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CEH=ERAL QUTIINZ JF MAREIGH,

Eprxism is not o gystem of Imowledge, but zn
interpretetion of sceiel snd histordaasl faete, It is
prophetie torchiny - the most importsnt sinee desus -
B revelation of truth beecme sotive dn history. I% is
elac = pelentific method, Tis nuture, mond the rosults
saourcd by it, sre dizcusser belcw,

L ARTERCTCLOGY,

The etarting point for Merx is apthropolegy in its
fullcst sorec, i,0, 2 Acisnes of the noture af mar, This
gcicnes is the besis of lorx's method. it daals not with
men as en individuel, but with menkind, the genus mon.
Hon's maturc iz the result of the history of humm socioty.
dinec hiztory iz the progrogsive realigstion of Freedom,
it ¢hould be sdded that 31 is men wvs o nember of the com-
mapity, not mep as ap ipdividuald, who beoomss fres,

Mon is not merely s thinking being, but o pert of
the mrkorinl world, who cemnet bte shstroetod from it.
Man, though he may not be sBble to llwe by brosd rlenc,
szrnet eXigt withowt breed, The eeonomic systom is
the materinl basle of zacicty.

Tha feorm af sosicsty depends on tho hature of the
meane of produstion snd on the conditions under which
procducstion is esarried on -- tha property syetem heing
the legal aspeet of the letter. L soediety, sccording
to Marx, comsists only of the roluticnghips of humen
belnge. 4 sneicty ean only be humsp if these reloticn-
ghips arc human.  Unlosss thoy arce such, the soocicty
is upstoblc, owing tc tho wrpe to makc thom morc so.

Tho busie humexn rolatienships arc cecnomic, sincc tho
individusl cnnrct cscrope Lrom bhome Those relrtion-
ships arc coluolly dotermined by the system of production,
Groups of persons holding the sece position within thot
system form o socinl closs, Ihc strupele bobweon clrsscs
mey ensarc the best use beine wede of the soons ol pros=
dugticn for socisty ms n wholc,




B. TCOHOMICE,

Teanemics are concerned with two different amapoets
of human sxistence:

1) The rolation of man %o nsture, HMan is dependent
upon pature whatever the form of human secisty be.
Production is thus simply the intcrastion of man
and naturs. { Soil I Lebour = Froduct).

2) The relation of man to man. These relations

dcpend upon the setual form of social organigstion.

Tt is imporfant to dlstinguish botween (1) amd (2).
One is the netural espoet of ecomomincs, the other is the
gocial or historiecal nspest, Fxemples:

"A 'nogro is o pegro, It is only under defimite
sccinl conditioms thet he is & slaws",

The usc of tools and machinery inersess the productivity
of 1rbour. Thie helds pood under all ecnditioms. Thus if tocle
end machinery erc oelled cepitel goods, it emn be sxsorted thet
capital goods sre productive whetever the form of spcicty be.
This is cuite different from the assertion thet it is =« natursl
quelity of tools end machinery i.,c., capitel to prodauce surplus
velue, Productivity is o festurc of production ragarded ns o
nsturnl proeess, = process of imferootiom betwesn man and nature.
Surplus vulue is & festure of production under certain social
conditicng,viz, under s system of the private cwnership ef the
tools, machines und other meems of productionm,  Ceplial goods
are merely capital gocds. 1t iz only under certoin sceial
sonditions thet they becoms Capitel (with o C).

Worx sttacked cupitalist ecopomics becouss thoy
reprasented capitalist cenditions s "natursl’, which
implisd that they sould never nlter, He insisbed thet
the asgentinl elememts of ccomomies, ( suach as produstion
needs lasbeur-power, tonls) re-appesrcd under differeat
gyebems but in = form whish chenged 1n necordanes with
the speial erpunisstion. Under capitalisn cecnomic 1ifwa
booomss chjectifisd,  Usetul peads ars ebjsatifisd into
sommoditics; +Gools inte Capital; human nssde into domend ;
orantivs human sebtivity intos lebour powsri tho personal
relstionahip of individesle co=operating with ons anothsr
into the impersonsl exchrnpge-vdluce of the pocds producsd by
them { 2 pairs of boots = 3 hate).
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c. CAPITALIEN.

4) Marx formulstsd tho chercetcristies of the historie
developmernt of Capitaliesm, such £z the mecwmletion of nepltel,
The concentration of preduction, the inersssing tondency towerds
monopoly; thege are ofter spcken of ng the laws poverning
the development of cepitnlism,

B} The working of the espitalist system itsclf is purtly
explained by the lobour Thecry of Valus,  According to the
brsic lew of thot systom, commodities (ineiuding lebour power)
prc cxehangcd et thoir volus,  How then dess sxpleitotlon conme
sbout?  The aolubion offsrcd by Morx dis founded on the
distinetion betwoon the valuc of the Iabour-powsr and the
value of the commeditica produced by the expenditure of
labour powsr, Vegce cgual the former,  Thus by buying
labour-power, and selling its preduct, capitzliste arc anble
to sppropriete the differcncc,

n. FELATIQMNSHIPS OF INDIVIDUALS UMDER CAPITALIGH,

Tnder a aapitaliet soelsty individuels are roleted
throupgh the exchanpge of sommeditics, The lews governing
the exchange relotionskip of these commedities dominato
marn., The astudy of capiteliet sconomices is thersfore the
study of the capitalist seeisty, for this society ie undor
the swny of economic law im & mmch astrieter scenge than
other types of seeiety.

The market—prics is the uwneonseious result of the
roletionship of human indiwidunls, whe ore umabls to
eamtrol this reswlt, If humsr frecdom is the fresdom of
£ community to shmpe its own fote eomseiously eepltalist
soaicty is cescmtinlly wnfreo.  Through the objcetificstion
of ceoromiec lifc, human rolntionehips becoms dmporsenal
ang inhumen, Men is estronpoed from himeelf,
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MARR'SG  HELATIONSHIF TCO HEGELIAFISH.

i, TR EARLY WRITIHGES.

