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l‘lnr:a- Fm The Preliminary Work For His Th. D, Discertatim-1838 If,
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"Ine premice of the muoient 8, is the doed of msture; that of the modoms 38 %
1s" the deed of the spirit. ‘
-~ Bgng f4wkd of ths mncients ocuid only end when the visivle hasven , the substen;
41a) bend of life m tho welght of Politioal wnd preligious existenvi: was deutroyad,' :
for Wature tust be broken- Into = fva so that spirit don beoms OnGeasses BUL ‘

" modecn philosophy unsesls the word, oweumes it in tho holy fdre of tie spirit,
hnd o w fighter of epirit with spirit, not as an spoatnte fallen and perticulare .
4ced by the weight of nature, Gffwots it universally and dissolves the forme = -,

which de not allew the universsl to bresk through.”
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_ "rrom the point of view of thu idem, it 1& Self-evident that the Ireedmm of -
 thn precs hes quite sncther. justifiosdion then Awe censorship, for Zyesdem of _

*, 4he press 18 itself s form of the iduid of freedom, is o poritize good, while . .

_“itenscoranip is'a Loxm of leok of froedan, the poldmic of & philesopky ef eppsar=i.'iy,

S e el Thilosephy ef esyence, a parely necuiive anture.® T D

s muoh the essence of mar thai even iis opponenis reslize i.t:'}.- 4

dut ite reslity; thet thoy want te sppropriate 1% to thexselven ;.
o TIZNtS Treedon § he fights &% mézt the [raedem’ of othord7x Bvery
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2%t é‘dr}fffré“a‘d'aﬁ Hss therefors siweys emisted, only et oms time_aw' o spociel privd
| 18g6, andthér time ns a undboreal -rights " rrr,.——-—- e MMRRLME
e g o TAT-row-retedyved; 20T 1T Tirst timo a dogloal: nignifindnsg.

[gBLion ! aETedy . - RanRas :
“is not & guestion ms to ska whether thefreedog of the preea ahould ezlst; for
- it il‘-&gyn‘ ‘oxtots, It is s question ef whdiher frecdom of tho wpredk should ‘b

i ih;': ﬁrtivilssé of some men or the privilego of the lumen apitifﬁ"‘ It i & qulaat:i-oﬁ'
of whethor whet is not the right for me side should be the r Zht of another.”

‘*t##ﬁt#t*w***#t##*##*##**##*#*tir*+$*¥ **ﬁvw#*nvaw¢**mh*tvmtm*mx}*uet#t#*

Harx- July 1842 ‘ dn
2pirnt of all the Guestion is pmod :'shonld philonophy nlso speak sbout re=%
1igious matters in newspaper articolect' " _ g
such quest 8 oaper gquostions interest the public, they have
become 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 tne secrecy of
the femily mnd the hotel, the gohool end the church but not by the press; by
the oppanents of philosophy tut not by the philosophers, wiother in the dix
lenguoge of private taldk, but not in the olear lenpguage of the public under-
ttending; then 3t is & gusztion ik whethex what lives kaiexgx in _mtualiﬁy oL
belongs in the realm of the press; them it is a guneral quostion of whethor dths
press should be @ real proads, i.0. 8 Pfrpae pross,”
Prhe socond quastion we eeépsrale ©o mpletely from the firsi: Ia poli.tiog-n
 to be treated philosophioally by tho papors in a sorealled Chrisiian stato?
then roligicn hae booomo o volitioul qumelity, en obifect of pdlitics, it sois '
almost no memtion is necded of thefmot that the papols not enly may spoak of pol -
itical subjects but also muateIn sdvance it seems the wiedam of tho wepld, philog:
° oro right toconcernii4swIT WiTH tHo. roaln 0L t10 Worid, the_state,
“thes the wiafom of ihs_ oiher wor 3, rolision. 1t is not wyuessiom of philo=
aopbizing sbout the atoto it is & yuestion of how woll of bedly, philesophiocally
or unphilosophically,withy prejudices of without, with oonscicaeness or withcut, *
with logic or without, wh&ly rotionel or half, ihe state will be philosophired
sboute When religion is mede a thoory of tho state, then roligion itsolf is mada
d 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
have you to reproach in the philoscphers when they zxyx want to complete this *
Seperation whélly end not helf 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‘lﬁisting_ but the hwman spirit.”

