby no
internal souce of selfdevelopment of objects and natural
phenomena(p. 316).

The development, taught by the classics of Marxigminism,

is determined not by the unity of opposites, but by the struggle
of oppositesThis and only this is the source of self
developnent of objects, phenomena and procesdes.
classics of Marxism have always emphasized the absoluteness
of the struggle of opposites and the relativity of
unity. Therefore, to raise the unity of opposites into a decisive
and determining factor in develm@nt and selflevelopment
means to go back to Hegelianism, to opportunism.

The Hegelian formula of the identity of opposites has already
been criticized in our press, which has been given a great place
in the works of some philosophers, in particular i@ #fpstract

of doctoral dissertation by S. BseretelifiTowards a Marxist
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Leninist understanding of the logicallhe author perverts the
MarxistLeninist understanding of the law of development
through the struggle of opposites and does not give an
opporunity to correctly and deeply understand the dialectics of
the struggle between the new and the old, between revolution
and reaction, peace and war, socialism and capitalism, etc.
What kind of identity can there béfere the struggle appears

in various foms between the new, advanced, progressive and
the old, dying, reactionary forces.

Materialist dialectics teaches that the struggle of opposites is a
comprehensive law of the development of nature, society and
thought.By virtue of this law, nature and sety are
developing and changing, the life of peoples is changing, and
human thinking is developing.

For the first time in the history of the development of
dialectics, Marx and Engels substantiated this most important
principle of dialectics and proved thaontradictions in the
objective, material world are resolved through struggle, that
this struggle leads to the destruction of the old, reactionary, to
the victory of the new, progressivdarx and Engels
ingeniously applied this great principle to histato the life of
human societyThey revealed the contradictions, which were
the main driving force in the history of mankind the
contradictions between the productive forces and production
relations, the contradictions between the exploiters and the
exploited.

V. |. Lenin andJ.V. Stalin continued and deepened the Marxist
analysis of the contradictions of capitalism in accordance with
the new situation and the new tasks of the revolutionary
movement.
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As you know, the activities of the founders of Mamis
unfolded in the era of pmmonopoly capitalismThe activities

of Lenin and Stalin unfolded in the era of imperialism and
proletarian  revolutions, when all the fundamental
contradictions of capitalism sharply intensifiegnin deeply
and comprehensivelstudied the features of the contradictions
of the era of imperialism and proletarian revolutidfs.
revealed and summarized the most characteristic types and
forms of contradictions of imperialism and outlined the specific
political and tactical tasks ¢ang the proletariat and its allies in
future battles.

The correct understanding of the deepest and most fundamental
contradictions was for the Bolshevik party the kenmalysing

all the other contradictions of the era of imperialism and
proletarian reviutions.A dialectical analysis of the main
contradictions of the new era made it possible for the great
Lenin to discover the law of uneven economic and political
development of the capitalist countries in the era of
imperialism and to scientifically sutasmtiate one of the most
important provisions of Leninismy the possibility of the
victory of socialism initially in a single country.

Brilliantly applying dialectics to the analysis of social life,
Comrade Stalin continued Ledn analysis of the
contradctions of the era of imperialism and the revolutionary
ways to resolve thengtalin paid special attention to the study
of the basic contradictions of imperialigin the contradictions
between the proletarians and capitalists, the contradictions
between imprialist countries, and the contradictions between
colonies and metropolises.

Analysing the period of the general crisis of capitalism,
Comrade Stalin showed that the world split into two camps
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the antiimperialist and democratic camp, on the one hand, and
the camp of imperialism and waion the other, substantiated
the regularity and inevitability of the growth of the forces of
democracy and socialism, the weakening of the forces of
reaction and imperialism.

In his brilliant work,AiThe Economic Problems 8bcialism in

the USSR, Comrade Stalin showed what the process of further
deepening the general crisis of the world capitalist system is
expressed inThe most important result of the Second World
War, as Comrade Stalin points out, is the collapse ofglesin
comprehensive market and the formation of two parallel world
markets: on the one hand, the market of the countries of the
socialist and democratic camps, and on the other, the market of
the countries of the imperialist camjwo parallel world
marketsare opposed to each oth€he countries of a peaceful,
democratic camp, relying on the disinterested, friendly,
technically firstclass assistance of the USSR and on mutual
economic cooperation and mutual assistance, are steadily
increasing the pace ofdnstrial development and will soon not
only not need to import goodsut they themselves will be able

to export their surplus production to other countrigade
between democratic countries is growing rapidly, and the
capacity of the new world market iscreasingOn the
contrary, the world capitalist market is narrowiAg. a result

of the formation of a parallel market for the countries of the
democratic camp, the sphere of application of the forces of the
main capitalist countries (USA, England, Frep to the
worldé resources has narrowed and will continue to narrow,
and, therefore, the sales conditions for these capitalist countries
will worsen, and the underload of enterprises in these countries
will increase0This,0 writes Comrade Stalinfis, in fact, the
deepening of the general crisis of the world capitalist system in
connection with the collapse of the world markend the
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capacity of the new world market is increasi®qg the
contrary, the world capitalist market is narrowiAg. a result

of the formation of a parallel market for the countries of the
democratic camp, the sphere of application of the forces of the
main capitalist countries (USA, England, France) to the
worldé resources has narrowed and will continue to narrow,
and, therefag, the sales conditions for these capitalist countries
will worsen, and the underload of enterprises in these countries
will increase0This,0 writes Comrade Stalinfis, in fact, the
deepening of the general crisis of the world capitalist system in
connetion with the collapse of the world markeand the
capacity of the new world market is increasi@q the
contrary, the world capitalist market is narrowiAg. a result

of the formation of a parallel market for the countries of the
democratic camp, thgphere of application of the forces of the
main capitalist countries (USA, England, France) to the
worldés resources has narrowed and will continue to narrow,
and, therefore, the sales conditions for these capitalist countries
will worsen, and the underldaof enterprises in these countries
will increase oThis,0 writes Comrade Stalinfis, in fact, the
deepening of the general crisis of the world capitalist system in
connection with the collapse of the world mark&rance) has
narrowed to world resourcesd will continue to narrow, and,
therefore, the terms of sale for these capitalist countries will
worsen, and the underload of enterprises in these countries will
increaseoThis 0 writes Comrade Stalinfis, in fact, the
deepening of the general crisibthe world capitalist system in
connection with the collapse of the world mark&rance) has
narrowed to world resources and will continue to narrow, and,
therefore, the terms of sale for these capitalist countries will
worsen, and the underload of ergrises in these countries will
increaseoThis0 writes Comrade Stalinfis, in fact, the
deepening of the general crisis of the world capitalist system in
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connection with the collapse of the world maré€d.V. Stalin,
Economic Problems of Socialismthre USSR, pp. 332).

Comrade Stalin discovered the basic economic law of modern
capitalism, the action of which leads to a further deepening of
the contradictions of imperialisddV Stalin discovered the
basic economic law of socialism, developed theitipal
economy of socialism, created a theory of the development of
socialist society, and discovered new dialectical laws of the era
of socialism.

Comrade Stalin showed that the law of the struggle of
contradictions, inherent in all soeeronomic formaons, in
socialism manifests itself differently than in antagonistic social
formations preceding socialisi8tressing the need for a
historical approach to the analysis of the nature of
contradictions, dividing the contradictions into antagonistic and
nontantagonistic, Comrade Stalin for the first time in Marxist
literature defined the new nature of the contradiction of the
socialist era, establishing that overcoming these contradictions
is possible only through the development and strengthening of
the sociéist system.

The struggle of opposites as the law of the
development of nature, society and thinking

The struggle of opposites covers all phenomena and processes
of development of nature and society.

The struggle of opposites takes place both in the masnoc

and in the microcosnihe solar system is a complex

unity. Between the Sun as theentreof this system and all

other planets there is a complex interaction based on the

struggle of two opposing forces: the centripetal force of
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attraction and the cerfuugal repulsive forceThe struggle
between these opposing forces is one of the most important
laws of the existence and development of the solar system.

The struggle of opposites also occurs in the microéosnthe
atom, which is a unity of opposit®s positively charged
nucleus and negatively charged electrons.

The struggle of opposites takes place in any living orgahism
a plant, an animal person.

fiLife,0 Engels pointed ouffis a way of existence of protein
bodies, the essential point of which is a ¢ans metabolism
with the external nature surrounding them, and with the
cessation of this metabolism, life also stops, which leads to the
decomposition of proteia(F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature,
1952, p. 244)That is why everywhere, where we meet some
kind of protein body that is not in the process of
decomposition, we without exception encounter the
phenomena of lifeAny organism of a plant or animal cannot
live without this continuous connection with the material world
surrounding itThe cessatiomf metabolism, as Engels points
out, causes the death of the body, the decomposition of protein,
therefore, turns the living into the dead.

Metabolism is an essential and main point of the life
processThe essence of metabolism is manifested in the
interaction of two contradictory processes: assimilatiothe
process of assimilation by the body of substances coming from
the external environment, and building from them the
substances of its living body and dissimilaBiothe process of
decomposition of livig matter, complex organic compounds
into simpler ones with the release of potential energy, hidden in
these complex organic compounds.

235



It should be emphasized that the process of assimilation and
dissimilation in the body occurs simultaneously and
continwusly.By assimilating substances coming from the
external environment, the body simultaneously dissimilates
them, and the energy released in this process is used again for
assimilation.

The process of assimilation and dissimilation in the body is a
universal process of life, in whatever form it appe&s.B.
Lepeshinskaya in her woriThe Origin of Cells from Living
Substances and the Role of Living Substances in the BBody
indicates that in living matter that does not have a cellular
structure fithere isproteird, that itfis capable of metabolisin
andfwill exhibit signs of life, that is, it will remain, on the one
hand, itself and at the same time will chang@.B.
Lepeshinskaya, The origin of cells from living matter and the
role of living matter in he body, ed. Academy of Medical
Sciences of the USSR, 1950, p. 180).

Lepeshinskaya notes that in noallular living matter, as well
as in the cell, there is constant sahewal and
developmentThus, the process of assimilation and
dissimilation is a cmplex dialectical process, which is one of
the many varieties of the universal law of the struggle of
opposites.

One of the forms of manifestation of the law of the struggle of
opposites is the process of interaction of heredity and
adaptability in organims observed in nature.

As is known, due to heredity, certain properties of an animal or
plant organism can be transmitted from generation to
generation, from generation to generation, for example,
drought tolerance of seeds, egg production of birds, ete.t®
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adaptability of an organism to its environment, certain
properties of organisms can change dramatically and
significantly differ from the usually characteristic of this type
of organism.

There is an internal relationship between heredity and
adaptadity.

Michurin biology has established thdteredity is the effect of

concentration of the effects of environmental conditions
assimilated by organisms in a number of previous
generation® (T.D. Lysenko, Agrobiology, ed. 4, 1948, p. 635).

By heredity, Mchurin biology refers to the ability of an
organism to demand for its life and development certain
environmental conditions and definitely respond to certain
conditions.If these conditions do not meet the requirements of
the body, then due to the occurcerof contradictions between
the body and the environment, the body must chdhde
changes in accordance with the new environmental conditions,
then he will change his hereditary natureen the body will
adapt to the environmerit.the body does namaster the new
conditions, then it will dieThus, in the process of development
of an organism, a contradiction is revealed between its heredity
and adaptability, which Engels defined as one of the main
contradictions of the evolutionary process.

The stuggle of opposites, contradiction is the driving force

behind the development of both nature and socidtg. history

of the development of society is the history of a change in the
methods of production, the history of the development of
productive forcesand production relations, the history of the

formation and victory of new productive forces and the

corresponding new production relations, and therefore the

237



history of the struggle of new, growing, developing classes
with the old, dying, departing fronhé historical arenas.

With the exception of the primitive communal systeithe
history of all hitherto existing societiéghe fiManifesto of the
Communist Party said, was the history of the struggle of the
classes.

The free and slave, patrician and @em, landowner and serf,
master and apprentice, in sherbppressing and oppressed,
were in eternal antagonism to each other, waged a continuous,
sometimes hidden, now obvious struggle, always ending in a
revolutionary reconstruction of the entire pulidigilding or the
general death of those fighting clasedk. Marx and F.
Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party, State Political
Publishing House, 1952, p. 32).

AComing out of the bowels of a lost feudal socigtdarx and
Engels further say,Aimodern Ilourgeois society has not
destroyed class contradictioris.only put new classes, new
conditions of oppression and new forms of struggle in the place
of the old.fi (Ibid., p. 33).

Marx and Engels showed that the implacable class struggle of
the proletariat against the bourgeoisie, brought to the
proletariafs conquest of political dominance in societyhe
dictatorship of the working cla8sis a condition for the
transformation of capitalist society into a socialist one.

The classics of Marxisrheninism fowght a stubborn struggle
against pettypourgeoisfisocialist®, opportunists, reformists,
against all those who did not like the Marxist ideatloé
implacable class struggle of the proletariat against the
bourgeoisie, the idea ¢iie dictatorship of the proletariat. 1.
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Lenin repeatedly emphasized that the Btesviks and other
social reformists do not like to recognize the struggle of
oppositesThey tend to emphasize the unity of opposites, not
the struggle between the®uch a philosophy provides a
fitheoretical justificatioa for their antiMarxist position n the
class struggldt allows them to pursue a policy of
reconciliation of classes, dulling of contradictions.