The early works of liarx were often regarded as n
mere proporatiosn for"Capitall and thase writines en philescphy
ware tharefore digcounted, Tne ides was current thet Merx
hed o philesophicsal period before he bramched off into economies,
an intersst which he put behind him =& scen se he came to yeors
of diseretion, This notion is entirely e¢rromeous., The
philosopkicel presuppositions; without whish ™apitnl"cculd not
heve been written, arc the setusl content of The esrly writings
of Marx,

Hle works up to 1847 worc not "wild oata" of which he
sftermard repentod, Turing the fortics, he luié the genersl
human brsic for ell Ria work, Only by understending this
faet 14 it possible to understend Esrx, It ic not true that
Marx freed himself of nll philesophy, end 2¢ reszched a purely
sconomic lovel, Nera's metericlist conception is dependent
upon his philosopkicel besis. The conmectinp podint Detween
philsophy end ccomendes ie "the true reality of men®.  After
the yesrs 18403, which he spent in deeling with Hegsl's
philosuphy, his sttitude fowerds it never chenped. Icgelicon
philezepky is o econetitucnt slemert of Mars; but ke was rot
wyen then an Tegelian, mod never had beon one,

B. iFFIER TC HIS FATETR (1837).

Morx said he folt ho wes living ot o doeisive histerien]
mewert, i.¢. he was raferring to the pesition of phileserhy
after Hapel's doeth, IPerx theught Fepel vwos ripht when he
goid thet Mind hnd resched its 1imit in himeclf., Thiloesghy
wana perfected in Fogol, But Merx, while secepbing this,
"oame" sz he snid "to Jook for the idea in renlity itse1fT,
"This Kemmen's horp of degel", he adds, "doos not appeel to
me", Eegel wes to him grotesque -- like g fambostic netural
phenorgtion breaking forth inbo music. Hopel wns tho oncmy.
Morx woe ir love with dislectic, but oppossd to it in the
reclr of pury thoupht. He mag alrendy on his woy to the
digscovery of the dislectic in reality.

. Lepdshut ard J,F, Meyer: TLer Mlatorlsche
Materiantiamua, Tic Pruchechriftern, 2 VWolumas,
a1fred Troner Veriag, Leipezig.
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i SOCTORAL THESIS, 1840,

In this thceis, arx clearly doefincs the position of
homen thouwpht asz post-Hegelian, Phillopophy was porfceoted
in Hopgsl, but ths werld iteclf remeins eplit, dlaruptod, end
unaatisfactary, The world was not adsguate to the somplete
whelc, Philesophy. What is to be doms?  Harx continuelly
atresses the ides that we must pget away from Philosaphy
eltopathar, He leokod upen thiz &z & payehelogpicsl shangs;
when the intelleet completos itzelf, it turna to will or
wolition, (This reference to Peyehology doss not acour
ngein in Marx's work)., I Phileosophy becomss real, it
menns the end of it, It negates 1tself in turning to the

- preactisal, "It iz & psychelogieal lmw that the theorotical

mird, when 1% besumcs free and reaches the stapgs of prectiesnl
srargy in the form ol will,leaves the realm of shedows and
beging to act in reslity itsslf." But the practice of
phileosephy 18 itacli e ftheoreticsl preetics. TTt is criticism
which comparce things with their ssssnces, and comparcs
ectuality with 1ts iden," Here Murz bogins fo rojoet Hogel,
but has net yot reached histoerical meterialism,

Lepel hod justified the worid by defiping it in terms
of its concept. Marx declared that the world is such that
it cammot by 3o defiped. Hs depided at thie point te be
eritiesl as wsll as philsephienl: the prouetice of philescphy
iz eriticism, Hiz eontenpeornries were denying Hepel
altopgether; Marx wos searching for something elsc -- he
wepted to go om te the proactice of philesophy, while gtiil
remaining o philosopher. Ewcn Morx's finnl pesitien rensined
philesophiant.

lIegel had gaid that ell that is is retionnl amd pood.

Marz meintained thet reslity decs not coaform to 1te cssonce,
Thug hc beplshed ddoelism from cieleotlnas,

(Let X = the Ides, o.p, whet the Stobe ought to be,

Let ¥ « petuslity, e,p. whet the Stefe is,
Hoegel soid thet Xa¥, larx goid that X cpd ¥ sre "pot
soingidant, and therc iz that in man which is wlready the
cesurancs of the perfect thing ... the idec: it is in the
nnturc of men not to meccpt the bad rebunlity, which ie his
wn controdiction of hiwmaclf"),

It ip man whe brings into being whot Hegsl had abstraeted
inte pure ides, Mihet wes &n inner light becomss & burbdng
flzane, which consurcs the warld, "hen the world turps
philoscphic, philosophy bocomcs woerdly nnd schieves its owm |
negotion”.




Hegel's revelation of the dlaleehloal nnturs of the
humen mind wos & revelation of the truth about it, and
from this truth lnrx never deperted, It was Hegel's
idenlism, in not crétisising metuslity, which lerx rejected.

In 1640, criticism meent to Marx moking the cssénec
the mensure of cxisbencs, {For essuncc Hogel used the werd
idgs, not in the pletoric sonse, but in the svnse of
sggontinl being). Karx did not, as ie commonly suppesed,
drop philegophy anpd turnm to eriticism, His problem wae
still: How ean Philosophy be fulfilled? Es doeidod that
it must be sufgehoben, which mesns throv things:

{i) dcstroyed or romoved;
{ii)  put mvey aafoly;
(434) uplifted, or put up higher.