e‘ttt&**t*f#*hl‘!ﬁ*ttrtttttm#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 Marx

”Ou{.{ whole p"reaentntlm hes shown how the Lawdtag bas dcbased the oxdautive
poWer, the sduinistrative authority, the existense of Lo dofendert, tha tdem

of the siate, crime itself and punishnent to & materisl means of private
:Intoxutu.fr. Wo will find it logisal that tio Judicial judgement fa also trested

80 & morex means sod the powsr of law of Judgement s superficial proiixis e

R . SW
. "The lsudiez has complstely fulfilled iis datercination, Ig hlﬁ: wherote

it wog donvoked , roprosenieded s selinito partiskiar interect wd topnted it an
£insl purpeze, That it has thereby sisnped on righty 1s a sigole razuld of i
prajeot, 'for interest im according to ite naturc more blind, nore Lmcdecnts,
.more mo~slded, In a word, iawless rstinot, md oen the lewlons give lwwp ¥

"ho Bhimelanders mdzt conquer the lrnded class, mampanmiat ocnorer 4ho
omers of the forest. To then must Yo mesigred logally ot auly Lhe represeat-
atiz of particnjar intorest bpt alse the reprosentaticon «f the interowty of the
provinoe. and both projects are vaitradiotory, in s sare of 3ilision, we st not

" 'sbop o moment Prem rificing the raprosantmtion of partioular intereate to the -
. interasts of thepzexA prowinca. The meaning for right end law is the moi L S
meeningfo) provinsielise of the Rhinelendor, but it 1o delfewrident that sgugiel
intevests donoi lmow any fatyerland; eny prowince.’ ony gemerel or seorat spirit.
RS . . . AL - N P L AR

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

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

. Bive laws; these laws are distinguished oniy.as to the .geogra)

" ;sndithe langusge in which thoy are £ivens . Thes. rejmotaljpaterinlic
sgainat the holy spirit of -the pesple -snd humedity is & dirsat ocus
_that-doctrive which the "Prausnioke Siestszeitunz" presches 4o tho! lowglivar
think in a Jaw-shout wood only of wocd and forost mnd ot to foive ihé if
meterial problemspolitiontly,i.e. not in conneotion with the whsle roasan nd
othios of tho state.” ( 305-4 ) ’
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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 fuburs
sdveoste 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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® X am nkt atiall spocking of the inoapneity of tho @nnd of the
nerits of the servintz and regm subjects who ellow overy’thing to happen a8 Goi m
mekes it; x@ snd nevgrihelees both are together already enough to bring about

» eatastrophes I bring to yeur nttentZon that the enomise of Philiﬁiﬂisu‘, in o
world all thinking and all suffering men heve resched sn agreement, lor which '
ile meane wers earlied abusent, and tiat evel the rystem of pasaive prepsgation

- the old subjects gaine reoruiir efery day for the =ervice of tho maw newy
himsnity, The aystem ¢ goin wnd trademof posssseion vnd of the axploftaticn of
men is leading rvoch fadtor than the inoremse in the populetion {0 a bremsh with-
in the ‘présent sacisty,! shich canuot sanctify the old aysten beseuse in genersl
i:gnl.mt L1 T and oreate, tut only exiet -ond_onjops. Tha existence of
Fifforiag humenity ) whish thinks ond of finkng mmenity which is opprossed
must. beoquné necnsaitﬂ;,munjosabla and undi_EEﬂbT(J‘_m: the passive and

th ray-enloying animal world-wf the Phillistinem, . ~ ——..——"

* Yor our part tho o)dWorld must be ommplately exposed to the limy
and the new ene positively, eleboratod. The longer dhe vvants of thinking )
hmanity nllhjr time 4b %think and of sufforing }nmmit%tm,oolleot thomsoluen;
he more sampletely will tho product atep faro ihe wokid 1 -ihepreduct which A

presentt bears in 1tl-:|.ii;n’§_g_'_';_._;.\~____,_,.———:‘”'.""" ST e
. > e : .
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‘September 1843 bracksts / / the quoter are frem Mehring's .
' ™iuch greater \than ¥he extcrnal obetacles appeay tha inner diffisuliiea,