Lenin aptly exposed the opportunist nature of such viewse
petty-bourgeois democratswrote Lenin,fare characterized by

an aversion to #hclass struggle, the desire to do without it, the
desire to smooth and reconcile, to dull sharp cordévsl.
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 30, ed. 4, p. 83herefore, in theory, they
observed a philistine tendency to nature and history, the desire
to clear then of contradictions and struggles.

The enemies of the Soviet peaplthe right Bukharin
capitulatorsd preached the theory of the attenuation of the
class struggle, the theory of the peaceful growth of capitalists,
NEPMans and kulaks into socialis@omradeStalin in his
historical speecliiOn the Right Deviation in the CPSU (8.)
Exposed and defeated this restorationist, capitulary theory of
the enemies of our Motherland and emphasized with particular
force the irreconcilability of the contradiction of ingsts
between antagonistic classé®@ne of two thingsy said
Comrade Stalinfieither between the capitalist class and the
class of workers who came to power and organized their
dictatorship, there is an irreconcilable opposite of interests, or
there is nosuch opposite of interests, and then only one thing
remaing to declare the harmony of class interests.

One out of two:
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either the Marxian theory of the struggle of classes, or the
theory of the capitalists growing into socialism;

either the irreconcilableopposite of class interests, or the
theoryo f har mony of (J.\ $tais Soch.,, Val.er e s
12, p. 3631).

fiThe abolition of classes by means of a fierce class struggle of
the proletariad such is Lenids formula.

The abolition of classes by tlextinction of the class struggle
and the growth of capitalists in socialigmsuch is Bukhariés
formula.

What could be common between these two formuiigisid.,
p. 33).

The new socialist social system in the USSR arose and won as
a result of the Greatc&ober Socialist Revolution, as a result of
the establishment of the proletarian dictatorship, as a result of
the consistent class struggle of the proletariat and the poorest
peasantry against all the forces and traditions of capitalism.

Like the once opptunists in Russia, the modern reformist
leaders of trade unions and righiing socialist parties, the
dialectic principle of the irreconcilability of the struggle of the
proletariat against the Dbourgeoisie is not to the
liking. Bourgeois and rightving sccialist theorists obscure the
class struggle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie,
declare that the basis of bourgeois society is not the class
struggle, but the class world.

Political demonstrations, strikes and armed clashes between the
proletaria and the bourgeoisie at every step refute all the
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claims of rightwing socialists about the harmony of class
interests and confirm the positions of Marxiteninism on

the struggle of opposites, on the intransigence of class
contradictions in a society\dded into antagonistic masses.

In modern conditions, the driving force of history is the
struggle between the antnperialist, progressive forces, the
forces of socialism and democracy, on the one hand, and the
reactionary forces, imperialist forces, ame otherThis
complex and diverse struggle encompasses all the economic,
political and ideological processes of public lifindreds of
millions of people from all countries and continents are
participating in this strugglé.he victory of progressiveofces,

the forces of democracy and socialism is inevitabhe
guarantee of this is that the Soviet Union, the stronghold of
peace and democracy throughout the world, is at the head of
the forces of progress.

Internal and external contradictions

Charactering the struggle of internal opposites, internal
contradictions, as a determining factor in the development
process, as a decisive condition for all development, changes in
objects, phenomena, processes, the Marxist dialectic method
does not detract fronthe role and significance of external
contradictionsExternal contradictions, contradictions between
an object or phenomenon and the surrounding conditions,
while not determining, have a known and sometimes very
significant influence on the development objects and
phenomena.

A clear distinction between external and internal contradictions
is of great importance both for cognition and for revolutionary
practical activity.
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This is clearly illustrated by the following example.

Developing Lenigs doctrine of the possibility of building
socialism in one country, Comrade Stalin described two groups
of contradictions: the internal contradictions that existed
between the proletariat and the peasantry within the country,
and the external contradictions that &letween the socialist
country and capitalist countries.

Touching upon the issue of internal contradictions, Comrade
Stalin pointed out that in the era of the dictatorship of the
proletariat there are all possibilities for overcoming the internal
contradctions inherent in the transition period for building a

socialist society.

Comrade Stalin teaches that in the transition period from
capitalism to socialism within our country there were forces
and opportunities both to eliminate the antagonistic
contradit¢ions between the working masses of the city and the
village and the capitalist elements, and to overcome the non
antagonistic contradictions between the proletariat and the
peasantryDeveloping MarxistLeninist theory on this crucial
issue, Comrade Stalidealt a crushing blow to the Trotskyist
and Bukharin capitulators and alarmists, armed our people with
an unshakable confidence in the victory of socialism.

Touching upon the issue of external contradictions,
contradictions between the country of sosiai and the
capitalist environment, Comrade Stalin pointed out that these
contradictionsficonsist in the fact that, as long as there is a
capitalist environment, there must be a danger of intervention
from the capitalist countries, and while there is suckarger,
there must be the@® the danger of restoration, the danger of
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restoring the capitalist system in our courti.V. Stalin,
Soch., Vol. 7, p. 118).

Comrade Stalin noted thafa complete guarantee against
intervention, and therefore the final tocy of socialism, is
possible, therefore, only on an international scale, only as a
result of the joint efforts of the proletarians of several
countries, ad even betteéd only as a result of the victory of
the proletarians of several countdeglbid.).

The danger of capitalist intervention disappears only after the
destruction of imperialism, after the victory of the proletarian
revolution in the decisive capitalist countries.

Thus, JV. Stalin showed that there is a significddifference
between interal and external contradictions, emphasized that
the identification of internal and external contradictions leads
to a departure from Leninism, to a betrayal of Leninism.

fiWhoever confuses the first group of contradictions,
completely overcome by the efferbf one country, with the
second group of contradictions, which require the efforts of the
proletarians of several countries to resolve them, makes a grave
mistake against Leninism, either confusion or an incorrigible
opportunist) comrade Stalin saidlbid., P. 119).

The relationship between internal and external contradictions is
determined primarily and primarily by the internal laws of
development.

The USSR has existed for 35 yeddser the years, the
capitalist world has tried to exert military, ewmic and
political pressure on our country in order to change the internal
process of development of socialist society, to turn our country
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into an appendage of the world capitalist econafowever,
all the machinations of the imperialists and their dhiagents
invariably ended in failure.

During the Patriotic War with Hitler Germany, fascist
interventionists inflicted enormous damage on the national
economy, and brought the Soviet people a lot of grief and
suffering.But nobody succeeded and will neveucceed in
changing the internal process of our cou@rgevelopment
towards communism.

The position of Comrade Stalin on the interaction of internal
and external contradictions has an important methodological
significance for all sciencemternal contadictions are basic,
leading.Internal contradictions are the source of development
of a given subject or phenomendxternal contradictions,
while not abolishing the general regularity of internal processes
of development in things, objects and phenomema at the
same time active factors influencing thexternal
contradictions can create new relationships of internal
conflicting forces depending on the type of development, on
the role, purpose and nature of external factors.

Antagonistic and non -antagonistic
contradictions

In the study of social life, two types of contradictions should be
distinguished antagonistic  and  neantagonisticThese
contradictions differ significantly from each other in nature.

Antagonistic contradictions are inherent in @cisty divided

into hostile classes, they are steadily growing and aggravating,

leading ultimately to an explosion, to revoluti@n the

contrary,  normantagonistic  contradictiortsithese  are
244



contradictions that are not behind hostile classes with
irreconclable class interest$herefore, if the main feature of
antagonistic contradictions is the need to violently resolve them
by revolution, by destroying the basis that generates these
contradictions, then neantagonistic contradictions do not
require thisway of resolving themrhey can be solved in other
ways and means.

The economic basis of antagonistic contradictions in society is
private ownership of the means of production and the
exploitation of man by man.

The main contradiction of capitsmd the contradiction
between labour and capitad is an  antagonistic
contradiction.This contradiction can only be resolved by
bringing the class struggle of the proletariat to a socialist
revolution.An armed uprising against the capitalists, the
seizureof state power by the proletariat, the establishment of
the dictatorship of the proletariat, the liquidation of the
bourgeoisie as a class, the building of socialissuch is the
way to resolve the antagonistic contradictions between the
proletariat and th bourgeoisieHaving taken power into their
own hands, the proletariat liquidates private ownership of the
means of production and the exploiting classes, thereby
destroying the source of all social antagonisms.

Describing the antagonistic contradictionsherent in
capitalism, and pointing out that capitalism is entangled in
these insoluble contradictions for him, Comrade Stalin says:

AThis means that capitalist production relations have ceased to

correspond to the state of the productive forces of soaied
have become in irreconcilable conflict with them.
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This means that capitalism is fraught with a revolution
designed to replace current capitalist property with the means
of production by socialist property.

This means that the most acute class steudgtween the
exploiters and the exploited is the maiattee of the capitalist
s y s t (8.yhStalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 597).

Another striking example of antagonistic contradictions is the
contradictions between the imperialist powers, fiestéd in

the struggle for raw materials and sales markets, in the struggle
for maximum profits.

As you know, the presence of this kind of antagonistic
contradictions between imperialist predators inevitably leads to
imperialist wars.

Comrade Stalin criticed the wrong positions of some
comrades in his program entitlié@he Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USS& who claimed that in connection with
the new international situation that had arisen after the Second
World War, wars between capitalist couies were no longer
inevitable.

Giving a deep analysis of the contradictions between Japan and
the United States of America, between West Germany and the
USA, between England, France and the USA/. Stalin
proved that one of the main contradictionsroperialism- the
contradiction between capitalist countriesremains valid
today.Considering the struggle for raw materials and sales
markets, the struggle for maximum profits between imperialist
predators the United States, on the one hand, and Exigtenal
France, on the othér J.V. Stalin concludes that sooner or later
these contradictions between capitalist countries will outgrow
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into a military conflict, forfcapitalist England, and after it
capitalist France, will eventually be forced to break afuthe
arms of the United States and enter into conflict with them in
order to secure an independent position and, of course, high
profits...o.

Considering the relations that developed after the Second
World War between the USA, England, France and other
victorious capitalist countries, on the one hand, and Japan and
West Germany, on the other, Comrade Stalin points out that it
would be a mistake to assume that Germany and Japan were
finally withdrawn from system.

... What guarantee is thebel.V. Stalin asks,fthat Germany
and Japan will not rise to their feet again, that they will not try
to break out of American bondage and live their own
independent lives think there are no such guarantees.

But it follows from this that the inevitability of warsetween
capitalist countries remains in force(JoV. Stalin, Economic
Problems of Socialism in the USSR, p. 35).

Summarizing the experience of history, Comrade Stalin teaches
that, despite the fact that theoretically the contradictions
between the capiiat countries and the Soviet Union are
stronger than between the various capitalist countries, in World
War I, fithe struggle of the capitalist countries for markets and
the desire to drown their competitors were practically stronger,
than the contradiatns between the camp of capitalism and the
camp of socialisn@.(J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR, p. 35).

This is because JV Stalin points offfiystly, that a war with
the USSR, as a country of socialism, is more dangerous for
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captalism than a war between capitalist countries, for if a war
between capitalist countries raises the question of the
predominance of suéheither capitalist countries over other
capitalist countries, then war with the USSR must necessarily
raise the questioof the existence of capitalism itsédecause,
secondly, the capitalists, although making noise about
fiaggressivenes®of the Soviet Union in order tipropaganda
themselves do not believe in its aggressiveness, since they take
into account the peaadfpolicy of the Soviet Union and know
that the Soviet Union itself will not attack the capitalist
countrie® . (Ibid., P. 34).

And if the imperialist states, led by the most predatory,
imperialist parties that history has known, attack the countries
of sacialism and democracy, then one cannot ignore the facts
of the pastoBut these facts indicate that as a result of the First
World War, Russia fell away from the capitalism system, and
as a result of the Second World War, a number of countries of
Europe ad Asia fell away from the capitalism systefere is
every reason to believe that the third world war will cause the
collapse of the world capitalist systeniMalenkov, a summary
report XI X Party Congress on the work of the Cahtr
Committee of the CRS(B), p. 33).

Antagonistic contradictions also appear in the field of
ideology.Bourgeois ideology and socialist ideology are
irreconcilable Bourgeois ideology reflects the interests of a
small group of exploitersSocialist ideology expresses the
interests of hundreds of millions of working people.

Bourgeois ideology aims to preserve and perpetuate the

exploitation of man by man and the division of society into
exploiters and exploite&ocialist ideology is aimed at
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destroying the exploitation of man byan, at eliminating class
differences.

Bourgeois ideology seeks to preserve and strengthen the
modern exploiter systedncapitalism.Socialist ideology is
arming the working masses in the struggle for the abolition of
capitalism and the building of communmis

Bourgeois ideology is the ideology of bestial nationalism and
racial hatredSocialist ideolog§ the ideology of equality of
races and nationalities, the ideology of friendship of peoples.

Two opposing ideologies reflect two worlds, two syst@ms
the outéted system of capitalism and the steadily developing
and strengthening system of socialism.

In a class society, antagonistic contradictions exist in all areas
of public life - in economics, politics and ideologyhey find
their expression in the deploymteof a fierce class struggle.