A fulfilled philosephy would still eontein thu truth of
philosophy; ond therefore Marx eriticised two ether sehools
of hie timc:

(i} Thoss who wanted to do awsy with philosophy,
without fulfilling it in renlity. (Young Berlin
intallootuals).

(i1} Conssrvstives who wantezd to fulfil philossphy
witheut "eritioism" without sllowing for ite
sritizal funection.

Morx wenbed both to fulfil philosophy, wnd to pressrvc
it by preetice, li: wes seking: How oan wo ge on to procties
by fulfilling Fhiloscophy in it? Fow oan we tuke £ next sktcp,
which ip proctice, without comtradicting the conbent of philosophy?

Mary monnt thut ronson should becoms phonomenal roality:
thnt the iden should bucome resl, so thet the gop betweon idon
rnd Teslity shonld ecemsc, (Lindshut), Hepel discovercd the
unity of thought and prectice in idce; Marx wanted to discover
it ip reality, e had thorefore to mnswer two gquestions:

{i) Whet is thoe condition sdogusle to man, which could
hooome the monsure of cxisting conditionst
{ii) That arc the aotuol conditions?  Yhak ig egEertinlly
lucking in them?

Thogs two questions nre imterdopendent,  Marx first tried
+o colve them in hig Oritique of Hepol's Thilosophy of the
Stata, (1842},




s SRITIQ OF HEGEL'S PEILOSOPHY OF THX STATY.

This book consbituse ths naxt stsp away from Hdegel.
licecl meinteined the pre-existoncs of the Stetc, which
menifested itself in finite form in the feamily end
#sndustrial 1lifo". #Hiirx held that wan is the rosl:
the relationships of individusls in family and "industrial
1ifs" arc btho condition of the exlstence of the stute.

e staotc doos not exist opurt from this, Thet was tho
condition in Hepel bocomoe the eonditioned in Marx.  For
Hegel, the actusl fact of the stote became tho mystical

result of the sobivity of the Tdoa. He mokes the ldea

the subject, mnd the roal subjocte boceme the prodientos.

Te Merx, not the Jdes but msn is subjeet spd the real actor,

He ramerks %het dogel ie dealing not with the logic of tha caszc
but with & cuge of logiz, Thus Merx reverscd the gubjaet =
objeet reletiomskip in Hegel,

So linrx takss up the "umphilosophical" position:
won fom the steta, But dielootic docs not epply te the individ-
uad Ut to, totality. Msrx referred 4t to menkind s o
totality,

(WOTZ: The positive side of this book is important
from the point of view of the development of Morx's socisliam,
Morx doolares that the true ldez of the state is truc
dcmonreny, and he thercfore rojoets Hepel's sorporative
stnbe, This demesrsey derives from Rouszeau, and through
him from the Gresk polis. True demasrasy bocomeg lnter,
in 1848, the "elasgiess society™.)

* * £ 3 * *
Warx!s tnsk wes now threo fold:

(1) To get o Srue idcee of the naturs pf man ond
Commarni tir,
(41} To get o true undorstonding of the nrturs ol
thinge ws They ure.
(iii) Te fiml o wny of releting (1) smd (31).

Unkil 1547, with tho cxosption of The Holy Fomily, all
Mere's work wms en nnnlysis of Jeg=l's position from thusc
points of wicw, At this atuge, howsvar, Morx hod not sot
oy from the idee of man; he had not yut reached hia
finel kmowludge of the ronl nuture of mun,

In desling with (3i) he went on to study politieal
soonomy in Paris, and wroto Politicel deonomy und Philes
in 1844-%, It wos nob weitten with o visw to

putlicotion, He intended to expnnd it lator.

* (f. pal3.




e POLITICAL SCOBONMY AT PHILOSOPUY,

Starting from philosephy, Harx wont on to man'e
self-gstrancument through capitel and labour, snd then
pn tn man's self=achievement in the closzsless soclety.

The oripin and meaning of self—wstranpoment:

Hopel explored the miné in the proccss of its aclil-
fulfilment. In Ecgel there were threc stemee in the
dinlectic of thought:

(2] Simple eonscionancss,
{b) Seli-cousciousnese,
{e] Henson.

This was presented by Hegol ns the proeess by which ¥mowledpe
reulises itselfl s chaolubtc mowlodgo,  Then Horx re-writes
Hepel, Mean- - not Miné = bocomes the subjeet of this pracess,
Hogol roperdod mon as the rosult of the activity of his mind.
Unrx substitutce nll the sotivitics of man for iMind, and uscs
Hepel's description to presert the process of man's develop=
mont, Labour is then the moona by which mun estronges
himsclf: man pets separoted from prrt of himsclf in the
product of hiz lobour, "Ratrangcd from”, "exterior to
"pbjeotificd” == these terms sre used in Hegel of the
diclectic of ¥xuowledpe, If lnowlcdge krows itaclf, it

has itssll 8 objeet. If mind went on in this proeces,

the lmowm taing, being sxterior, when lowwn would return

in the originsl prucess of thought to itself. 1L ‘mow-
ledze kmows 1%self as such, it agsln bocomes purc knowledge.
Fur Hepsl this is dlmpertant, besouac the phuses ol tho

mind becoms parks of the proeessa., lMarx seld thet this did
not apply to men boesuse his activitics produce vetuzl objecls
which sasmot rovert intoe the cator, when understoed (e.g. &
table), Hegal hed stnbed thet hwosy: aetivity lesds to
selP—sstrengemont, but ha limited setivity to thinking.

