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"fhe premice of the anciont 5, is the docd of mature; that of the modorns is
18" the deed of the spirit.

Brng £kt of the mnoients oouid only end when the visible hoaven » the aubat;s

41a) bond of life m tho weight of politiosl mnd religious existenur was dentroyed, !
for ¥Wature tust be bruken- into e %ws 80 that spirit don beoome oncsasses DU - :
 moders philosophy unseals tho word, cwieumes it in the holy fAre of tie mpirit,
hnd as a fighter of epirit with spirit, not as an spcatnte fallem and particuler- .
ized by the weight of nature, Gffwcis it universslly and dissolves the forme -,
uhich de not allow the universal te brask through.”
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. "rrom the point of view of thu idem, it 1& Self-evident that the Preadum of

© thn precs hes quite another. justifiosdion then Awe censorship, for Zyesdem of

“. 4hy gress is itself s foem of the idoi of frevdom, in a poritiTy good. while

_“’eynsorship 'is's foxm of lsok of froedan, 4he poldmic of e philcsorky of eppsar=_. 'y,

S0 T Onae e Thilosephy ef esyence, a parely necuiive anture.®
so muoh the essence of mar thel even iis oppamenis realize i.t:i»‘---""

wat te sppropriate it to themselves -
o ns ayn TIgnts Treedm 3 ho fights 8% méet the fraedom of: othardyT Byery
of [ Troadon Hss therafers aiweys ekinted, only et ons timé aw'a special priy
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“is not & question ms to sms whether thefreedog of the preea ahould ézist; for
Uit algays exists. It is a question of whéiher freadom of the wpredf should be-

fh;': ﬁriivilsge of some men or the pr:.lvnege"nf the Lumen ap:‘ti{p“ 1t ts n 'qu-oa'-t.-ilor'i
Ri

of whethor what is not the right for mie mide ghould be the right of enother."
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Uorx=- July 1842 ‘ ;
opirnt of all the guestion is pmod :'shonld philomophy nlso speak sbout re=\:
1igious matters in newspaper artiolest?' " _ A
such quest 8 oaper gquostions interest the public, they haye =
beome gue " the time. =. Then it 18 net a gquexkion whether they sheuld
bé spoken but where and hov they should be spo ken of, whether in the necrecy of -
the family snd the hotel, the school end the church but not by the press; by
the oppanents of philosophy rut not by the philosophers, wiother in the dix
lenguoge of private taldk, but not in the olesr lenguage of ths publio undexr-
ttending; then 3t is & gusstion ik whethew what lives kaiexgx in _mtualiﬁy .
belongs in the realm of the press; them it is a guneral quostion of whethor &ths
press should be @ real prods, i.0. 8 Pfrpae pross,”
Prhe socond quastion we sepsrale ©o mpletely from the firsi: Ia poli.tiog-s
 to be treated philosophioally by tho papors in a sorealled Chrisiian stato?
then roligicn hae booomo o volitioul qumelity, en obifect of pdlitiocs, it sois '
almost no memtion is necued of thefmot that the pavols not enly may spoak of pol -
itical subjects but also muateIn sdvance it seems the wiedam of tho wepld,philog=
° ore right toconcerm ITWiTH tHo. rerln of 1no werid, ths stete,
“then_the wisdom of ihs_ oRher wor 3, rolision. 1% is nol wyuesiion of philo=
sopbising ubout the atste it ie & question of now well of bedly, philesophically
or unphilosophically,withp prejudices of without, ~with oonscicasness or withcut,
with logie or without, wh&ly rational or half, the state will be philosophired
sboute When religion is made & thoory of the siate, then roligicn 1tqol£ is madea
kind of* philosophy."
B "W‘hoE: you Tl[:;r}‘c;aumo:l tost nd so high above wéligion that you are justified 1n
14461 outting off the omoral opirit of religion from its paitive determination, what
heve you to reproach in tho philesophers when they xxx want to complete this *
Seperation whélly end not holf way, when thoy call the peneralk spirit of
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. MpEx- Ju)f 1842 (oon't)
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religion not the Oh‘ljt;istinq_ but the hwman spirit.”

e‘ttt&**t*f#*hl‘!ﬁ*ttrtttttﬁ#tt#t’rﬂwv*trt#statﬂw-.A**#at.u-u-*yu.i-*n-“.“.u.*
Dobetes on the Low Begarding Theirery of Wood = Oct, sto. 1842, by Mars