V.I. Lenin repeatedly demanded to reveal all forms of
antagonism and exploitation under capitalism in order to help
the proletariat resolve them in a revolutionary way.

Antagonistic contradictions are inherent only in a dgcie
divided into exploiters and exploited.l. Lenin pointed out
that antagonism and contradiction cannot be equBtgubsing

the antiMarxist views of the enemy of the people of Bukharin,
Lenin said that antagonism and contradiction are not the same
thing, that under socialism the first disappears, the second
remains.

The struggle of opposites is the struggle between the
progressive and conservative sides of development, the
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struggle between the new and the old in the subject,
phenomenon, process, etdetstruggle between positive and
negative, between the nascent and the dying, the struggle is the
most varied, comprehensive and multifaceted, having various
forms and forms.

As a result of the struggle of opposing forces and tendencies,
the struggle of aagonistic classes, the struggle of various
ideas and worldviews, old soeezonomic relations are
destroyed, old ideas and concepts die off and new ones are
createdThe struggle of opposites, the struggle between the
new and the old, is the source, thevithg force of progressive
development in nature, society and thinking.

The law of the struggle of opposites, development through
contradictions is a universal law, which is valid under
socialismAt the Fifteenth Party Congress, Comrade Stalin
said: ... we have a past, we have a present and a future, we
have contradictions between them, and we cannot move
forward in the order of smooth rocking on the waves of
life. 0Our progress proceeds in the order of struggle, in the
order of development of contradms, in the order of
overcoming these contradictions, in the order of identifying
and eliminating these contradiction§).V. Stalin, Soch., Vol.

10, pp. 336331).

fAlways something dies in our lif8ut that which is dying
does not want to die simply,ub fights for its existence,
defends its obsolete cause.

Always something new is born in lifBut that which is born,

is born not just, but squeaks, screams, defending its right to
exist.
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The struggle between the old and the new, between the dying
and thenascent, is the basis of our developnigfibid., p.
331).

From the fact that antagonistic and rawtagonistic
contradictions exist in society, various ways to overcome them
follow. Overcoming antagonistic contradictions is possible
only by revolutionay destruction of the foundations of this
antagonismOn the contrary, overcoming n@mtagonistic
contradictions takes place on the basis of existing social orders
and serves as a means of further strengthening them.

The revolutionary nature of the Marxidialectical method is
manifested in the scientific materialistic approach to
discovering the main contradictions, in the ability to open them
and unwind, in the ability to find the correct ways to overcome
them.

The founders of Marxism teach that it istrenough to find
contradictions, we must strive to overcome them completely in
order to ensure the possibility of a steady forward movement of
society forward.

After the Great October Socialist Revolution, during the
transition to socialism, in the USSRetle were still internal
antagonistic contradictions between the working people and the
overthrown, but not yet liquidated bourgeoidibese
contradictions could only be resolved by suppressing and
liquidating the bourgeoisie in the city and in the cousitly.

Antagonistic contradictions in the Land of Soviets were
manifested and resolved under special conditions different
from the conditions of an exploiting societfy. for example,

under capitalism, antagonistic contradictions exist under the
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dominanceof the old over the new, then in the USSR the
dominant position belongs to the new, not the ©ltht is why

the overcoming of antagonistic contradictions in the USSR did
not occur by eliminating the foundations of the existing system,
as is the case underapitalism, but, on the contrary, by
strengthening and developing the foundations of socialisma.
destruction of the exploiting classes, including the liquidation
of the last exploiting classthe kulaks, was carried out in our
country not contrary toéhe policies of the Soviet government,
but, on the contrary, at the initiative of the Soviet government,
with the support from below from the broad masses of working
people.

The elimination of the kulaks as a class on the basis of
continuous collectivizatin destroyed within the country the
last sources of the restoration of capitalifacisive
conditions were created that were necessary for building a
socialist national economy.

Describing this new form of overcoming contradictions, a form
inherent only m the era of the construction of socialism,
Comrade Stalin notes thdiit was a profound revolutionary
revolution ..0, thatfithe peculiarity of this revolution was that it
was carried out from above, on the initiative of state power ,
with direct supporfrom below from the millions of peasants
fighting against the kulak bondage for a free collective farm
life.o (AHistory of the CPSUR). A Short Course, pp. 291
292).

Raising the Marxist dialectic to the highest level, enriching it
with the new experiencef socialist construction, Comrade
Stalin revealed the variety of ways to eliminate contradictions,
showed the direct dependence of these ways on the type of
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development, on the nature of the contradictions, on specific
historical conditions.

In Soviet saiety, along with antagonistic contradictions, new
contradictions, nofntagonistic in nature, were already
operating during the transition to socialism.

An example of this type of contradiction was the contradiction
between the proletariat and the peasaf/hy were these
contradictions nofantagonisticBecause, in addition to
contradictions, the proletariat and the peasantry had common
interests on the fundamental issues of social development,
which overlapped these contradictions and which were the
bass of the union of workers and peasants.

During the period of building socialism, a correct
understanding of the nature of various contradictions and the
ways to resolve them is of great political and practical
importancelt is known that the vile enemied socialism- the
Trotskyists put forward a countesvolutionary theory about
the antagonistic nature of the contradictions between the
proletariat and the peasantBxposing the counter
revolutionary fabrications of the Trotskyists, Comrade Stalin
pointed out that, in contrast to the contradictions between the
working class and the kulakism, which are steadily growing
and aggravated, up to the elimination of the kulak as a class,
the contradictions between the working class and the peasantry
are smoothd out andavourablyresolvedfias industrialization
grows, as the strength and influence of the proletariat in the
country growsfi(J.V.Stalin, Soch., Vol. 13, p. 20).

The overcoming of noantagonistic contradictions between
the working class and thee@santry was carried out in our
country not by violence, but by-education, by breaking old
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traditions, by convincing the peasants of the advantages of the
collective farm systeniThe working class, under the leadership
of the Communist Party, providedl econditions for the
voluntary transition of the peasants to a new, socialist path, and
helped the working masses of the village make this transition.

One of the norantagonistic contradictions during the transition
from capitalism to socialism was thentradiction between the
most advanced sociatate system of our Motherland and the
backward technology that existed in the country in the first
years of Soviet power.

To resolve this contradiction, the Bolshevik Party, guided by
the instructions of ComradStalin, set the Soviet people the
task of catching up and overtaking the technically developed
capitalist countries and thereby giving the advanced, socialist
system advanced technologynd this task was completed in
the shortest possible historicalrtes.

However, the introduction of advanced technology, the
socialist industrialization of our country took place in a fierce
class struggle with internal and external enen$esin this
period norantagonistic contradictions were still closely
intertwinedwith antagonistic contradictions.

During the construction of socialism, a new contradiction
arose, which was expressed in the lag of spedisant
economy from socialist industrindustry, developing
according to the laws of expanded socialist reprodogctio
moved forward by leaps and boundgriculture more and
more lagged behind industry, for smp#asant farming is
unable to develop according to the laws of expanded
reproductionlt does not always have the ability to carry out
even simple reproduction
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Describing this contradiction that arose in the process of the
socialist transformation of our country, in the process of the
struggle between the new and the old, Comrade Stalin in 1929
pointed out:fls it possible to move our socialized industry at
an accelerated pace, having such an agricultural base as a
smallpeasant economy incapable of expanded reproduction
and also representing a predominant force in our national
economy?No you can notls it possible for a more or less long
period of time to bas Soviet power and socialist construction
on two different foundatio@s on the basis of the largest and
most united socialist industry and on the basis of the most
fragmented and backward smatlale peasant economiy®

you can nad. (J.V.Stalin, Soch., Mo12, p. 145).

Guided by the wise instructions of Comrade Stalin, our party
and the Soviet people have successfully overcome this
contradictionThe Communist Party outlined the socialist path
of development of the countryside the path that led to the
unification of small peasant farms into large collective farms,
armed with advanced agricultural machinery and science,
which turned the working peasants into active participants in
the construction of socialisBy correctly determining the
nature of the antradictions and putting forward the correct
methods of overcoming them, the Communist Party
implemented the Leninis$talinist policy of industrializing the
country and collectivizing agriculture.

Non-antagonistic contradictions are inherent in the digtia
social system, which are overcome not by force, but by the
gradual withering away of elements of the old qualityey do

not lead to explosions, but are resolved in the process of
systematic organizational activity of the working people under
the lealership of the Soviet socialist state and the Communist
Party.
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The socialist mode of production, as shown by Comrade Stalin,
is characterized by a complete correspondence between
productive forces and production relations, for the social
character of the mpduction process is reinforced by public
ownership of the means of productidine relations of people

to each other in the production process in a socialist society are
not relations of antagonism, but solidarity, not hostility, but
comradely cooperation

However, this does not exclude the presence of- non
antagonistic contradictions between the productive forces and
production relations, because the development of production
relations lags behind and will lag behind the development of
the productive force of societyFor example, in Soviet
socialist society, collective farm property and commodity
circulation are successfully used to develop a socialist society
and bring undoubted benefit to socidtyey will be beneficial

in the near futuredBut it would be unforgivable blindness,
says Comrade Staliifinot to see that these phenomena, at the
same time, are already beginning to slow down the powerful
development of our productive forces, since they create
obstacles to the full coverage of the entire aral economy,
especially agriculture, by state plannifipere can be no doubt
that the furthethe more these phenomena will slow down the
further growth of the productive forces of our
country.Consequently, the task is to eliminate these
contradictions by gradually transforming collective farm
property into public property and introducing product
exchangd also in the order of gradualnéssstead of
commodity circulation.ii(J.V. Stalin, Economic Problems of
Socialism in the USSR, p. 68).

Consequently, cdradictions between productive forces and
production relations exist in a socialist socidtlye productive
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forces of society are the most mobile and revolutionary forces
of productionThey go ahead of the manufacturing
relationshipProduction relationsonly after some time are
transformed in relation to the nature of productive fortes
position is true both for the development of classagonistic
formations, and for the development of socialist society.

However, in the clasantagonistic formatiasy the
contradictions between the productive forces and production
relations, due to the existence of obsolete classes, inevitably
turn into the opposite in their development and are resolved by
explosions, i.e., revolutiony a socialist society, althgh it

has inert forces that do not understand the need for changes in
production relations, it usually does not go to the conflict
between production relations and productive forces, because
socialist society has the opportunity to bring lagging
productionrelations in a timely manner in accordance with the
nature of productive force$his is possible because in a
socialist society there are no obsolete classes capable of
organizing resistance, because the Communist Party and the
Soviet government, pursigrthe correct policy,

In modern Soviet society there are no antagonistic classes and,
therefore, there is no class struggle between tbhanfeature

of modern Soviet society,says Comrade Stalirfiunlike any
capitalist society, is that it no longer hadagonistic, hostile
classes, the exploiting classes are liquidated, and the workers,
peasants and intelligentsia that make up Soviet society live and
work on the basis of friendly cooperatiof.V. Stalin,
Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 628tead ofthe struggle of
classes, which is the main driving force behind the
development of any antagonistic society, in Soviet society
there is a community of the working class and the
peasantryThe driving forces of the development of Soviet
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society were the mat and political unity of the Soviet people,
the friendship of peoples and Soviet patriotism.

However, the Soviet people in their struggle for a gradual
transition from socialism to communism have to wage war
against bourgeois intelligence agents who aiadsent to our
country, to wage war against the uninhabited party of the
remnants of various groups hostile to the Soviet pedpie.
Soviet people also have to fight against ideologically unstable
people infected with nationalist prejudices, againstrdreaof
bourgeois views and bourgeois morality, against careerists and
degenerates, against plunderers of socialist property, and
against various remnants of capitalism in the minds of some
people.Therefore, constant and high political vigilance is the
quality that all Soviet people need.

V. I. Lenin said thafiour task is to overcome all the resistance
of the capitalists, not only military and political, but also
ideological, the deepest and most powedf(\..l. Lenin, Soch.,
Vol. 31, ed. 4, p. 345)The remnants of such ideological
resistance of capitalism in our country are vestiges of
capitalism in the minds of people.

A socialist society has emerged from a capitalist society,
therefore, in this society there cannot be no traces, remnants,
remnants ofan old, capitalist society.hat is why under
socialism there are contradictions between the new, socialist
principles, deeds, ideas, tasks and remnants of capitalism in the
minds of peopleHence the historical need to destroy the
birthmarks of capitali®, the consistent struggle against various
kinds of bourgeois influences, bourgeois cosmopolitanism,
nationalism, etc.

258



Aln our Soviet society, said G. M. Malenkov at the XIX
Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Uniiimgre

is not and cannot ba class basis for the rule of bourgeois
ideology.We are dominated by socialist ideology, the
unbreakable foundation of which is Marxidraninism.But we

still have the remnants of bourgeois ideology, survivals of
private ownership psychology and moralithese survivals do

not die off on their own, they are very tenacious, they can grow
and a decisive struggle must be waged against tAamare

also not immune from the penetration of alien views, ideas and
moods from the outside by us, from the side & tlapitalist
states, and from the inside, from the side of the remnants of the
groups not hostile to the Soviet Unidife must not forget that

the enemies of the Soviet state are trying to spread, heat up and
inflate all sorts of unhealthy moad@Malenkoy a summary
report XI X Party Congress on the work of the Central
Committee of the CPSU (b), p. 94).