Morx hod mow

(2} revorsed the subject-prodients rolatiomship.{Cf.p.7).
{b} rozorded setivity as not only thought, but

alee materiad,
(e} ehowed thut it ecoald mot be the cetivity of

geperate individasls of all, bat of the somas

mi. -




10,

Alispation or osbtronpement is the non-perscnal --
pot in B psychological ssnes, bubt in torme of She objective
conditions, Marx never desls with the individusl preblom,
but neither decs he exelude it. e nearly reachus B
eliwr notisn of the psrsonsl, whish he sbrupeglos with
for seny pages in the «ilort te cxprege 1lta notarc,
Fop ingtence, in tryiag to onsacr the guestion, what
copstitutes men, he anewurs Lp.554) "If thers is somsthing
outside myself, I om different Crom that ebjset; for
this othar ohisct, T om his objact. & bzing which is
not sbject for anothcr being implics the non-sxistenco
af the first. "Sensuous, roel oxistensc meons being
tho sermous objsot of another sre"., A boing is one
whe wants to communieste its own paasion in & passionatc
wuy. Passion is therofors man's cssense trying forosfully
to resch its own objeet"; i,s, robunlity iz the cssenes
of humsn existenee.  Thus Morx esme wery noor to defindng
ths personal, o dees not quitc uehigwe this definition;
it iz still complex snd tontstive sompered with Maenurray's
pregent forsalaticn.

I, PASGAGES FROW POLITICAL ECOHONY ANE PHILOSOPHY
{Londshut: ooB-a00) .

"The setting up of soeisty aa an abstroction over apeinst
the individual must be evoided, The expression of individuel
life is the expression of community 1life. The life of individual
nen and of the gonus man are not two different things, A& mon
1z just ms much o tobelity in himself -- he iz the subjeetive
exigtenes of socicty ns it is thought of und wxpericnecd
by him",

¥oarx is vot a celleotiviset in the leovelling sense, but
he g8ees sosicty ns the fulfilment of the individusl, He
then stresses the ides thet mam hous not yet resched the full
sbature of his essentinl nnturc. At the prescnt stogs in
his devolopmont, the possession of property 1g cpposcd to the
fulfilment of men's being. fis sovom as we repgord the world
in terme of proporty, we hovwe diluted the richness of existenco.

fulness of his weturc., 211 mon's relstiomehips, by which ho
iz in touch with his totel cnviromment -= scwing, heering,
am:1ling, testivg, touching, thinking, cootemplating, fecling,
willing, seting, lowing=-in shert, all the instruments ¢r.
ortans of his individunlity, crc woys in which he relaotcs
himgelf to objeets in such o woy ns to nechisve humen roality,
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Privete property has made us so dunb, dull, and
inactive, that we reopard the objoet as ours only when we
possess it: only when it exists fre us in ths forn of
eapital, or when we cwn it, eat it, drinlk it, wear it,
live in it, in short when woe use it, In plasa of all
physical and inte¢llectusl scmses thers has besn substitubed
the sclf=elijenstion of all of thom == the sensc of
possussion, Man's essenes hud to be reduecd to this,
its sbsolute peverty, so thef it could bs allommed to
bring ferth ite inmer wealth, The abolitien of private
property is thoreforo nesessary te the frecing of all
the gansea and ctoributes of men. It is by this
liberntion, mercly by virtus of the fuet that pow these
scnacs nnd attributes hove bosome humen —- subjectively
ard objectively == thot the oy noy bopomes £ humsh ayc,
haman not in o moterinlistic scnmac bub ir a spiritual
onc, The syw bocomes o humaa cyc when that which ib
goo8 has bepcoms spelslly humsn -- nn objesct mde b
map for man. It is rg if the sonscs themsclvea hod now,
in foet, boeome in their ovm prastice humar philosophers;
far they sontomplats the objeet for its own snke, But
thet abjeet has now entored inke an cbjoebive ond humsn
relntionship, which involves both the objeet sad the munm,”
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DIALECTICAL MATBRIAIISW I MARX AND ENGILS,
L I MARX.

The reaclution of self-sstrangement cen cnly come
from chenges in the actual world,  Philosophy can realisc
itself emly in reslity, not in thought, Self-alienstion
must be resolved in history which dess "really heppen®,
Aetusl meteriel heppening, must coptain the secd of the
resoluticn, sinee it wes historical condibicmns outb of
which self=plicnetion arose. The real material process
of humen history is in, and by, ite heppening the fulfilment
of human frecdem.

Marx says that Renson alemys existed, iF not always
in rossonablse form. Thorafore knowledpe, iFf it is the
knowledye of coxisting setunlity, hes the funetion of
sriticism, And eriticism if it docs not remain mercly
intellestusl, begins to chemge the life-stuft of society.
Enowledys of sclf=alicnation docs not of itself lead to
tha resclution of it, bocsusc men is not o purely thinking
being. * His activitiss are stpiriosl in the netual
moterinl world. Thus in Marxiem, oriticism is part of
raality., Criticism, which 1= e rocognition of the
inoomplsteness of exisbing sctuslity, is prort of the
progess of hiatory —- the self-contradictory rocality.

And thersfors oriticiss pood do mothing more thon aing
the tuns of its own sctuslity., The tosk of eriticien
eonsiste in showing clearly, in the practical cotiviticas
of men, those points whioch constituts the sclf=nlisnstion
uf man, end thereby to point o the resolution. This
baoeme Muarx's method,

I'nrx procceded to study the peinte of sclf=
nlicnation in the procticn] schtivitiss of man; thot
ia, he went on to A study of politiosl scomouny.

"ivision aof lobour, in its ccopletc forms,
implics theat man doos nob conbrsl thet which he noeds
and mekss."