Mur whole p"reaentntlm has shewn now tine Laudiug bas dchaged ih e oxbqutive
po¥or, the Gdministroative 'suthority, the cxiatence of iic dofenderit, the ides

of the slate, crime itself and punisiment 40 & materisl meana of private
:lntoxutl.fr. Wo will £4nd it logisal that tae Judielal judgement %a nlse treeiod

88 % morgm meons cad the possr of law of Judzemont as superficisl projlxit: o

.. "The lsudieg has cempletely fulfilled its daturmination. Ig hlﬁ: whersto

it woe oenvoked , ropresenioded s galinito partickiaw interoct und tpentsd it an
finel purpcses That it hag thersby siamped on righty 15 a sigjple razuld of $i.
projest, 'for interest im acoording %o ite neturc more blind, nore Lmoderats, -
.more meomslded, In a word, iawless instinct, md oen thy leyons give lwwp ¥

"ho Bhimelanders mdzt conquer the lrnded class, mmmparmiat ocnorer tho
owzers of the forest. To them aust be eesigned logally ot auly Lthe reprasente
etien of particuler intorest byt alse the reprosentation «f the interowty of the
provinoe. and both projects are vaitradiotory, in s sare of 3ilision, we imst not

" 'sbop o moment Prem rificing the raprosantmtion of partioular intereate 4o the -
. interasts of thepzexA prowinca. The meaning for right end law.is the mopk -
meeningfo) provinsielise of the Rhinelendor, but it 1o delfewrident that sjugie,
intevests donoi lmow any fetyerland; eny prowince.’ ony gemerel or seorat spirit.!
RN . : : R, i T T

Lo "Unodrmtim in 8iberia s “in’ France; 'lqrorh.prdﬁe‘rty"“rmi“

o perty | -in Esmtsohetke as in the Rhime prowinges If wood and wood'

~.giyve laws, theso laws are distinguished only.aas o the geogra)
" ;sndithe langusge in which thoy are £ivens . Thes. rejmotaljpaterinlic
sgainat the holy spirit of the pesple -snd lumedity is & dirsat oous 3
_thet-doetrire whioh the "Prousniche Steetszeitupz" prenchers to ih iglmars,
think in a lew-ahout wood only of wocd and forost mad not to Folve the indiwidinl
" material problemspolitionily,1.0. not in connestion with the nhsle reason and
othiss o the stete.” { 3054 ) S
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‘The“Liberal Opposition® in Hanover- Hov, 1642

- v
"fe note in pessing thut in cur view, true liboralism must in the fudure
sdvcoste neither the fundamentla state low of 1833 nor return to the law of

18292 but hae to strive for a completely new, form of oteto corresponding to a x
deeper and mors penotrating froer popular oonsoicusness.”™
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m: -!g tters to Ryge _
® I an nbt atiall spocking of the inospacity of tho @nnd of the
nerita of tho'samu_‘t_n and rifgE subjeots who rllow overy’thing to happen &8 God m
makes it me and nevdrihelers both axe togethar already emough to bring sbout
a eatastrophes I bring to yeur nttentZon that the enemiers of Philiﬁiﬁisu‘, in a
world all thinking and ali suffering men hevs resched sn agreement, lor which '
ilie meane wers earlied abuent, and tiat ¢vol the cystem of passive prepsgation
(8¢ the old subjects geins reoruiir efery dsy for tho =ervics of the BER new
lusanity, The aysten &' gein snd irademof possession mnd of ths axplodtation of
., men’ is leading rueh faator than the inoremse in the pomlistion to n breach with- .
" in the premmt secisty,! suich ocennot sanctify the old aysten becauss in gonersal
it dons zot seMeTiLy mnd oreato, Mut only exisi -tnd_onjo¥s. The existence of
wiL hri-gg'\lumr,_.n!.t. whioh thinks and of tﬁ:nm.n hunenity which is opprossed
must beoous necessity unewJoyable and undiEE;iIEEh:I the passive and .
th iy -enloying animal world-wf tHE Philistinen, . > ——oomm—
® ¥or our part the oldWorld must be complotely expcsed to the limy
and the new ®ue positively, eleborated. The longer She uvents of thinking )
hmanity nllhjr time 4b think and of sufforing mmanity toge oullsot t!nmlelveﬁ
he more sampletely will ihs product atep faro ihe wokid i bhepreduot which 7/
prosontt bears in its loinw,? . == 000 sl 7T
S .
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‘September 1843  bracksts / / the quoter are frem Mehring's \
o . = « 68 ' —
" ™iuch greatey \than ¥he extcrnal obetacles appeay tha inner diffisuliiea,