The struggle against the remnants of capitalism in the minds of
people, wherever and wherever they appear, is the most
important task of all party and Sev organizations, for the
struggle against the remnants of capitalism in the minds of
people is a struggle against the influence of bourgeois ideology
on Soviet people, there is a struggle for complete triumph and
the victory of socialist ideology over bageois ideology is a
struggle for communism.

The Great Communist Party, the Soviet state are the leading
and guiding force in the struggle of the Soviet people with all
the survivals and remnants of the dlthe Communist Party of

the Soviet Union, the Set state actively contribute to the
growth of the new and its victory, contribute to the rapid
destuction of the old, reactionary.

259



Criticism and self -criticism as a form of
overcoming non -antagonistic contradictions

As a result of the victory of socialn in the USSR, new
dialectical laws of the development of Soviet society arose,
laws inherent only in the socialist so@oonomic
formation.These patterns were first theoretically generalized in
the writings of Comrade Stalin.

Comrade Stalin discoveresl new dialectical regularity in the
development of Soviet society, the driving force of progressive
development from lower to higher in the conditions of
socialism and communigincriticism and sekcriticism.

In the articlefiAgainst theVulgarization of theSlogan of Self-
Criticismo, Comrade Stalin wrote thdéithe beginning of self
criticism dates back to the beginning of the emergence of
Bolshevism in our country, to the very first days of its
inception, as a special revolutionary trend in tladour
movemat.0 (J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 11, p. 12'Hrom the very
nature of the Communist Party, its revolutionary spirit, its
ultimate goals, ways and means of struggle, its intransigence
towards all conservatism, routine, inertia, stagnation, the
partyGs attituge to criticism and selriticism - this invincible

and constantly operating weapon in the arsenal of Bolshevism.

Rightwing socialist parties in the West, calling themselves
fiworker® and fisocialisb, are in fact bourgeois partieBhe
bourgeois nature ofthese partiegsthe Labour Party in
England, the Socialist Party in France and otherscludes the
possibility of applying the method that is characteristic of
genuine workers parti@sthe method of revolutionary criticism
and seHcriticism. Therefore, in hese parties there is no and
cannot be criticism and sadfiticism. Criticism and seH
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criticism from below is a phenomenon alien to these parties,
because they, being bourgeois agents inagheurmovement,
seek to hide their bourgeois views and obstheetrue nature

of their international and domestic polici&ich parties are in
fact defenders of the interests of monopoly capital and the
interests of imperialist§ here, criticism and setriticism are
severely persecuted and banish&ay attempton the part of
rank-andfile members of thd.abour Party in England or the
socialist party in France to criticize the domestic and foreign
policies pursued by the leaders of this party is thwarted by the
latter, and those who criticize are expelled frosrénksThe
bourgeoisie and bourgeois parties, comrade Stalin points out,
do not tolerate criticism and sadfiticism, hide the truth from
rank-andfile party members, from the people, becadigey
should allow some serious selfiticism, some free dicism of

their own shortcomings so that there is no stone left on the
stone from the bourgeois systén@J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 7, p.
122).

The Communist Party, brought up by Lenin and Stalin, is the
most advanced, revolutionary party in the woiflbe
Communist Party is the advanced detachment of working
people in their struggle for the strengthening and development
of a socialist society, for the building of
communismTherefore, criticism and setfriticism, the ability

to reveal and decisively cortecmnds shortcomings and
mistakes in the interests of a victorious revolutionary struggle
and the successful building of communism, is one of the main
features of the Leninism methddomrade Stalin teaches that
fithe slogan of sel€riticism is the basisfoour party action, a
means of strengthening the proletarian dictatorship, the soul of
the Bolshevik method of educating cadod€d.V. Stalin, Soch.,
Vol. 11, p. 114).
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In the articlefiAgainst the vulgarization of the slogan of self
criticismo, Comrade Sta noted that seltriticism aims to
develop party spirit, strengthen the Soviet power and improve
the cause of socialist construction, educate staff and strengthen
labour discipline.Criticism and sekcriticism lead to the
disclosure of negative phenona omissions, shortcomings, to
the discovery of the outdated, all that inhibits the progressive
movement of Soviet society.

Comrade Stalin teaches us to strictly distinguish revolutionary
selfcriticism from alien and hostile criticisfVhile
revolutionay criticism aims at instilling party spirit,
consolidating the cause of socialism, educating cadres in the
spirit of the great ideas of communism, enemy criticism aims
to undermine party spirit, debunk Soviet power, weaken the
great cause of the strugglerfcommunism, and ideologically
disarm the cadres of the builders of communism.

In a letter to Shatunovsky, Comrade Stalin wrdi€riticize,
please, but criticize from the point of view of Lenin, and only
from this point of view, if you want your critiois to be
productiveo (J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol. 13, p. 18).

In his letter to Demian Poor, Comrade Stalin, using the
example of some works of Demian Poor, shows what the
oblivion of the MarxistLeninist principles of criticism leads
to. Demyan Poor forgot aidid not understand the requirements
of Bolshevik criticism and seffriticism and failed to use this
sharp weapon to strengthen Soviet power.

Comrade Stalin reveals the reason for this phenomemon:
criticism of the shortcomings of the life and life thie USSR,
criticism mandatory and necessary, developed by you at the
beginning quite aptly andskilfully, carried you beyond
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measure and, enthralling you, began to grow into slander in the
USSR in your works, on his past, on his presdiitid.,p. 24).

Comrade Stalin points out to Demyan Poor that he did not
understand the great feeling of revolutionary national pride of
the Russian workers and in some of his works he went astray
on the path of indiscriminate harassment of the entire historical
past of te Russian peoplélaving severely condemned these
anti-patriotic moments in the work of Demyan Bedny, comrade
Stalin pointed out thafiapart from reactionary Russia, there
was also revolutionary Russia, Russia of the Radishchevs and
Chernyshevsky, Zhelyake and Ulyanovs, Khalturins and
AlekseevsAll this instills (it cannot but inspire!) In the hearts

of Russian workers a sense of revolutionary national pride,
capable of moving mountains, capable of performing
miracleso (Ibid., P. 25).

Drawing a radicalistinction between revolutionary criticism
and selfcriticism, on the one hand, and criticism of alien and
hostile criticisms and sedfriticisms of various perversions, on
the other, Comrade Stalin gave a deep justification for the
fruitful role of criticism and seltriticism in the development

of socialist society.

Comrade Stalin teaches thafiithout noticing and not
revealing openly and honestly, as befits the Bolsheviks, the
shortcomings and errors in our work, we are closing our way
forward.Well, and we,fisays Comrade Stalihwant to move
forward. N And precisely because we want to move forward,
we must set honest and revolutionary -seificism as one of
our most important task®Vithout this, there is no forward
movementWithout this, there iso developmend.(J.V. Stalin,
Soch., Vol. 10, p. 331).
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This deeply fruitful role of criticism and setfiticism stems
from the fact that under socialism, criticism and -seificism

are a form of resolving the contradictions between the new and
the old Although criticism and selfriticism arose in the
Communist Party under capitalism, here it served the class
struggle, since only the class struggle under capitalism is a
means of resolving the contradictions of societyder the
conditions of victorias socialism, criticism and sedfiticism

for the first time become a means of resolving the
contradictions of social developmeiihe significance of the
provisions of Comrade Stalin on criticism and sgificism as

a driving force in the development our society and as a new
dialectical regularity for Marxiskeninist philosophy was
shown by A.AZhdanov in a speech at a philosophical
discussionoln our Soviet society, he said; where the
antagonistic classes are eliminated, the struggle between t
old and the new and, consequently, the development from the
lowest to the highest takes place not in the form of the struggle
of antagonistic classes and cataclysms, as is the case under
capitalism, but in the form of criticism and seliticism,
which is the real driving force of our development powerful
tool in the hands of the partyhis, of course, is a new kind of
movement, a new type of development, a new dialectical
regularityd (A.A. Zhdanov, Speech at the discussion on the
book of G. F. Alexairov, fiHistory of Western European
Philosophy, 1952, p. 40).

Criticism and sekcriticism instil in a Soviet person a socialist
attitude to their duties, reinforces a sense of responsibility
towardsthe party, state and people for the assigned area of
activity. Criticism and selcriticism develop the initiative of
the builders of a communist society and increase vigilance with
regard to phenomena alien and hostile to Soviet society in
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theory and pactice;She brings up high principles and
partisanship in solving all issues.

The 19th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
attached great importance to criticism and-saticism, as the
new Party Charter vividly testifies, in which teection on the
duties of a member of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union says that a party member médevelop sekcriticism

and criticism from below, identify deficiencies in work and
strive to eliminate them, fight against ceremonial voeling
and rapture with success in workhe criticism clamp is a
grave evil.The one who suppresses criticism, replaces it with
parade and praise, cannot be in the party raifi€harter of

the Communist Party of the Soviet Uripp. 5).

In the report of G.M. Mankov at the 19th Party Congress,
special attention was paid to the development oféltism
and criticism from below.

fiCriticism and selcriticism0 said G. M. Malenkovfare the
partys tried and tested weapon in the fight against
shortcomings, miskes, and painful phenomena that
undermine the parfg healthy bodyCriticism and seH
criticism do not weaken, but strengthen the Soviet state, the
Soviet social system, and this is a sign of its strength and
vitality.0 (G. Malenkov, Report to tHEthParty Congress on

the work of the Central Committee of the CPSU (B.), P. 85).

ComradeVialenkov especially emphasized the importance of
developing seltriticism and criticism from below at the
present time, pointed out the need to wage a merciless struggle
as against the worst enemies of the party, with those who
impede the development of criticism of our shortcomings,
suppress criticism, allow prosecution and persecution of
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criticism. There are still many workers in the party who have,
under the influenceof our successes, created a mood of
complacency, ceremonial wdleing and  philistine
complacency, who rested on their laurels and live on the merits
of the pastoWe can do everythingy fiwe dor@ care about
anything, fiwe supposedly have nothing to tréeitourselves
with so little enjoyment, as revealing shortcomingtese
people arguelo defeat these harmful moods, to deploy-self
criticism and criticism from below is the most important task
for today.

Criticism and sekcriticism is a powerful meand developing
creative initiative and thdabour advance of the working
masses, a hecessary condition for the fruitful development of
Soviet scienceComrade Stalin, teaches thato science can
develop and succeed without a struggle of opinions, without
freedom of criticisma (J.V. Stalin, Marxism and questions of
linguistics, p. 31).

An outstanding example of scientific criticism is the work of
Comrade Staliss fiEconomic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR andfiMarxism and Linguistic®.In his workfiMarxism

and the Questions of LinguistizsComrade Stalin points out
that one of the decisive reasons for the stagnation in linguistics
was the Arakcheev regime established by the Marrowites, the
absence of any scientific criticism and saiticism; o... in the
organs of linguistics, both in theentreand in the republics,
writes Comrade Stalinfia regime prevailed that was not
characteristic of science and the people of scierioe.
slightest criticism of the state of affairs in Soviet linguistics,
even the rost timid attempts to criticize the -salled finew
doctrined in linguistics, were persecuted and suppressed by the
leading circles of linguisticé(Ibid.). The elimination of this
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abnormal situation was a paramount condition for the further
development oBoviet linguistics.

The brilliant works of Comrade StaésmiiMarxism and the
Problems ofLinguistic® and fiThe Eonomic Problems of
Socialism in the USSRkplayed a historical role in that they
provided a model for the education of Soviet scientists in the
spirit of a creative attitude to science, in the spirit of scientific
criticism and selcriticism.

The Communist Party, its leader Comrade Stalin, teaches that
without criticism and sel€riticism it is impossible to move
forward in any branch of econoenand cultural activityThis

is the meaning of criticism and selfiticism as the dialectical
regularity of the development of Soviet society, as a new form
of overcoming contradictions, a form of struggle between the
new and the old.

The struggle betwee n form and content

One of the varieties of the struggle of opposites, the
manifestation and expression of the universality of this law of
dialectics is the struggle between content and form.

All objects, phenomena, processes have content and
form. There & no and cannot be a thing, object, phenomenon in
nature or social life, which would not have a form and

contentNo matter what objects and phenomena we take,
everywhere we will somehow encounter their content and
form.

A specific, historically establiskdeform always corresponds to
a specific concrete contefthere is no content at all, but there
is a specific content of these objects, given phenomena, given
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processes, etc. There is no form at all, but there is a concrete
form of this specific contenthe form is purely typical of each
content.The newly emerged content is sometimes temporarily
clothed in the old form, but sooner or later the new content
creates for itself a new form.

Emphasizing the unity that exists between form and content,
dialecticd materialism, however, does not thereby place an
equal sign between themarxist dialectics speaks of the
primacy of content in relation to forro... In the development
process) comrade Stalin writes iftAnarchism or Socialisnt?
fiContent precedes formform lags behind content(J.V.
Stalin, Soch., Vol. 1, p. 3177 change in an object or
phenomenon always begins with a change, the development of
contentAs content changes, so does fofonsequently, in
the contradictory interaction between comtemd form, the
leading role remains with the content, and not with the form.

The dialecticaimaterialistic solution to the question of the
primacy of content over form, of the active role of form is of
great importance for the study of natural and sqai@nomena
and the impact on them.