!‘x if :there is no doubt ehout ths'whonos', there is moro oonfusion about the .-
"wither'y,” Y Generel mnerchy hes Wrokon out smoungst the reformors, and.ail.cs |
thaw, would be compelled to admit thet they have the sdvantags of the oW xavement

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

"otver it in the eritisizm pf the olde Up to now the philoﬁg:;};qgé}fh‘:i-‘!;ﬁim‘ys' G
had'the solution of the riddlv 1ying rendy din thaly writing desks Jiraa’8ll the kU
/ stupid externy _worm to do wes o olose iir eyes and open W Groath toreee - -f

1{,." ;odve the @;dm__ba_d pie of sbzolule sckehom "Philosophir hax. ! a‘-uha‘see:,‘-;ug,;-,— e
/" and moat’ BtFiking provf-of—tHIs I thatg the philonppiic ammxeddilr - oonnsicasae

" mmoss itself hes been drewn iiho tlo heat of the fray not only superfioiallyy

but tholoughly, " It is certsiuly mxr amkk not our task to build up the future in
edrande und to Bettls sll problams for all time but it is Just &3 cordainly
~our task to gritioizw the oxisting world ihwwewghix ruthlessly., I méan ruthless~
1y inthe senfie that we must not bo afraid of our own sonclusions and squally
unafraid of ocoming into oonflick with the provailing powora," ‘

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

%} by Osbet, Dexamy ond Weltling he regerded ss a R dmu:ﬁx dogaetio absteagt~ |

ie. Whother one Jiked it or notm ihe ch¢lf interest of ccptamporary Germeny

wos in religion snd only sucondly “in poditics. It wad no us preseniing them wik
with s ready-mede systeu suoh as was :cniained in tho Joumey To Icaris, one munt

.

begin with them juet es they ars./

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

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

&

/ " and asd oommuniem are Lherofore in no way identical} and oommuniam hes seen

[}
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
cempunisns are teomselves only e partisl appeerance of the h;._x_meniat principle,
Anfecta it opposite,privots essence. Tranacendancs of private properiy x

of necessity snd not sooidentally other goci:list teachings, 1iks those B
Pourier, Proudhom oto. becmuso 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 omuorn_ou}'zalzou
with the other side,m with the theordtical existence of men, z‘ﬂ'iEioﬁ\‘seio@Q
etos 40 make themedjmxkx mfcbjects of our oritioism,” (p. 673 J ———"""~

" Qur motto musi thus be: Reform of consciousness not through dogas but
+ through the adslyslis of iha mysticel, in iiself unclear consoicusness, appssring
b ash religiouaynow a9 g;l,.'_tﬁca:-. #11k then be showmn thet the w erid hus
ong had the dreed of something and must only poa_eozlg_’i}é]eﬂc&m:‘_mmau
i1 ordsr to possesp ii eotually. Tt will them bo showr that ii is net a questiom
8 Er At break betweon past and future but of ths sompletion of tho thoughy &

~the paat. It will {inelly be B-.own that humedity does not in a now
labor l;’:t conscicualy 1-.»:-.':.11;;:'5r its old labor to exic mce.ﬂp&ggs




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

Firgi of all oonoarning tho "logical pantheistic myotlodms" of Hogel: .
oality (with Hegol) beocmes & phenemonon, but the ddoa hes ne othar oontent