‘ !'x if :there is no doubt about ths'whonos', there is moro confusion about the .
'wither'y,,” Y -Genersl mnerohy hes Wroken out smounget the reformers, and.aidl.cz’" |
'Sham, would be. compelied 4o sémit that they have the edvantags of the naw »svement '

¢ thatwe de netsaek to santioipute the new world dogme tion): iy bgt._r;j,l:;g:* ‘b' diwj

“oover it in the oritiaism pf the old. Up to now the philof;::;yq:é}ih‘gm;ﬁimw

1

had'the. solution of the riddle 1ying rendy in-thelr writing deaks, =a’sll the &k -
/ #tupid. sxtermkl world hud €0 do wes o close it eyes and open SEN Heuth 16 reo~ -

/ #ive the (osdypbaked pie of ebzoluie sci¥mems 'Philosophy hes ! amg eseilars
!

snd moat’ stFiking provfof—t5EI5 Is thatz the philonpphic memw, . omscicunne

' nmoss itself hes Ween drewn fifio tlo heat of the fray not only superfioiallyy

but tholloughly. " It is certoluly muz Xakk not our task to build up the fulure in
sdrande und tc. setile sll problems for all time but it is Just g8 cordainly

~our task to gritisisw the oxisting world wuwmaghiy ruthlessly, I memn rizhless-
1y inthe. senfie that we must not bo afraid of ocur own wsonolusions and eyually

. unafraid of cominmg into oonfliok with the provaeiling powora," ‘ ;

Marx hed no desire to unfurl eng dognetic standardm and communism ag preschy |

¥¢ by Ombet, Dezamy ond Weitling he regerded as a A dmu:ﬁx doguatic abstract- |
ie. Whother one Jiked it or notm the ch¢lf interest of ccptamporary Germeny

wos in religion snd only sucondly “in poditics. It wad no us preseniing them wik

with s ready-made systeu suoh as was :cnisined in tho Joumey To Icaris, one mmat

.

begin with them juet es they ars./

the olther hand I an not for planting n dognmetic hanner in eproaition,

P@&n\m@help the dogmatists to make their own thoecr~gIsar, Ceommunisn is 6

[}
gratio ebatreotion, by WhIGh I monfi ot Bams-im=fined and poesible ccmmunism

but the motually exisiing mf ccmmuniam of Cabet, Dezemy, Weitling otn, These

cemmunisns are tkemselves only e partisl sppeerance of the humenist prinoiple,

—

fﬁ‘? mmdm\i‘ggméta.wimt@_ﬂm@g- Tranacendancs of private property x
/ * and asd communism are Therefors in no way identical} and communism has seen

of necessity snd not sooidentally other goci:list teachings, 1iks those B
Pourier, Proudhom oto. becauso it iz only e specislone~sided actualizetion of
the sooialist prénoiple.,
" And the wiole suvalslist prinoiple is agein oaly tho enomsides which
concerny the reality o thohuman ¢:gence, Wo have equally to oonuorn_ourrzal_goa
with the other sidey,m with the theordticnl existence of wan, ra‘l‘iEioﬁ\iaeiaf_‘c@Q
etos 1o make themedjmxkx mfobjeots of our critioism,” (p. 678 J —~—— '~

" Qur motio musi thus be: Reform of consclousness not through dogue but
' ¢hrough ihe adelyals of itho mysticel, in iiself uncloar consoiousnees, sppemeing
N ash religiouaynow as liticais #11k then bhe ahowmn thet the w exid hus
ong had the dreed of something nnd must only poseess iheﬂo&m:‘_mmau
in order to possesp ii eotuslly. At Will them bo shown that it is not a questiom
8 Er ai break betweon post and future but of tho sompletion of tho thoughuy & -

“the paat. It will {inelly be B-.own that humedity does not in a now
labor l;’:t conscicualy bring:a( its old labor to exic mce.ﬂp&ggs v




- (Hohring~ Uarx, Appendix; Pp. 668~570

Firsi of all converning tho "logical pantheistic myotloisn" of Hogel: .

_ "Roality {(with Hegol) veocmes s phenomonon, hut the idea hes no othgr ccntmt

apart £ 1 Gdims It has also no other RLrnoTe o 15¥5al one ‘of . -
he otornel redl s - This parazreph oontsing tho whole

Rystory o the : and of the Regelian philosophy in ong
er:al."‘sp'.éoa) vnE g.