The works of the classics of Marxisbeninism contain
numerous examples showing how to solve, in a concrete
historical situation, the most difficult issues of the life and
struggle of the working class and its party, talelctically
operate with categories of form and content, emphasizing the
central importance of conter8o, for example, at the Sixth
Party Congress, Comrade Stalin, justifying the need for a
temporary removal of the slog@All power to the Soviet&lin
connection with the transition of the Soviets, led by the
Mensheviks and Socialiftevolutionaries, to the camp of the
bourgeoisie, he emphasized that, despite the facfiBwtiets
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are the most appropriate form of organizing the struggle of the
working class for poweg this slogan should be removed at the
moment, sincdi the slogan is determined not by the form of
organization of the revolutionary institution, but by the content
that makes up the flesh and blood of this instituG@hV.
Stalin, Soch., ®l. 3, p. 178).

Explaining his idea, Comrade Stalin said that the Bolsheviks
should first of allfindicate the class content, should strive to
ensure that the masses also distinguish between form and
contentd The question of forms, no matter how importént
may be, should never overshadow the main quesfiwhat
class should the power pass into the handg(ibid., p. 181)

Warning in 1933 about the danger of using collective farms by
enemy elements, Comrade Stalin again emphasized the
decisive role othe content, the dependence of the form on one
or another contentBoth collective farms and the Soviets,
said Comrade Stalirijare the greatest gains of our revolution,
the greatest gains of the working claBst collective farms

and Soviets represemnly a form of organization, though
socialist, but still a form of organizatioti.all depends on what
content will be poured into this form(J.V. Stalin, Soch., Vol.
13, p. 226).

Comrade Stalin noted that collective farms, as a socialist form
of organking the economy, can show the wonders of economic
construction if genuine revolutionaries are at their head, and
communists are at their heagkhd, on the contrary, collective
farms can turn into a cover for any kind of counter
revolutionary acts for a dain period if antiSoviet elements
are run on the collective farms.
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Noting the primacy of content over form, dialectical
materialism at the same time emphasizes the inverse effect of
form on content.

Having arisen, a form can acquire and, as a rule, i@squ
relative independence in its development, which in turn allows
it to influence the development of content.

Since the form is active, influencing the development of
content, then, therefore, for Marxidteninists the question of
the various forms anthe nature of their development is very
significant.

In his work, The Childret®s Disease ofiLeftismo in
Communism, Lenin gave a vivid example of how to
dialectically approach the question of the forms of struggle of
the working class.

Lenin pointed out tht the leadex of the Second International

0 Kautsky, Otto Bauer, and others, being metaphysicians,
rested on recognizing only the old forms of thebour
movement and did not notice that the old forms were filled
with new, antiproletarian, reactionary ctant.On the other
hand, theflefto doctrines rested on the unconditional denial of
the old forms, not seeing that the new content is pushing its
way through all and all forms.

Lenin taught that the revolutionary class must master all forms
of social activty, must be prepared for the quickest and most
decisive change of one form of struggle to anothkee duty of

all communists is to master all forms of struggle that contribute
to the victory of the proletarian revolutions, learn to
supplement one form #i another as quickly as possible,
replace one another, adapt their tactics to any change of forms
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determined by the objective conditions of the struggle of the
working masses against imperialisAt.the same time, Lenin
emphasized that the Communiétewe such a solid, so strong,
so powerful content of work (for the Soviet power, for the
dictatorship of the proletariat) that it can and must manifest
itself in any form, both new and old, can and must be reborn, to
conquer, subjugate all forms to hirffs@ot only new, but also
old,d notto(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 31, ed. 4, p. 83).

In the works of Lenin and Stalin, the dialectical unity of
content and form, the priority of content, the active role of
form in the development of social life are scientifigall
substantiatedzorm can actively contribute to content
developmentThen we talk about a certain correspondence of
content and formForm may lag behind content to retard its
developmentln such cases: the form does not correspond to
the content, becorse a brake in its developmeifthis
discrepancy between form and content must inevitably lead to
conflict in the creation of a new form corresponding to the new
content.

When, in what cases and what kind of conflict occurs between
form and content?

In preMarxist philosophy, including Hedl it was usually a
question of a conflict between form and content in gen€la.
philosophers of the pielarxian period did not understand that

it was necessary to consider a certain form and a certain
content.In fact we see that the grown content overtakes the
old form and the form lags behind the contditerefore fithe
conflict does not exist between content and form in general, but
between the old form and new contert(Stalin).
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In preMarxist philosophical iterature, the conflict between
form and content was resolved by reconciling the
contradictions between them, while dialectical materialism
proved that the conflict between form and content is solved by
the struggle between the old form and new conteat,iththe
process of development there isfigesetting of the form,
alteration of the contea{Lenin).

Comrade Stalin further developed Marxist theory on the
guestion of the possibility of complete correspondence between
form and contentf the contents advanced, progressive, and

if the form correctly expresses this specific content and in its
development changes with it and accordingly, then such a form
can fully correspond to its contedt. striking example
illustrating this situation is the completeorrespondence
between the productive forces content- and production
relations- form - in the USSRThe form is fully consistent
with its contentMoreover, the dialectic of the interaction
between socialist productive forces and production relat®ns i
such that the fordh production relationsis a factor
contributing to the development of coni@rgroductive forces,

i.e., the form

However, this does not mean that férmthe production
relations of a socialist sociétycan never and in no way lag
behind tle development of its conténthe productive forces.

In his work fiThe Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR, Comrade Stalin critised the metaphysical distortion
of the Marxist formula about the full correspondence of
production relations to the na&u of productive forces and
showed how this formula should be dialectically understood.
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Content defines the fornConten® productive forces are the
most mobile and revolutionary element of
production.Contend productive forces go ahead of production
relaton® forms and under socialistRormd production
relations after only some time is transformed with respect to
the nature of the productive foréeshe contentSuch is the
dialectic of the interaction between productive forces and
production relations undsocialism.

It is necessary to dwell on one more, and very important,
feature of the relationship between form and content in a
socialist society.

Unlike a society divided into hostile classes, in which the
transition from the old quality to the new takdage through

an explosion, under socialism, as Comrade Stalin showed,
other laws applyHere, coups are not carried out by explosions,
that is, not by overthrowing the existing power and creating a
new power, but by a gradual transition from the old to the
new.And if in society, says Comrade Stalin, divided into
hostile classes, the old form is completely and forcibly
destroyed and replaced by a new form corresponding to the
new content, then in the conditions of the development of a
socialist society in Wwich there are no hostile classes, the
transition from one qualitative state to another takes place
gradually.And the old is not simplyxancelledoutright, as is

the case in a clasmtagonistic societyjgut changes its nature

in relation to the new, retang only its form.The new does

not just destroy the old, but penetrates the old, changes its
nature, its functions, not breaking its form, but usingd-at.
example, a state bank created by a capitalist state, after the
seizure of power by the proletariand its nationalization,
losing its old functions and acquiring new ones, retained the
old form used by the socialist system.
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The situation is the same with goods and money in a socialist
society.

Under socialism, the means of production are not gabesy;
have lost the properties of goods and retained only the outer
shell of goodsOnly in the field of foreign trade are means of
production both in form and in content are goods.

Under socialism, money also lost its old functions and acquired
new ones,etaining only the old form used by socialist society.

So the old economic categories, their form, are used in a
socialist society.

Such are the diverse dialectical relationships between form and
content, known and used in the struggle for socialism and
communism.

The importance of the dialectical doctrine of
the struggle of opposites for the practical
activities of the communist parties

Comrade Staliés brilliant work, On Dialectical and Historical
Materialism, is a remarkable example of a combinatiorhef t
general theoretical principles of dialectical and historical
materialism and revolutionary practical conclusions from these
principles.In classical definitions of the main features of the
Marxist dialectical method, in particular the law of
developmenthrough the struggle of opposites, Comrade Stalin
reveals the internal connection between the theoretical
principles of MarxisrLeninism and the practical tasks facing
the Communist Party, the working class and all progressive
humanity.
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Alf development) writes Comrade Stalifioccurs in the order

of disclosing internal contradictions, in the order of clashes of
opposing forces on the basis of these contradictions in order to
overcome these contradictions, then it is clear that the class
struggle of the mletariat is a completely natural and inevitable
phenomenon.

Therefore, it is not necessary to gloss over the contradictions of
the capitalist system, but to open them and unwind them, not to
extinguish the class struggle, but to bring it to the end.

So, n order not to be mistaken: in politics, an irreconcilable
class proletarian policy must be pursued, and not a reformist
policy of harmony of the interests of the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie, and not a compromising policyfimfcorporatin®
capitalisminto socialisno (J.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism,
1952, p. 580).

The history of the development of the revolutionary movement
of the proletariat, the history of the struggle of the Communist
Party for the overthrow of capitalism, the establishmenhef t
dictatorship of the proletariat and the construction of socialism
provide numerous examples that show the enormous practical
significance of the dialectical law of the struggle of opposites
in public life.

V.l. Lenin andJ.V. Stalin, practically applyig the law of the
struggle of opposites, revealed the essence of the most
contradictory social phenomena, the most complex concrete
historical situations and always, found the only correct and
consistently revolutionary solution.

Lenin and ). Stalin, pratically applying this universal and
deepest law of Marxist dialectics, established that in the

275



struggle of two opposite, antagonistic clagsése proletariat
and the bourgeoisiethe most dangerous is the compromising
policy of reformists and opportunister the line of agreement
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie The line of
reformism, in whatever form it appears, open or hidden, is the
line of betrayal: of interests, of the working class, is the line of
defenceand preservation of the capitalsststem.

Comrade Stalin teaches that without the defeat of the
compromising parties acting in the ranks of the working class
and pushing the backward layers of the working class into the
arms of the bourgeoisie, it is impossible, the victory of the
proletaian revolution, the building of socialism.

The party of the working class cannot fulfill the role of

organizer and leader of the proletarian revolution, the role of
builder of a new, socialist society without an implacable
struggle againsbpportunistswith various capitulation groups

in their ranks, without the liquidation of these groups.

The history of the development of the Communist Party of the
USSR, the history of the development of the communist parties
of the countries of people democracy shoed that various
opportunist groups within the party, fighting the Marxist
Leninist principles of the party, fighting the party, ended up the
same as the representatives of the gatiyrgeois parties, and
became spies, wreckers, Kkillers, saboteurs, tgmitor the
motherland.

This happened with the Mensheviks, Sociglstvolutionaries,
Trotskyists, Bukharinites, bourgeois nationalists in our country.

These vile traitors and traitors were waiting for a military
attack on the Soviet Union in order to strike Soviet state in
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the backHaving defeated the  TrotskyiBukharin
underground, the party thereby promptly destroyed any
possibility of the appearance of thi#ifth columno in the
USSR.0The unity of the party ranksG.M. Malenkov pointed
out in a repda at the XIX Congresgjwas a decisive condition
for the victory of the Soviepeople in the Great Patriotic
War 0 (G. Malenkov, Report to tHEOthParty Congress on the
work of the Central Committee of the CPSU (B.), P. 81).

The gang of TiteRankovicin Yugoslavia came to fascism and
bloody crimes against the Yugoslav people and the freedom
loving peoples of other countrieBhe vile groups of traitors of
the working class in the communist parties of Bulgaria,
Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Poland and otherntoes have
slipped into the vile role of agents of American and British
intelligence.

The betrayal of theifo clique, the processes of RaKostov,
Slansky and other despicable lackeys of imperialism show that
the Trotskyist, bourgeoisationalist and ther enemy elements
that have made their way into the communist parties are now
espionage and sabotage agents of the AmeBcaish
imperialists.

The experience of the communist and workers parties of all
countries teaches that an implacable class midet policy, a
merciless struggle against reformism and opportunism, and
every possible increase in vigilance in their ranks are the law of
the development of the revolutionary movemé&tithout the
ability to recognize and neutralize the agents of ingtism, no
matter what flag they use, without revolutionary vigilance,
without the development of criticism and sefiticism, a
struggle for peace, democracy and socialism cannot be waged.
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The great law of Marxist dialectics, which speaks of the
struggleof opposites, of overcoming contradictions, skillfully
applied in practical activities, serves the Communist Parties of
all countries as the sharpest weapon in their struggle against the
bourgeoisie and its agents.

If the Marxist dialectic method teachesat the source and
driving force of progressive development is the struggle
between the new and the old, then from this theoretical position
of Marxist dialectics the most important practical conclusion
follows that the struggle between the new and thasotthe of

the manysided forms of manifestation of the struggle of
opposites, that the struggle between new and old ultimately
leads to the victory of the new over the dltierefore, in order

not to make a mistake in politics and science, it is necessary
focus on the new, progressive, on growing and developing,
albeit still not having a large share in lifeis necessary to
evaluate the present from the point of view of its future
development, for flonly what arises and develops is
irresistibleo (J.V. Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. 576).

The MarxistLeninist doctrine of development as a struggle of
opposites ideologically equips the working and exploited
people of the whole world, illuminates for hundreds of millions
of people the path to ldration from capitalist slavery, the path
to the triumph of democracy for the people, the triumph of
socialism, and the establishment of peace between nations.

Masterfully mastering the powerful weapon of knowledge and
the transformation of realify Marxist dialectics, constantly
honing this weapon, the Communist Party triumphantly leads
the Soviet people to communisithe Communist Party
educates Soviet people in the spiritvajour and confidence in
the victory of communism, and educates Soviet peoplleein
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readiness and ability to overcome any difficulties and obstacles
that stand in the way.

