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A New Interpietation to Analyze Lenin’s Imperialism Theory

from a Logical Poiwl of View

——Questioning the conventional mode of unity of oppositions

LIU Wei-chun

(Fujian Provincial Party School, Fuzhou 350001, China)

Abstract: For a long time, the law of unity of oppositions has been taken as the core of Lenin’s impe-
rialism theory, and thus it is the conflicts between the imperialist countries that lead to wars inevita-
bly. The conventional interpretation ignores not only the dialectics of the negation of negation in the
deep structure of Lenin’s imperialism theory, but also the development involved in the forming
process of the theory. Taking the concentration of production, which is “Ding an sich” (thing-in-it-
self), as the logical starting point, Lenin’s imperialism theory follows the first negation in the devel-
opment from the concentration of production to the self-motion of capitalism, and then in negating the

self-motion secondarily replaces the free contention with monopoly capitalism. This dialectical frame-
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work of socialism tries to negate the monopoly to explore the social development rule and find a way
out for the future of the socialist revolution and proletarian. Moreover, it manifests completely the
law of the negation of negation that in the establishment of the imperialism theory Lenin has his own
thoughts changed from believing in firmly the classical Marxism of laissez-faire capitalism and philo-
sophical materialism to questioning the Second International Marxism of economic determinism and
historical of materialism, and then to surpassing the classical Marxism with his theory of imperialism.
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