Self —sstrangonent bocomes a trupgie faet with tho
divisicn of labowr in n merket ceomomy., In o markot
soeicty thors is no bmmediste roloticnship belween
producers, sinec the goods they produee ere exchrngod
through the medium of o oarket, The market -barricr,
geuaing the vatrengozert betweon mor, is what Marx
mpang by the sclf-csbrergemont of mon,

w 0f, p.b.
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iare Marx pooe beyond Jesus: Jesus did not view
goeiety ms the necsgsary framework within which human
freedom rnd commumity were to be realised. The
higtoricel development of socisty in his time, wae
not such that it was necessary to solve the problem
nf' humen freedom, within ard throupgh the sceinl
organisatinn of industrisl sociecty. With the
develupment of a complex, industrial sceisty, Marx
rocogniscd that socisty has te be trenscended in
the intorcots of man snd socicty.

Moedern industrinl sccicty, with its division
of lebour, does twe things: it melkee poesible a
wider interdependence, and rovoals o new and trogic
form of sclf=estrangement; but it also contains
within iteelf the scuds of the resclution of this
sclf -estrongement. This does not mcon thet with
the reslisation of hunen society divigion of lebour
w1l bc done ewnsy with. §Dci&%iam transccnds
gclf ~aptrongement while medintaining division of
labour. Therc follows the speodicl role of the
proletariot, who, in fact, suffor the results of
the self-sstyompement, end carry in themselves the
sesde of its resclution. Merx nover though that
the property solution wae & suffieicrt soluticn of
the humen problem, and therefores he could give o
decper mesning to the mission of the merking-sless.

B, THESES 0N FEUERBACH
{See Handbook, page 208) Debte: 1B45.

Thesis 1. Pouerbach's "objeects" are objeets of thoupht.
larx said that human setiwvities oupht nmot %o
be restrietod to thinking, but should includa
gll sensucus activity,

Thesis 2, Uot an sgsertion of pregpmotiam. Thnt o thing
works is rot the only tost of truth., The
relation of thought to reelity must be tested
iz prootics; but Marx did not toet truth by
aebunlity, but rather actuality by truth =
Teasenon",

Thesies 5. Direvoted sgninst the silicu theory snd sgainst
fren'e educetilornalism, capceielly philanthropic
octusationalizs which turns to princes for help.
The emoneipstion of the working=closs must be
the work of the working-cless.

Theets 4, 1t is not onough to critisise the nisavipgs
betwsen thought axnd iife, The source of
the elsovape lice in aekunl mopioty,
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Thesis 5. &ensuocus contemplotion should be distingaished
Lrom practienl netivity.

Thogis &, larx objschs bo Mindividunl man” belng
gongidered spert from social roleticnshipa.
Sociekty ia not the eam of individunls. DMarx
insists on the totality of mankin..

Thesis T. Toucrbach does not see the historienl eharacter
of relipious zintiment.

Thesis 8. #11 goeial life has & practicsl basis,

Thesig 9. Comprre no,G,

Thesis 10. Blirperliehe Besellsehoft (literzlly: civil
socictys (Yot bourgesis soeivty) wey be
perheps tronglated ns "industrinl 1ife"
epd menne

(i) the whole of metorial rolotionships
of irdividuals nt o given stape of
development of produetlvo forces:

{ii} especinlly the whole of cormmeraisnl
1ifa of modern socicty.

Marx's term Blrgerliche Gescllschaft wos
Pirst used in the 16th century, whern property
relotionships bepen to ororge from mediseval
conditions, The umsunl torm "werpesellechritobe
Yorsehheit deos not mwean "seeialiscd humsedty®,
but humepily in terms of ecoisty, i.c. the genue
mav,  "Humnrn sccisty” wns the ronrceet lMorx got
to the perserel. DJelf=nlierstior and cbjecti=-
Liasticy  nre the cpposites of perscral. In
FCepet, nediste and immodicte rolotiomehips
mesn nen-personnl snd personsl, rospectively.
Thegdiz 11. Murx coscpted the fact thet in philosophy he
gould edd nothing tc Fegel.

* ® * * ®

c. THUCELS 03 DIALZCTICAL MATZRIALGSH.

Tolootionl Moterielism, ng expounded by Fngels in
Arti-Dhhring, hes boon neecpted and wsed by the Fussizn
somounists, This kind of dinleetienl muterislism emphesizes

{i] Chenpe of quantity into quality ee o dialcetieal
process.
(i1} Interpenstraticr of oppeoaltea: mutuslly antagonistie
foreos do not oxclude ome snothor.
{(1i1) The relstiop of theory md practics. Thoory ecan anly
he volidoted by practice. Theory, if widely necepted,
has eoeizl effenta,
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Engels weas frr from holding n matorielist visw In the
orurde Ecnge of the term. Ge would never have, for instance,
gaid trat mind wog & seeretion of motter. His storting peint
wog thet the lows of mobiorn, both of mipd snd mpttaer, are
dinlepticnl. In this he was in sprosment with Hcogel, wha haod
cxtended the lews of dislcetic to maturc, But thet Hegel had
done thie was his weakness, und thia hed besn realiscd by Marx,
who restrieted the dialcetic to the humon sphery = the ephere
in which wan wné the primary agent.

The position of the dirleeticel mateérslist om this
question rogta on Enpeds' formuletion, exd im inedequete.
Wo would not mocept the three points given nbove as the
dinlootiv,. In modern solence,which desals with the
desoription of processes, the gquestion of quality doee
not arige; only tcrms of quantity are needed, Therefore
to think that tho dialootic method spplics to goience 1s
to subseribe to old-fnghioned metaphysics, Sclence denls
not with essences but with descriptioms,

The lmnwe of the human mind erc dislecticnl. Vhet
we  Epderstand with the help of the disleotie ie mind-stuff =-
the preduct ef o process in which humay conseciousness waa
involved == the hwman, seoclsl, historicsal world, Wow Engols
£51d that "whut is heppening in nature is tho same ns the low
invelved in eur conscicusnese,” But we camot sec nnd under-
gtand hoppeninge in peture by ncans of the dinlestie, We
would need to heve the oconaciousness of o plamt to understnnd
how the dislsetiec nppliee, if it applics at =ll, to its growth,
Saience offors us on understanding of noture, which is supcrior
to this mystienl uas of the dinlectic. Thig supoerior undor -
gtending would be thrown mwny, il weo ettemptod to think of
neture dislecticnlly,