The 19th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
once again demonstrated to the whole world the most
characteristic feature of the payinternal site, the parii
internal lifed its unity, which was won in a fierce struggle
against the enemies of Leninisithe party owes the
unshakable unity of its ranks to the greatest geniuses of
humanity, Lenin and Stalin.

G.M. Malenkov at the mourning rally on k& 9, 1953 on
Red Square on the day of the funeral of Joseph Vissarionovich
Stalin, said:

fiLenin and Stalin created and tempered our party as the great
transforming power of societComrade Stalin has taught his
whole life that there is nothing above trenk of member of

the Communist Partyn a bitter struggle with enemies,
comradeStalin defended the unity, solidity and unity of the
ranks of our party.

Our sacred duty is to continue to strengthen the great
Communist PartyThe strength and invincildiy of our party in

the unity and cohesion of its ranks,uaity of will and action,

in the ability of party members to merge their will with the will
and desires of the partyhe strength and invincibility of our
party lies in the inextricable link witthe massed he basis of

the unity of the party and the people is the unchanging service
of the party to the interests of the peopl&e must, as the apple

of our eye, preserve the unity of the party, further strengthen
the inextricable ties of the partyith the people, educate the
Communists and all working people in the spirit of high
political vigilance, in the spirit of intransigence and firmness in
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the struggle against internal and external enem{€&M.
Malenkov, Speech at a mourning rally on ttay of the funeral

of Joseph Stalin, State Political Publishing House, 1953, p. 10
11).
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MATERIALITY OF THE WORLD AND
REGULARITIES OF ITS DEVELOPMENT
N.F.Ovchinnikov

Marxist philosophical materialism provides a scientific,
materialistic interpretation of the phenomena of nature and
society.At its core, Marxist philosophical materialism is
directly opposed to philosophical idealism, all its varieties.

In the workfiOn Dialectical and Historical MaterialisimmJV
Stalin, characterizing Maist philosophical materialism,
formulates its main features in which it reveals the content of
materialist theory as an organic compat of dialectical
materialisnd the world outlook of the Marxidteninist party.

Comrade Stalin gives the classical forntiga of the first basic
feature of Marxist philosophical materialisriiln contrast to
idealism, which considers the world to be the embodiment of
fiabsolute ided&, A wrld spiritd ficonsciousness Marxds
philosophical materialism proceeds from the fact tha world

is material in nature, that the diverse phenomena in the world
represent different types of moving matter, that the
interconnection and interdependence of phenomena established
by the dialectical method, represent the laws of development of
mowving mase ries,that the world develops according to the
laws of matter in motion and does not need &amiversal
spiritd. (J.V.Stalin, Questions of Leninism, 1952, p. &#1).

Throughout the history of philosophy, the question of the
materiality of theworld has been and remains the subject of a
fierce struggle between materialism and idealisi@alism
seeks to reduce the diversity of the phenomena of the world to
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a certain spiritual principethe fAabsolute idea
ficonsciousnessiisensationy etc.

The main question of philosophy, around which there is an
irreconcilable struggle of materialism with idealism, is the
guestion of the relationship of being and thinking, matter and
consciousnes3he first feature of Marxist philosophical
materialism, whichspeaks of the materiality of the world and
the objectivity of the laws of its development, is the basis of a
materialistic solution to the main issue of philosaphie
guestion of the primacy of matter and the secondary nature of
CONSCiousness.

The firstfeature of Marxist philosophical materialism includes
the question of the unity of the world, the Marxigninist
doctrine of matter, the objectivity of the forms of existence of
matter - motion, space, tim&he interconnection and
interdependence of phemena are considered, in this way, as
the laws of development of moving matter inherent in the
material world itself, regardless of our consciousness.

The unity of the world is in its materiality

Marxist philosophical materialism, insisting on the objext
existence of the world, emphasizes its unitye unity of the
world consists in its materialitnly moving matter is the
basis and source of all that exiskbere is nothing in the world
but moving matter in its diverse manifestations.

The innumerble phenomena of the world around us have a
single material nature, they stem from the movement of matter
itself and do not need anfispirituab forces outside of

matter.Consciousness itself is regarded as a product of matter,
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which in its development rehes such a high degree of
organization that it engenders consciousness.

Marxist philosophical materialism, showing that the world is
material in nature, is directly opposite to idealism, which
considers the world to be the embodiment of fabsolute
idead, Aworld spiritd, Aiconsciousness etc. In this reduction of

all diverse phenomena to thiabsolute idealdealism sees the
unity of the world asfworld spiritd, ficonsciousnessFor
idealists, the world is ideal in nature, it allegedly needs special,
intangible forces for its existence.

In contrast to idealistic monism, Marxist philosophy lays the
foundation of its materialist theory for the recognition of the
single material principle of all things and processes of the
world around usAnswering the quegtn of what the world is

by nature, Marxist philosophy puts forward the main
materialistic positiod the world is material in nature.

Being fundamentally the exact opposite of idealism, Marxist
philosophical materialism resolutely rejects all dualistic
philosophical constructions proceeding from the recognition of
two principles- spiritual and materiaMarxist philosophical
materialism most consistently and deeply conducts
materialistic monism, the idea dhe material unity of the
world.

JV Stalin in hg work iAnarchism or Socialisnizemphasizes
that nature is one and indivisibBut, being one and
indivisible, it exists in two different forms material and
ideal. However, both of these forms are only a manifestation of
a single matternn contrast tahe dualists, who break the ideal
and the material, deny their close connection, JV Stalin
emphasizes the monism of materialist theo#y.single and
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indivisible nature) says Comrade Stalirfexpressed in two
different formsd material and ideak singleand indivisible
social life, expressed in two different formmaterial and ideal

- thats how we should look at the development of nature and
social life.

That is the monism of materialist thear{d.V. Stalin, Soch.,
Vol. 1, p. 312313).

Materialistic philosophy has always relied and is based on the
development of natural science knowledbee insufficient
level of development of science and the class limitations of
materialistic philosophers of the past, the contemplative and
metaphysical nature ofhéir materialism, their inability to
consistently extend the materialistic worldview to the field of
social phenomena led to the limitedness of-Mexian
materialism in its interpretation of the material unity of the
world.

The ancient materialists, faxample, tried to reduce all the
diverse types of matter to some particular, concrete form and
manifestation (fire, air, water, etclhe original, spontaneous
materialism of the ancients seeks the unity of nafurein
something specifically bodily, isomething special, like Thales

in watero (F. Engels, Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 147).

In the XVII-XVIII centuries, in the era of the rule of
mechanism, materialist philosophers represented matter in the
form of unchanging, lovguality atoms, the moweent of
which obeys the laws of mechanidfie metaphysical and, at
the same time, mechanical materialism of -ldi@xian
philosophy saw evidence of the material unity of the world in
its supposed possibility of reducing all the diverse phenomena
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of natureto the simple mechanical movement of material
bodies.

In the process of the development of natural science, new,
gualitatively peculiar forms of the motion of matter were
discovered and studiefihe impossibility of reducing
electromagnetic, chemical, baglical and other phenomena of
the material world to mechanical phenomena was
discoveredAll this led to the need in a new way, in accordance
with the new achievements of science, to justify the iddheof
material unity of the world.

Solving this historical problem, K. Marx and F, Engels created
a monistic materialistic philosophy, proceeding from a single
principle of explanation of all phenomena of nature and
society.

Developing dialectical materiam, Marx and Engels
substantiated the understanding of the unity of the world,
relying on the entire history of science and especially on the
great discoveries of natural science in the 19th centeayx

and Engels inflicted a crushing blow on idealisin,idealistic
attempts to seek the unity of the world in sofispirituab
beginning or to deduce it from the unifying ability of human
thinking.

By criticizing DUhring, Engels shows that the recognition of
the very fact of existence, the fact of the existeof the world

is still far from enough to solve the question of the unity of the
world. The unity of the world cannot simply consist in being,

for a different (including idealistic) content can be embedded
in the concept of being.
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Engels shows that thigue unity of the world consists in its
materiality and that the materiality of the world is proved by
the long and difficult development of philosophy and natural
science(See F. Engels, ARDuhring, 1952, p. 42).

Based on the data of modern sciencegdim showed that
natural science more and more reveals the unity of all
processes of naturéhe law of conservation and
transformation of energy revealed the inextricable link of
various physical phenomeriehe discovery of the cell served

as evidence of the wunity of plant and animal
organismsDarwinG theory discovered the general laws of the
evolution of organisms, showed that all existing living
organisms arose as a result of a natural process and did not
need any divine power to explain their origin.

In the new historical conditions in connection with the
revolution in the natural sciences at the end of the 19th and the
beginning of the 20th centuries, V. I. Lenin substantiates the
idea ofthe material unity of the world on new natural science
materal. Developing Engels position on the unity of the
world, V. I. Lenin saysifiEngels showed on the example of
Duhring that any consistent philosophy can deduce the unity of
the world either from thinking, then it is helpless against
spiritualism and fidei® ... and the arguments of such a
philosophy inevitably comes down to fraudulent phrases, either
from that objective reality that exists outside of us, long ago
called matter in epistemology and is studied by natural
scienceo (V.1. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14d. 4, p. 160).

Based on the data of modern science, V.. Lenin connects the

provision on the unity of the world with the principle of the
development of matter.
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fi... The universal principle of developmergays Leninfimust
be combined, connected, coméihwith the universal principle
of the unity of the world, nature, movement, matterodd¢.|.
Lenin, Philosophical notebooks, 1947, p. 239).

The unity of the world is manifested in the development of
interconnected and interacting things and phenomena of
objective realityJV Stalin connects the first line of the Marxist
dialectical method directly with the first line of Marxist
philosophical materialism, with the provision on the material
unity of the world, showing that the interconnection and
conditionng of phenomena established by the dialectical
method represent the objective laws of the development of
moving matter.

Modern science with all its factual content confirms the
statement on the material unity of the woNtbdern
astronomy shows that thearth is one of the planets of the
solar systemCelestial bodie® planets, comets, asteroidare
subject to the same laws of motion as the motion of the
Earth.Under the conditions of our ea@shsurface, the same
laws apply as in the entire solar systdine phenomenon of
stone fall, for example, occurs under the influence of the same
gravitational force, which determines the laws of planetary
motion around the sun.

Modern astronomy has shown not only the unity of the laws of
motion of celestial bodie®ut using spectral analysis and other
modern scientific methods has also proved the unity of their
chemical composition.

It turned out that on all celestial bodies known in astronomy
there is not a single chemical element that would not be on
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Earth.It was also established that meteorites falling on the
Earth consist of the same chemical elements as our Earth.

If science had discovered new and still unknown chemical
elements on celestial bodies, this would not have at all shaken
the principle of material uty of the world and would mean
only expanding our knowledge about the structure of
matter.Modern science has sufficient means to find out the
specific physicechemical conditions for the existence of
elements and can always either find newly discoveladents

on Earth or get them artificially ilaboraory conditions.

The unity of the world is also manifested in the fact that the
laws of the construction of atoms of chemical elements are
essentially the same everywhere.

Modern physics has elucidated tltructure of atoms of
chemical elements and has shown that they can turn into each
other.The periodic table of Mendeleev found that a variety of
chemical elements are united by a single law that governs their
change and transformation into each otherthis change of
chemical elements the material unity of the world is clearly
revealed, for the very fact of the interconversion of material
objects suggests that the basis of all these transformations is a
single matter.

The entire inexhaustible variety dffferent types of matter and
various forms of its motion represents a single regular system
in which natural science discovers not only specific laws, but
also general laws of motioBuch a law, which has a general
character, is, for example, the law a@bnservation and
transformation of energy, which V. I|. Lenin calig&he
establishment of the basic principles of materialigm(V.1.
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed. 4, p. 318his law shows that
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various physical phenomena (electricity, heat, mechanical
mation, etc.) are revealed as specific forms of motion of
matter, which is fundamentally unified, for these forms exhibit
eternal, unceasing qualitative transformations with the
guantitative conservation of material motion.

The law of conservation and traoghation of energy remains
valid in the field of biological phenomen&. A. Timiryazev,
with his work on plant photosynthesis, proved the applicability
of this law to plantsThus, he showed that the law of
conservation and transformation of energy isdvabth in the
inorganic and in the organic world@his discovery dealt a
decisive blow to idealistic ideas about various kindsibé
force® supposedly controlling the development of living
organisms.

Michurin biology has shown that the developmentliving
organisms does not need any spiritual strength, nor any
intangiblefhereditary substanceSpecific, qualitative features

of organisms consist in their ability to require certain
conditions necessary for their life, in their property to react in a
certain way to these conditions and assimilate (assimilate)
them.Living organisms exist in inextricable unity with external
conditions, including inanimate nature, and represent the unity
of a certain organic form and conditions of existence.

Creating a mizrialistic doctrine of higher nervous activity,

I. P. Pavlov proceeded from the most important position of
biology about the inextricable unity of the external
environment and the organism itsélsing the historical
limitations of natural sciemc knowledge of the complex
activities of the human brain, reactionary idealistic philosophy
sought to prove that the mental activity of a person is
supposedly completely unrelated to material processes in the
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brain.IP Pavlov, with his classical studies ohconditioned

and conditioned reflexes, showed that thought processes are
closely related to physiological processes in the cerebral
cortex.The works of I.P. Pavlov strongly reject the attempts of
idealism to consider thought processes in isolation from
matter.All I.P. Research Results

Marxism, having created the science of the laws of social
development, extended the ideatb&é material unity of the
world to the field of social phenomena.