-
« MARX-Oritigque Of Hozel's Phiicaophy Of Rdght- Harﬁm 164
. . { 3

apart £ ; mdions It has alsa no other RIXNOSS “IBT5al one 'of
‘ ihe eternal real spi in dtself?, mThis PRTasraph oontsing tho whole :
'ny:;e;y"d" _‘.“J)le Hogalian Philosophy of 1aw and of the Hogelian philosophy in geng
eral. “{p.408 -
' '{.[t is importent that everywhore Hezol makestho idoa the subjeot and the
\ sotupl re t, for -inntama,'politicnlpopinimm' s Lo predioate.t( .
. . ="he enly ain oge) 1z to Tt Idant 'E‘fﬁﬁl’x‘.‘?‘ﬂiﬁ 6gionl iden! i
“An omoh elewent,whether it iz the Siats ors anfure whiist ronl subjédte, in thie[ -
csgo the §'political asonstitutflon' booomas merely thoir nemea, mc that only the
" appearsnoe of =.real recegnitiin ip present, fThey ure !55&1 rozain usconeeived /-
bucsuse they are not conditions conooired in hhoip 2pooifis essenco, (p.4i2}
* e (Kegol) does not dcvelopy his thoughi from the thingg but dwex the thing
‘acoording 40 & completed thought st oae with ftz0)f in ho ohotrsct gphare of i
logio, The aim ia not o develope tie dofinits idsa of Lke politicel constitutia |
but to arrange it as a link in its owy nistory(ag an idea), an obhvisuas mystificnt-
Mﬂ.' (p.éle) . ’
#Juet bacause Eepel presseds from the predicates of the genersl defindticy
insterd of fram the real Mog snc novorihelogs s hssd TRitions muet
oxist,the mystis ides becomes inig baaia, (Thic is Hugei's duelism, heNdoes not
regard the genceral as the ronl essence of th¥ igitedse,. the axis

nite, or the real Bus(being) es the renl subject of ing Yo (De 426wT)

© -, Thum sMarx eritioally dissolves the mysticiem of the Hegolian ileslint

- dinlectiop lays barc ks its prucesd~ io-alliiitsas 8 and domands 3 dialectionk
- bsgod on reality,that i3 to sy a aberialict diainotids This ropresents. a Lremy wi
- eudoun’ and fundimental sdvande nod =% ¢a Hegolian idesliad, but on a1l Aidéo.;l.iig‘f",i

Al b e e i s e

o

whilst stil) reteining the Uetione)l hst-Se~LU-saymate nuoleus of -the - :
Hégelisn dialdotios Yhus an ad¥sa-B6Yohd Feurbash alao, L e o
"\ i Tho Btate and bourgoeise sooiety: 6% 18 therofors the power of tli_o-f%rélett by s
(i) state wor privals property?. The knaaial pewar of -private proporty 4tRGiT, Zig.
"ile-eERenve broughi inte exisj:qaoe.., Waet reuming to the Polition] Rtate m'-'oqnf,rg‘a_g L
‘diation to this essence 7 The }wf that it detormines whers 44 ia__-_i_.?.;g_olt'_ggg_'-.__,. .
.ermineds” (p.519) LT o e "\—'J
—""Hprivate property is the generalfeategery, the ger.oral Etato band. " {p, .530)3
The ocontradiotion of the reprosentativa consiitution of férmal Gancornay : "Iis
repreaontative constitutdon (ocopercd/with Bhe corporative) represents m cortain
progress becsuse ‘it 1s xbhe frank, alsified end 1u icel.expression of modern
Btate conditiogss It is the unhiddo contrediotion,® %p.493 ) _
The oontradictin as it is ox?ieasad in the deputy: They are formerly deput=
ized, but inmediately they aro really sem they are no’longer deputies, Thoy are
supposed to te depuiies, but thoy. nre not." (peb4a2)
Maxrx was able for the time Peing, to zive soluticn of the contradistion
only in genoral ‘outlines: " The politicel republic is s d_emnvraoy within the aia~
tract State form, The abstract Stéte form of demosraoy is therefors the republlo,
Roweyor, hare ii ix ceases to be /the morely political canatitution,” (p.436)
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 oeriiinly bused &f this Beperetion.™ pedB4)

TT"he ldquidation of tho bui‘eaucracy omn only ba that Bhe menerel iniarest
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) ) ‘ :

"Gowermmental powor i thy most &iffioult 4o dwalopq; It belorgas tc the whole |
pooplo to a fer grostor defreo/than the legisiative power.. (p.ans)
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