The deneor of the offieisl dirlcetical meterinliem is
thot it mishondles netursl science snd nisscs $he ronl nuture
of socicl seience. The relewaues of disleetic to soeinl
sciences lics in the subject=object relutien peculiar To the
dinlectio., In elnssie philosopy the subjeet is thet which enn
never be objest, In divlecties this is not truc. hAebivity bo=
.comes its own objeot, and cnn be understood dinleeticnlly.
Outside humon rotivity dinleoties moke ne sense whatsoeTsr.
Marx never thought of ineludibp nature; he excluded it.
Dieloctics refer to the histerienl snd secial sphers, 1f
yoit try ond apply dislectiocnl maberialism to nsture, as the
Ruseizang do, you con only do so by dropping the subjeet~ohject
relationship., Fngels in Anti-Dlhring in feet, never nmentions
this relationship.
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fi; o, starting from 8 primitive tribal community,
whera there is no disrieion of lahour, forms a
pattern of cxistence, where releliopships are
agaording te the neturas of man,

(41} Gien preccods to & complox pebtore ef uneorsclous,
oreganic rolationships, in foudalien, Hare tha
unity of soecicty canrat ho undorstood by referonec
to the individusl: 1f empresses itssli in
universelist tupdensios, which ftranscond
rationsl socichy,

{114 On'iy the pattere which cuereges latsr, eapitalilsm,
briops sbout & whbruclurs ef sceicty in which its
cegurkinl unity spalir boecuoss discornibls, A
reducicrr soeiety, in prineipls, net fo treditional
ordurs nrd depepdeness, Dk to & systom which
presupposss distiret, iacloted, sguel bunmsn beinre,
society, 1 oo specific menge, Ze sczetitutod:
amd it hocorns oleosr thet this involvocs o apoeaial
humaz probler: T bh: destraction of mediewul

orgsutemne, gofioty s apndin atordised. Taim
the individesl ds ne lengyer o oarbor of ftru=-

aitional heodice, whieckh wers iz'_ thargs of his
reaponsibiliticss azd ennsclence, it bicomos
e2luar $thet o new unity mnmet be ackleved,

Medor wedern enpiteliam, thu probler of seelcty
GAGTESS 00 The problow of roescnchitubing sccisiy as -
tetnlity, 211 The irterrodiatc; orponisabior of social
life bocemcs irrslovand, crd histeory bogins on o zuw
sorld=ride scilie, Yhi prolotoriod comss 1:%o helip
s Al irtornetiersl, soeinl fretor, This meuma Thet
regicnnl veluticruskips Toow broxer dowrn, wnd are e
lorpure of priocry fmporles o, Mo returse to his
rbiurs fm Mewperal man", 1.0l foamombor of mamlkeind,
There =enoins, bkherefere, the possibllity of
aolutien only or o warld=-wlde gesale, Wognelsno
aneesphe the ehellasge peoulilicg freex this situntion,
thit modern life hesm leost ite reantng azd thet sooiecty
rust ho Z'i.l.":i‘.'l'lﬂti‘tu't’d ng oovhoels, ng o tobtelifty.  Bub
it proposcs Lo de bhis by rednpscivcing crd porpoetuacting
aumiteldisrs which eon “?1‘,:" B dere or oan erbificislly
mrgeriasad mubior:] bBueie,
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o CLARLTE .,

The Marxist irterpretsticn of elugses is boged
on the relation of the olomesce te the whols of seeiety.
The recegnition of the goolal problonm is the condition
of the proleteriat's understonding of itsclf, The
oty axigtanses of the proletarisat is the resu’t of the
fact thet the proesss of liberal capitelism hns gone o
its limits, The workers conatitute themeselvea a closs
Lty recognising thelr positicn in sucicty, Thus thoey telk:
up inoto thelr conscliowsnvss sn anderstanding of the penerel
merning of the hwean problem Zrrolwed, The coosclousness
af the proletariet iz the cponsciousness of menkipd oz 8
whalc,

The resoen’tion by the proletariot of the dchunmaniesd
ghoroetor of pocioty Impiices the fssqgrtinn of kumnn vilues,
end leades Lo the resepnition of the necvssity of femevwing
the ecnditisre whish prewent full humim status. Tha
proloteriat canvret Laocohs eomseicus of Zh=elf & alpeg,
withont saserting humamity 2= the conbtopt of i conEcicusnuss,

T
(n]

Workingesluss consgleusnoss is the starting-poirnt
of the diulietie of medorn hiztory, The working=class
in this pcitucticn is the objeet of its own ecmscicusnogs.
The recogriticn of its positior by the werking-elmac ic
the step which will Iecad ultimetoly to the ercrthrow of
aupltnll s, The sepssiousnoss of the subject of itaclf
ug objeet ir hors the doeisiwe feotor. ¢ It dia Tor this
razgor Ghat in o erigis ono personm mey be of crucial
Lmportanec, Thiz sconsciousness mey be the detorminicg
frebor in the situeticm). The significunece od' the
gubjaeteobjoet reledliomehip is Lhe pivelel faet in tho
sphore of scelnl valsbienss,
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The unilby ol theory whid preolice derives From bhe
subjeot=chject relsticrshin, for r proup's understunding
el itself desidep its prrebicc, Ihz workore src a clAass
in ge fur as they thirk of thonscives 28 6 ercup hoving
g dorinite plecs in socicty, wrd with e function whicl
darivers thoerefrmr,