The basis of understanding all social phenomena, Marxism laid
the analysis of the material conditions of society, the analysis
of the historically defined method of production of material
goods.Only a materialistic understanding of history turned
sociology into a science, for the first time in the history of
mankind it allowed to scientifically explain theost diverse
social phenomerafrom the characteristics of production to
language and various forms of social consciousness.

The unity of the world presupposes a certain qualitative
uniqueness of material objectshat are fundamentally
unified. The discovery of the unity of the world should not
consist in attempts to reduce the qualitative diversity of matter
to any poorquality basisSuch attempts, as already noted, are
typical of a mechanical and, at the sameetimetaphysical
understanding of natur&he unity of the world is found in the
laws inherent in the material objects themselves, in their
mutual transformations, in the unity of qualitatively peculiar
material objects with environmental conditions, in pinesence

of the most general laws that are valid for the most diverse
areas of the material world.
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The materiality of the world is proved not by simple reference
to individual specific data of natural scienthese data, taken

on their own, serve only tdllustrate the unity of the
world. Only the entire sociistorical practice of mankind, the
whole history of human knowledge convinces us of the
materiality of the worldThe whole history of natural science,
the totality of the data of modern sciencexdathe entire
everyday practice of people serve as the basis for a
materialistic worldview.

Marxist -Leninist concept of matter

The concept of matter is the basic concept of Marxist
philosophical materialismin contrast to idealism, which
denies the matality of the world, Marxist philosophical
materialism is based on the recognition of reality recognition of
objective reality that exists outside of human consciousness
and independently of it.

The philosophical concept of matter was developed as a result
of a long historical development of knowledge of the laws of
nature and society.

The wordiimattep itself comes from the Latin wordmateria,
which means material for buildings. antiquity there was a
naive idea othe world, according to which evehyihg existing

is built from any one specific substance of natlifeales, for
example, taught that water is the original and fundamental
principle of all that exists.

In the course of the further development of the materialistic
worldview, a more generaloacept of matter is developed as
something opposite to the phenomena of conscioudness.
connection with the dominance of mechanistic views, matter
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was usually thought of as an inert, passive principle, set in
motion by extraneous forces external to nratbdten the
guestion of the causes of the motion of matter was hushed up,
circumvented, and remained open.

Marx and Engels, creating dialectical materialism, overcame
the historical limitation of metaphysical ideas about matter,
characteristic of all preous materialistic philosophyhey
showed that matter itself contains a source of motion.

Marx and Engels substantiated the proposition that
consciousness is a product of the development of matter, a
function of specially organized mattdéfarx wrote: iYou
cannot separate thinking from matter that thimdkatter is the
subject of all change®(See F. Engels, The Development of
Socialism from Utopia to Science, State Political Publishing
House, 1952, p. 9Q)i.. Our consciousness and thinking,
Engels sal, ino matter how supersensible it may seem, is the
product of a material, bodily organ, brdigF. Engels, Ludwig
Feuerbach and the end of classical German philosophy, 1952,
p. 19).

The concept of matter primarily expresses the most general
fiproperty of all things- to be an objective reality, to exist
outside and independently of our consciousnéss. word
fimatterp Engels says, is nothing more than an abbreviation in
which we encompass, according to their general properties,
many different sensually epceived things(See F. Engels,
Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 187).

Developing the philosophical materialism of Marx and Engels,
V. I. Lenin gives a more complete definition of matfivtatter
is a philosophical category for designating objective rediiy
is given to a person in his sensations, which is copied,
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photographed, displayed by our sensations, existing
independently of theo( V.I. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed. 4, p.
117); ... matter is that, acting on our senses, it produces
sensationmatte is an objective realitygiven to us in
sensat i(lbich,P.183).c . 0

Defining matter as an objective reality given to us in
sensations, Lenin directs a blow against all varieties of
idealism, one way or another denying the existence of objective
realty, matter, or rejecting the possibility of its knowledge.

At the end of the 19th and beginning of the 20th centuries, the
development of physics brought truly revolutionary
discoveries: the discovery of the phenomenon of radioactivity,
the discovery ofte complex structure of an atom, the proof of
the variability of the mass of an electron depending on a
change in its speed of movement, etc.

Distorting the true meaning of new discoveries, the Machists
used the difficulties of the development of physias t
substantiate their subjectidealistic philosophy.

New discoveries were interpreted by them as evidence of the
fidisappearance of matter.

Denial of the basic concept of philosophical materialistine
concept of mattérled to a crisis of physic¥. I. Lenin
pointed out thafin a philosophical sense, the essence ab the
crisis of modern physicais that the old physics saw in their
theorie® a real knowledge of the material worlithat is, a
reflection of objective realityA new trend in physics seés
theory only symbols, signs, marks for practice, that is, it denies
the existence of objective reality, independent of our
consciousness and reflected by {¥/.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14,
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ed. 4, p. 243)iThe essence of the crisis of modern physics is
breaking down old laws and basic principles, casting aside
objective reality outside consciousness, that is, replacing
materialism with idealism and agnosticisrtibid., p. 245).

In reality, new discoveries did not mean and do not mean the
fidisappearancefanatted as an objective reality that exists
outside and independently of hdoreover, new discoveries in
physics indicate that science has again confirmed the fact of the
objective existence of matter, for it has taken a new major step
along the path a$tudying the structure of matter, and has more
fully and deeper revealed its properties, its laws.

The Machists tried to use another feature of the development of
physics to attack the concept of matinysics of the late XIX

and early XX centuries begato increasingly apply the
mathematical method in their theoretical studpssical
theories received an abstract mathematical formulation in the
form of a system of certain equations, laws expressed by
mathematical formulas, etc. Theoretical physics bacome
primarily —mathematical physic$his penetration  of
mathematics into physics was interpreted by idealists as a new
supposedly proof of thédisappearance of matéebThe great
success of natural sciengayrote Lenin,fis the approach to
such homgeneous and simple elements of matter, the laws of
motion of which can be mathematically processed, which
makes mathematicians forget about mattefiMatter
disappeary only equations remaiV.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14,

ed. 4, p. 294).

In fact, as Lenirshowed, the mathematical equations included
in physical theories do ndkliminated matter, but only allow
more accurate representation of the motion of matey.truly
scientific abstraction reflects nature deeper and more fully than
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simple contemplatio, because with the help of abstractions,
science reveals the most essential in the things and processes of
the objective world.

Modern reactionary idealistic philosophy attacks the basic
concept of Marxist philosophical materialisnthe concept of
matter Struggling against the concept of matter, philosophical
reactionaries strive to undermine the very foundation of
scientific knowledge, and appear as outright enemies of
scienceThe reactionary English philosopher B. Russell
interprets matter as a simplway of grouping observed
phenomenade argues that, for examplefielementarg
particles, atoms, molecules and other objects studied by science
are only logical structures, and not material bodies.

So modern reactionaries from philosophy draw far fromva ne
idealistic line, the negation of mattdihey repeat the methods
of the subjective idealist Bishop Berkeley, who taught that the
concept of matter should be eliminated from sciendhis
cornerstone of materialisfhe latest fiphysicab idealists
repeatthe Machist methods of criticism of materialism long
ago exposed by V. I. Lenin in his bodiMaterialism and
Empirio-Criticismo. Subjecting the Machians to annihilating
criticism, Lenin wrotefiThe denial of matter by them is a leng
known solution to cogtive-theoretical issues in the sense of
negating the external, objective source of our sensations,
objective reality corresponding to our sensatiofiid., Pp.
132133).

The Leninist understanding of matter, developed in the book
Materialism and Empio-Criticism, is of tremendous
importance for all modern natural sciences, for the theoretical
generalization of the latest achievements of science.
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Natural science studies exactly that objective reality existing
outside of human consciousness, which instgpnology is
called matter.

Therefore, the concept of matter is not only the basic concept
of Marxist philosophical materialism, but also the most
important initial concept of natural scien&eience would turn

into a meaningless game of the mind if itrev@ot guided by a
conscious or unconscious recognition of objective reality,
reflected in the concepts and laws of scieMatter is
inexhaustible, infinite in its forms and manifestatiods. the
basis of relatively lower forms of its development, mareal
more complex forms of matter arise with their own special
laws.No science can develop if it does not reflect in its
concepts and laws one or another specific aspect of developing
matter.Genuine science does not construct arbitrary schemes,
but turnsto the material reality itself, testing in practice the
correctness of its theories.

The MarxistLeninist concept of matter is crucial not only in
the field of natural science, but also in the field of social
sciences.

Recognition of the materiality of thevorld is the most
important condition for a truly scientific approach to the study
of the laws of nature and the study of the laws of social life.

In our philosophical popular science literature, there was a
division of the concept of matter into a phipsical and the
socalled fnatural scienae conceptThis division is
fundamentally wrong.

There are no two concepts of matterphilosophical and
finatural sciencé.There is one Marxisteninist philosophical
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concept of matter, which underlies all separateas of science
that study various aspects, properties or types of matter and its
motion.

Physicochemical sciences, for example, study the structure of
matter, reveal the laws that obey its currently known structural
forms - macroscopic bodies, moleca|eatoms,fielementarg
particles.These sciences study the most diverse properties of
the structural forms of matter, reveal their connection and
mutual transitions, their development and, in accordance with a
particular level of development of scienceyega more or less
complete picture of the physicochemical structure of matter.

However, these ideas about the structure of matter and its
individual specific properties studied by natural science cannot
be identified with the philosophical concept of matihich
includes all objective reality with its infinitely diverse forms,
innumerable propertieff. is impossible, for example, to
identify the concept of mass, which is one of the essential
properties of any material object, with the concept of
matter.Solving the fundamental question of philosophy
materialistically, it is necessary to see the difference between
specific data on the properties of individual types of matter and
the philosophical question of the relation of thinking to being.

fiMaterialismand idealismg writes V. I. Lenin,idiffer in one

way or another in solving the question of the source of our
knowledge, the relation of knowledge (and figsychi®© in
general) to the physical world, but there is a question about the
structure of matterabout atoms and electrons a question
concerning only thisiphysical world.0 (V.l. Lenin, Soch.,
Vol. 14, ed. 4, p. 24847).
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Naturalscience ideas about the structure of matter are by no
means indifferent to philosophical materialigémgels pointed

out thatfimaterialism has to take on a new look with every new
great discovery that constitutes an era in natural scie¥ce.
Lenin in his work fiMaterialism and EmpiriCriticismo
materialistically generalized the achievements of natural
science in the pexd after the death of Engelstom this it is
clear that the Marxisteninist philosophical concept of matter
cannot be torn off from the natwstience concepts of its
structure, forms of its existence, etc. This separation can lead to
the separation gbhilosophy from natural sciendgleanwhile,
natural science, exploring the diverse properties of matter,
revealing its laws, proves the truth of materialistic doctrine and
is the granite foundation of materialism.

The development of natural science knalge about the
structure, properties, laws inherent in matter provides more and
more rich material to confirm the truth of the Marxigninist
doctrine of matter, of the forms of its existence.

In order to better understand the Leni8salinist formulatbns

of the provisions of dialectical materialism, it is necessary to at
least briefly get acquainted with modern ideas about the
structure of matter.

Modern ideas about the structure of matter

The whole history of science shows that our knowledge of the
properties of matter, its structure develops, enriches and
deepens.

Even Leucippus and Democritus believed that ordinary visible
bodies with a variety of properties consist of invisible atoms,
the various combinations and coupling of which form the entire
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diversity of the worldThe atoms themselves, according to
Democritus, are absolutely indivisible and simfleey differ
among themselves only in size, shape and position.

These initial atomistic ideas were only ingenious guesses about
the structure of madt. The natural atomic theory of the
structure of matter was first developed in the works of the great
Russian scientist M: V. Lomonosdvor the first time in the
history of science, he applied the atomistic hypothesis to the
explanation of the chemicatgperties and structure of various
substances and to the study of various physical phenomena.

In the course of the further development of science, atomistic
ideas about the structure of matter developed and were
refined.It was found that atoms can combimo molecules,
which are relatively strong formations composed of several
(often a very large number) of aton®. great importance in
the development of chemical atomism, were the works of
Dalton.The theory of the chemical structure of complex
molecules was first developed in detail by the Russian chemist
A. M. Butlerov.

The great Russian scientist D.l. Mendeleev played a huge role
in the development of scientific atomistid$e periodic law of
chemical elements, discovered by D. I. Mendeleev, serses a
the basis for the entire modern doctrine of the structure of
matter.

Each chemical element is a collection of homogeneous atoms
having weltdefined propertieAfter the discovery of the
periodic law, chemical elements can no longer be considered as
sepaate, unrelated, completely independent types of matter:
they appeared as a certain regular system of qualitatively
different types of unified matteRoughly speaking, the
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currently known chemical elements form, as a result of various
compounds, the enér variety of substances in the world
around us.

In the era of the discovery of the periodic law, physics has not
yet penetrated the atoin atom was still an indivisible
particle of matterHowever, the periodic law of Mendeleev
even then actually contagd a recognition of the variability of
chemical elements, testified to their relationship.