-
« MARX-Oritigque Of Hogel's Phiiosophy of Rdght- Harﬁm 164
. . ‘ L3

It is importent that evorywhore Hezol makestho idea the subject and the
\ sotull re t, for ‘:lnstanca,'politicnlpop:!nimm' ¢ Lo predicate.”
. - T *ko enly aiw ol Hegel 47 to Tima— ._i'de_a"'ﬁ_ﬁ's‘uﬂ‘m ogion) idee!
-ia esch alewent,whether it ig the State orsanfure whiist ronl subjéate, in this(:
cego the §'political oonstituillon' booomas merely thoir nemea, Ao thet only the
" appearsnoe «f &.real recegnitin io presont, Thoy are WEY romain uzoomosived /-
boosuse they are not conditions conosived in hhoip apooifis esmenco, (ped12)
% He (Hegsl) does not developy his thoughi from the thingp but Swex the thing
‘acsording 4o & completed thought at cae with itzerf in ihe ahetpect Sthere of
logio. 7The oim 1a not o develope tho definits idsa of ike politicsl conatitutia
but €0 arrange it as & link in its opy nistory(ag an iden), an obvimus mystifiont-
iﬂna' (p.élﬁ) . ’
#Juet bacause Eepel presseds from the predicates of the genersl definiticy
instend of fram the real Mg snc novorihelogs s hssd TRitiens mupt
oxist,the mystis ides beccmes inisg baaia, (Thic is Hugei's duelism, heNoes not
regard the gencral as the real ossenca of th¥ igitedse,. the axis
nite, or the real Eas(being) cs the renl subiect of inp Yoo (Pr #26=T)
© -, Thum sMarx oriticalliy dissolte_ﬁ the mysticiem of the Hegalian-idnlipt
- dinlectiop lays barec ks its prucest-in-aliliTids 8 and domands 3 dialection
- bsgod on reality,that i3 to sy a aterialist diglmotid, Thig ropresents.’a Lram wi
- eudous and fundimental sdvanse n ealy on Hogolinn idenis y but on all A_:'.d,'ov.;l.ii';'f"_i
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whilst stil) reteining the Cabione) s, L Ae-tTsay-nnta nuslous: of ‘the .
Hégelisn dialdotios Yhus en mm‘ﬂﬁ‘o‘};%:d Fourbach also, - o
. Tho Btate and boirgoéise sooiety:
‘-"'fl.fa:ﬁé wor privafe property?. the knoodial powar-of -private
"iti esmance brought inte exishences. Wne't reuming to the politioa MErf
‘dietion to this essence ? The ,‘l_ljuw[ that it detormines where it ia_._-_i_.j}.;goli'\;ggtj-_,_,. :
.ermineds” (p.519) LT e T 4}
—""Pprivate proporty is the goneralfeategery, the gororal Stato bond. * (p, .580)3

The contradiotion of the reprosestativa constitution of £Zrmal deagoraoy : *Tin i
represontative constitutdon (ocopared/with khe corporative) reprasants n cortain
progreas becsuse it is sthe frank, alsified end 1lu ionl-expression of moflern

Btate conditiogss It is the unhidds contradiotion,” ?p.wz ) ) :
- The oontradictim ag it is ex?ﬁ-easad in the deputy: Thay are fomerly depute
ized, but immedintely they aro roally som they are no longer deputios, Thoy are
supposed to te depuiies, but thoy. nre not." (peb4a2)

Maxrx was able for the time Peing, to zive soluticn of the contradietion
only in genoral outlines: " The pelitical repiblic in 8 demowracy within the aya-
tract Stete form, The abetract Stéte form of damooraoy is therefore the republio,
Roweyor, hare ii ix ceases to be /the morely political canatitution,” (p.43s)

Hogel prodeeds generally fron the sepersticn of theStats ond "bourgeoise x

sgoliehy’ from tho'pariiguler intbrests' snd i‘rgm\:?,oing in itoelf!, nnd the
urefucracy i oeriinly beeed &f this Boperetion.™ pedB4)

TT"he ldquidation of the bui‘eaucracy omn only bd that bRe general inisrest
reslly becomes the particular %htorest and not meroly, as with Hogel, in the idea
in the abatrsction, and tpds 15,/ postioble only if the rertioualrintorest beco mos
the penoral int.reat," (ppe457-8) ) ‘ :

"Gouermmental powor i thy most &iffioult o dovelopga It Lelongs tc the whole ;
pooplo to a fer grostor defree/than the legisiative pawer.': (p.ans)
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