Thers ds o formals whiak thoupht e G9n itself,
deca rob rewesl the dislielic of theory snd practies, nnmely,
that thoory becomee o meberasl Teotor 18 it felics nold of the
mird of the pagges, fhis iz pet disleetic; it ia mercly
prechelogien]l anugstion, The wessnes of dislectic —- whek
aekaeg it A rovelublicrnary theory -- lice in the way in which
thecry 18 relited o the scbion of the moesee.ir & dolirile
situsbior, arx eudd that it ie rob cpourh for the idec
to pruss tuwsrds reslissbiom -- poolity itaz1f =mmst prose
towards the fulfilment of the Ide:n, Kor, evaerything
dcponds on the conercte situwtion in whick reclity ds

progeicg townmrpds fulidloeetk, £ ell gbkhor econditions
ars giwern, the =ot of conscicusnsss is Sk fincdl step,

et e o

wlhiich, whsn surnvlied, brirgs choud tha owvonk.,

el Je o the vuture of this decinize step?
1, irstly, Lhe process of hisscory sburts o sowecsnt Lowereds
crig whieh hove rob best set by subjeotl v huron will,
but cye cbicotiwoly piver;

if, secomdly, thars is o closs of poopla awdisbls, which
is objeebively din the positisn fn m]-_” ro, thiz erd, ocnos
it iz gorseicuns of its posibicon in son +fr' neornowhole s

then thoe dirlcobic of thenry snd proctic f‘E prosont, d.s.

congeiousncss iz noet mersly reflesting roslity, but chumFing it
~= the dinlzetlie, not :watichl, meh in the ranls of idons,

tat iz the reslo of humou aokbivisy, whers alcorne it crn

cperste, Is ol work,

The re v;lutiunwrf charceter oF dizlestie lius,in offuet,
in the thecry and pracbios reloalicunehip, whiosh is rhlen?t
cnly AT thero is o ologs i susiuvby whose ardersbondiag of
itacll ie o decisive =lemert ir ite strupsle for $he achiewo-
ment of obhjsotiwvely piven orde, Ir no othsr sengs is tho
divizetis rewoluticrnry, nnd it is fanbusdis S0 cssuwme Lhot
the dionlectic is olemys ob "rrr'lf. 117 4 rewsiublionory SCNsc.

The disl=ctic hrizips the cewert nbhout only urnder the Sbhonvo
coaditicng, Thie iz bhe differeroce bobwwen Norx oomd g lsg
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betweon resl spd idcal dislestie,

[deal Tdaleot is e proecess of rellocbing
reality, 1.9. 3t 18 en improved form ol coneeptusl
thinking, in which concepte ars not mutuslly waiclusive,
but arc in = propressive dyremic rolation. Raal
Dieloctie (1.0, rovelutionsry disloebie) prosupposce
n subject-cbjoet rolationshin, in which tha ohjeck
changues by the very undoratarding of itgelf. This
ig the dimluctiesl proooss in reclity.

{¢f, on this s«ction G. Lukncs:
freashicrts und Tlassenbowmuastacin,
Tmilik Wering, 1968, 1t is only
Fulvete add thot ap for e we know
the author vwoeuld repudicto part ot
lenst of tihe poeition outlined sbove).




V.

Fo 1 TEZ BERLTISE VOREING-CLASS MOVELZEY - TERFROLDUCT Ok,

There arc two mein quostions to be considercd:

(1} The neture of Sritish Demgeracy:
g) Yhet it implics,
b) Eow it dewsloped,
¢} "het it sterds for,

(2) Whc attitude of British Torkors to Demoerecy:
&) The character of English Lifo,
B) The laek af urben culturo,
¢) Disgtrust of lopgisletive sctiom.
d) Oppesition to Gevermment interfercned.

Thoro ara twe aspocts of Derecracy:

4, Fqualiterisn == the oppositc of aristoeruey.
B, Libsrtarien =~ the oppoeitc of dictetorship,

Ngualiterisy dencersey aing st cquelity, ored is
sherscboristic of continsnbal syetems; Iiberbarion
dempersey provides e nothod of desiing with the affaire
of the compunity so €3 to reslisc the pronteet dsgree of
froedamn.

English Demoersey is mainly coneerncd with 1iberty,
rather thon with equelity, slthough s have two typiesl
institutions of egualitorisn demwerscy: = universal suffrope,
end (&ome mensurs of) edocstionul equality. Thege &ro
recent devolopments within British dvmoereey, and plroady
they sre trensforming it elong ewntinentnl lince, A
subgtertinl derres of equelity, however, weg tohleved of
an carly stage of English histery, but withoub siffceting
aescntinliy the English eharretor,  English liberty hues o
history, while English aquality hes not,

Tn Americs the libertarics idenl goes further then in
Tngland; ot the sere time the egueliturian prineiple is
poarriad farther than on the fentinent,  The priec is,
ot prasert, & eroabor ireffectivenses of the serkrnl
goverrment then eithar ir Tuglsard or in the Oonbinontel
Domuerntic coupbrics.
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B. THE IS0 OF GHGLISH DEMOCHACY.

There iz & politicul mechsnism, operating throughout
our history, tendinr to produce both liburty and eguality;
it oripimates in the strugple between the Klng end the barons,
Tha king'es effort to 1imit the power of the harowns produces
pelitieel eguality;: <the boarons!' effort to limit the power
of the kind producss polifienl libarty.