The process of interconversion of atoms of chemical elements,
experimentally discovered by modern physics, helped to
penetrate into the atom, to discover its comkencture.

Major discoveries in the field of physics, which changed the
previous ideas about the invariance of atoms, began at the end
of the XIX centuryDuring this period, the existence of a
negatively charged particlean electron was establishedn

1896, the French physicist Becquerel discovered the
phenomenon of radioactivitit was found that radioactive
elements emit soalled alpha rays, which are, as it turned out
later, helium atom nuclei, beta rays, which are a stream of
electrons, and gama rays, which are electromagnetic radiation
with a higher energy.

A detailed study of radioactive phenomena has shown that the
process of emitting alpha and beta rays is accompanied by the
transformation of the original radioactive chemical element
into another chemical element.

Physics has revealed the laws governing the transition of one
chemical element to another, having discovered that the
radiation of an alpha particle reduces the element serial number
by two units and, therefore, shifts it to theftlen the
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Mendelee@ periodic systenThe radiation of beta particles
(electrons) increases the element serial humber by one and,
therefore, shifts it by one number to the right.

Based on experimental and theoretical studies, a new theory of
the structureof the atom was createéiccording to this theory,

the atom of any chemical element is a complex formation
consisting of a heavy, positively charged nucleus and electrons
that revolve around the nucled$ie nucleus of the simplest
atom- the hydrogen ata, consisting of one particle, is called
the proton.

The movement of electrons in an atom occurs according to
special, quantum, laws that differ from the laws of the
previous, secalled classical physict particular, it was found
that the electrons inneatom have not a continuous, but only a
discrete series of energy valu#s.accordance with this, the
atoms emit light (radiation) not continuously, but in certain
discrete portions (quanta).

The processes of radiation and absorption of light affect only
the outer shell of the atom, consisting of electrdie same

can be said of chemical changes occurring with various
chemical element©Only the radioactive transformations of
atoms relate to deeper changes, changes in the atomic nucleus
itself. The trasformation of one type of atom into another,
respectively, the conversion of one chemical element to
another chemical element occurs as a result of the restructuring
of atomic nuclei.

In 1932, a particle was discovered that has a mass that is close
in magntude to the mass of a proton, but has absolutely no
electric chargeThis particle is called the neutrdBoviet
physicists proposed a protmeutron model of the atomic
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nucleusAccording to this model, which is now recognized by
all science, the nucleusf any atom consists of two types of
heavy particles: protons and neutrohise magnitude of the
positive nuclear charge is determined by the number of protons
in the nucleusThe mass of the nucleus, expressed by its mass
number, is determined by the nber of protons and neutrons
combinedThe protons and neutrons that make up the nucleus
are bound by special nuclear forces, significantly superior in
magnitude to the physics of electric attraction and the forces of
Newtonian gravitation known so far thysics.

The nature of nuclear forces has not yet been discovered by
modern sciencéBut there are welknown considerations that
suggest that a very large role in the mechanism of nuclear
interactions is played by special particBesmesons having a
mass #geraged between the mass of the electron and the mass
of the protonMesons were discovered in 1937 when studying
cosmic rays.

In a detailed study of the energy side of beta radiation
(emission of electrons from the nucleus of an atom), difficulties
aroseassociated with the application of the law of conservation
and conversion of energgome bourgeois physicists have
tried to use the difficulties that have arisen in order to cast
doubt on this basic law of modern sciendewever, physics
overcame theseifticulties and in the process of overcoming
them came to the discovery of a new particla neutrino,
which has no charge and has a very small n@fsslecisive
importance in this discovery was the conviction of the truth of
the law of conservation andmversion of energylhus, the
development of science itself swept away all idealistic attempts
to deny the applicability of the law of conservation and
conversion of energy to atomic phenomena.

302



In 1932, another material particle was discovered in cosmic
rays, having a mass equal to the mass of an electron and
carrying a positive charg&his particle is called the
positron.It turned out that the positron can be emitted by atoms
of radioactive elementé&ccording to modern concepts, the
appearance of a ptr®n during beta decay occurs as a result of
the intranuclear conversion of a proton into a neutron.

Modern physics has discovered a remarkable phenomenon: the
conversion of a pair of particlesa positron and an electrén

into gamma rays, or, in otheronds, gamma photon$he
reverse process of converting hard photons into a pair, a
positron and an electron, was also investigalée. discovery

of these phenomena, called by the bourgeois physicists the
fiannihilatiord (annihilation) of the electron andogitron and

the fimaterializatio® of the photon, actually means the
discovery of the fact of a qualitative transformation of various
material objects.

Thus, the following material particles known f@dementarg
particles are known to modern science: pmgtoneutrons,
electrons, positrons, mesons (positive, negative and, possibly,
neutral), neutrinos, photon&toms, which previously seemed
simple, indivisible formations, found a very complex
structureThe nucleus of an atom consists of protons and
neutrans.At a relatively large distance from the nucleus, a
certain number of electrons is drawn, equal to the number of
protons in the nucleus of the atoimside the nucleus, there are
special, colossal in magnitude coupling forces between protons
and neutros. An important role in the interaction between
nuclear particles is played by meso@embinations of atoms
form more complex material structural forms: molecules and
ordinary bodies.
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It should be noted that the naifielementarg particle does not
mean afall that science has reached the limit of divisibility of
matter.Well-known: at present, the smallest particles of matter
arefelementary, indivisible only at this, level of development
of scienceThere is no doubt that physics will go further into
the depths of matter and discover theomplex structure of
these particleOf course, theficomplexityd of fielementarg
particles will have a completely different nature compared to,
say, complexityatoms.

One of the features known to physifistementarg particles is
deep: a difference in: their essential properties, which makes it
possible to divide them into two groups.

Some of them (protons, neutrons, electrons, positrons, mesons)
relate to real particle3.hey have the soalledfirest masg can
move at a variety of speed®ther particles, such as photons,
are gualitatively different from real particléghey can only
move at a very high speed (the speed of light}his regard,

they have a mass of a different naturbe firest mass that
exists wih material particles is absent in photons.

Unlike matter, photons are called field particlladern
physics has shown that matter exists in two qualitatively
distinctive form® in the form of a field and in the form of
matter.Physics knows electromagneticgravitational and
intranuclear fieldsField and matter are two inextricably linked
forms of matterFor all their specific features, they have
properties common to all material objects: photons, for
example, which are a kind of electromagnetic fieldsgass
both mass and energy.

The entire body of modern knowledge about the structure of
matter, about its various properties and manifestations, reveals

304



the inexhaustible wealth of matter itself, testifies to the
enormous successes of mmknowledge of thenaterial world.

Physics of the XX century again confirms the position of the
inexhaustibility of nature in all its parts and manifestations.

AN electron is as inexhaustible as an atom, nature is infinite
...0(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed. 4, p. 24%enin wrote in
the bookfiMaterialism and EmpiriCriticismo.

At the same time, this Leninist position is important for the
further development of modern science on the structure of
matter.Matter as an objective reality given to man in his
sensations, inthe process of development of science is
cognized more and more deepgBld ideas about unchanging,
quite simple atoms gave way to new ideas about their
unusually complex structurblew material formations were
discovered- fielementarg particles, unknownuntil then in
sciencelt was found that matter exists in two qualitatively
distinctive forms- in the form of matter and field\t the same
time, the fact of the atomistic structure of matter was and
remains unshakabl&he atomistic theory of the strucéu of
matter is firmly entrenched in science, having received further
development and refinement.

E. Mach and V. Ostwald at one time fiercely fought against
materialistic atomism, arguing that atoms are jiis¢ creation

of our mind, designed tofleconomecallyd systematize our
experiencesv. Ostwald prophesied about the forthcoming
alleged collapse of the atomistic theory of the structure of
matter, saying that atoms would soon be found only in the dust
of libraries.The history of science dispelled theskealistic
prophecies.
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Modern reactionaries from science continue to unsuccessfully
attack atomic theorylhey are no longer able to deny the
obvious fact of the existence of atorfiey make attempts to
distort the very understanding of an atom felemataryd
particle, declaring them auxiliary constructions, etc.

One of the modern followers of Machism, the fascist idealist
physicist Jordan, is trying to revive the astientific
constructions of his philosophical teachéts. writes thafihe
atom thatwe know ... is devoid of all sensory qualities and is
characterized only by a system of mathematical
formulasdo 0Atom,0 he says, fis only a framework for
classifying experimental factsEddington declared the
fielementary particles that modern physics éxes to be non
existent.They, according to Eddington, are juitonceptual
(from the word concept concept) carriers of a number of
changes

In reality, modern science has deeper knowledge in the field of
the atomistic structure of matter than it wias,example, in the
19th centuryShe discovered the inexhaustible richness of the
forms of matter, the complexity of its atomistic structure, the
irreducibility of matter to any absolutely simple and
unchanging elementdll the results of modern science
confirm the correctness of dialectical materialism, which, in
contrast to metaphysical materialism, denies the existence of
any unchanging elements that underlie all natural phenomena,
and denies the existence of diunchanging essence of
thingso olnvarigbly,0 wrote Lenin,fifrom the point of view of
Engels, there is only one thing: it is a reflection of the human
consciousness (when the human consciousness exists)
independently of the existing and developing external warld.
(V.l. Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, ed, p. 249).
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The development of Soviet physics, as well as the development
of other branches of Soviet science, is influenced by Marxist
Leninist philosophylts materialistic principles serve as a
reliable weapon in the struggle agairigthysicab idealism,
which often penetrates the very content of physical
theoriesThe provisions of dialectical materialism on the
materiality of the world serve as a theoretical foundation for
the development of general physical theories of matter and
motion.They help © deeply analyse and generalize the
experimental data of modern physics and draw from them
further conclusions that propel science forward.

The process of cognition of moving matter is endless, and
science will tirelessly deepen our knowledge of mattesingi

an ever more complete, more perfect picture of the structure of
matter and the laws of its motion and development.

Motion is a way of existence of matter

Movement is the root way of existence of matlieis intrinsic

to matter and inseparable fram The movement of matter is
its constant, neveending changeMatter is unthinkable in
frozen formsno material thing can exist without participating
in one form or another of movement.

In contrast to idealism and metaphysics, which tear off motion
from matter, believing that the motion of matter is caused by
special intangible forces, a divine impulse, Marxist
philosophical materialism considers movement as a form of
existence of matter and searches for the source of motion in it
itself.

fiMovemento says Engels,iiconsidered in the most general
sense of the word, that is, understood as a form of being of
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matter, as an attribute intrinsic to matter, embraces all the
changes and processes taking place in the universe, starting
from simple movement and eind with thinkingo (F. Engels,
Dialectics of Nature, 1952, p. 44).

Attempts to tear off motion from matter, to consider motion
without matter, motion as such, lead to ideali$in, tear off
motion from matteq says Leninjis tantamount to tearing my
mind from objective reality, tearing my sensations from the
outside world, that is, go over to the side of idealks{v.l.
Lenin, Soch., Vol. 14, p. 254).

fiThe idealist will not even think about denying that the world

is a movement, namely: the movementmof thoughts, ideas,
sensationsThe idealist rejects the question of what is moving
and considers it absurd: my sensations are changing, ideas
disappear and appear, and ¢sadll. There is nothing outside
me.oMovingo d and thads it.0 (Ibid.).

The idealisic separation of motion from matter was preached
at the time by Ostwaldd great chemist, but a petty
philosopher, as Lenin called it, Ostwald tried to reduce all
natural phenomena tdipure energyHaving created the
confused philosophical concept of egysm, which claims to
rise fiabove® materialism and idealismfiovercome their
opposite, Ostwald essentially developed a new version of
subjectiveidealistic philosophyHe wrote: fiThat all external
phenomena can be depicted as processes between eribigjies,
circumstance is easiest to explain by the fact that it is the
processes of our consciousness that are energetic and that they
transfer their property (aufprdgen) to all external
experiences.V.l. Lenin remarks on this subjediThis is pure
idealism it is not our thought that reflects the transformation of
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energy i n t hé.ldenin Sochd,e/olws, ed 4 . 0
p. 258).

In contrast to all varieties of idealism that divorce motion from
matter, Marxist philosophical materialism considers
guditatively distinctive forms of motion as the root forms of
existence of qualitatively distinctive material objects.

Material movement has a wide variety of forms: simple
movement in space, various physical phenomena, chemical
changes, processes inherent living organismsmovement
characterizing social phenomefide study of various forms

of motion of matter means the study of the various forms of
matter itself.

Whatever form of motion of matter we consider, no matter the
variety of types of motion thaa particular form of motion
contains, they all represent an inextricable unity of
gualitatively distinctive material objects with corresponding
gualitatively distinctive forms of motioMechanical
movement is inextricably linked with bodies moving in
spae.Various physicechemical phenomena are specific forms
of motion characteristic of molecules, atoniglementarg
particles, fields.

Life, as a special form of motion of matter, is, according to
Engels, the mode of existence of protein bodiesng
organisms are continuously sednewing, a constant
metabolism takes place in thefrhus, motion, being a form of
existence of matter, is inseparable from the material objects
themselves.

The continuity of matter and motion is also manifested in the
fact that the properties of specific material bodies are found
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