This conflict is charmcteristic of the whole of the
political history of western end central Hurcpe for about
a thousend yesrs. It emerges [rom the neccssity of estab-
lighing territorial scovereipnty over wilder ereas, after
the brealdown of the organisations of tribal ccmmunities,

Englend hod been adminstratively unified by ths
Bomems, but pus lotor ovef-run.by Germanic and Scandanavian
tribes, who hed not formed part of ths Roman world.  Theas
invasions conbinued from the middle of the [ifth ceobury,
end tho tribel proups failed to achicw: unity during the
following flve conburices, either by {cdoretion or by
conguzsh ., Tribal kimgship doveloped because thoe villaege
commuritics comld not exist in isolation, But tribel
Eingship was not emough, for in esrly vwillage life the
only organising prineiple is thoe bleod tiz, snd when
territory, which had previously been unified, was invaded
by different Lribal groups, war snd treds davelopod botwoen
the tribss, and the nssd for tarritorial soversipnty arcosc.
Ihis need could be asfisfisd in two ways:-

(i) Willags communitics orgsnised round a Menar.

Militery, sconomic, judieial and politiesnl 1ifs is oresniscd
on the basis of = hisrarchy of protostion and ferliy.
Everyons sasks for the protestiorn of a strone man, natlonally
these lords form a federation 1o whick the hesd iz meraly

the first amonp sguals. Yerritorial eowarsipnby is
indirsct,

(1i) Development of direct Scrriterial soversisnty.

The sountry and people belony te the kind, and his ormy and
scurts pive the pecpls prosecticn. They nre personcally
attashed to the kinp by tics of nllegisnec, Ia reconpones
for this alleginpee, he distribuics gronts of souoguorcd
lomt, When such sovercigpaty 18 estaolisghed, the king's
oombrocl i bassd ob courta, raovas and othar adnixnlatrators,
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Thega tmo :'.;r":nc"r__ﬁ].ﬂn af sovoralpiby comoebed wish
o anoiher darinr a leap pariods  The meancrial, or foudal,
sacdrzl by personal cicz;  There was acthins arditrares
abouat 3ty in €he meaorlsl scuarts, the frocmesn of Shs maaor
were Tae Judzoz, and the purpose of tw court wms Ho discovors
the law applicabls to toc cass, The syston under GoTriborls.
gorsrvismny, on the othor hand, was arbisrary and desposis.
Sut in Hrying %o roduse the povor of She barens the kinmg
hoonme She ally of $he common people ogpninet The barons.
Gomc meseurc of equality resulted.

The Xings woere alweys eaper to extend the jurdsdiction
of the courcs, and, i'rom henry I to Charles 1, they dil so
by mesns of Royal ond prerogative courts, The poople cams
te fevour the King's courts, ond laoksd on Thom 0E 6 pro-
tection ageinsl Lhe common law,  Dhe king's low cars o

¢ congldsrsd mors =quitebls omd ercctiws,

iborty wes progressively achioved by limitsation of
the ventrel govermment; 4% wos neticwod by the noblcs,
nbd for thomacelwes rlone, nlthough, whon commonars wers
oropled, they skerod in the 12berty,  Poradocicnd 1o, At
witg the strugeic teo Linit th: oowsr of the neoblo
sentrel povermment, whieh gave o mewsurs of liherty wo
the commox poopls,

A foudnl syestom in the conbirvestel sones wone nowor
vetobiished in Baglard, She thereforc stortod with an
sdvuntope wher W llica the Jonquoror cetnblichad n aarbrnl
govoe ramc ik The Enplish menorizl sysSem npnrogimnted do,
but wns nower the some as, the Foudnl, Before the Hormano
ponguceh, Hhorc woe o mandrisl ajeten bo=ed om personnl
fonlty; sftorwards the hisrarchy wes brgod cxelusivoly
on the tozurs of lomd. Mot thezds wab nevor, 1o this
coumiry, o eonfederntion of boarons, who roled LThe counbrey;
& Lhuir wes in Frimes, IProm the flest, o efrong centrel
gcovirmsel was zetublisked, nnd ruthlessly pointaincd,
sxevpt fur short puriods of "foudnl nmarcksy,
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The Epplieh constitution became & reitcr of limitirg
the power of the king, ard Erglicsh 1iberty becems fTho
limjtation of the prercgatives off che liag anc the powars
entered, Tho Eing fing! Lly Llost im the sSrugple apainst
the sguires. when thwb wore jeanst by The rising mdddle
clage, the marchanis.

How ig this concept ¢f comstitutionel liborsy reluted
to demoeracy wa £ 16thodt

If demecorecy 1ls thought of o5 a mebthod of deliborading
ard discussing ir such & way ms to pot Bhe preatest oomuon
conscent with the mixdowm of cosreicn, 1% anplies primarily
to discussicn, In the cese of represcobative Lodies, this
Iwplics e two-psrty syston in order to esfopunrd the rights
of mirority, But poroerert mirordtics cesrmot be sufopunrdsd
by neams of ‘the two-payty syeter. They sre safsguarded by
acoepbarce of the prineipls of nen-intsrferercs of the Etate
in repional, racial, rel:igpicus ond ecoromic affelre,
Evorendo Iiberslisn is thus & corallery of pelitiesl
libernliam, But, im principle $kers ie no way of aafos=
pufirding ¢ niaarity oFf wmalth: ‘and this dis the ultimats

reagon for bhe Pegoist tomdonelics undor Mborol Qepitsaliszn,

The demoerstile system vwill only weorl In communitize
whers no gusations sriss which canret b settlsd urder the
tuwo=party gystom, When s probles appesars to which altermativp
aelutiona are dmpraeticsble, the two-porby eysiom coodok work,
Thus when the eveonorc sysberm d%ssld is o decsus, donoornoy
rocehss o orifie, s ir Emgloed 2% the progcrd bimc.

Bofopc 1600 roproscentetive domoerocy wag mpossibls orn
ageoury ol the clecvape boleocn the crown ond the counkbry.
In 16068 the orown geve ey to sqQuirverchy; cisoussicorn and

compromd B2 heoume possible o an cxtert they hwd ool boor
befuore, Pve ITowsr oclungecs wors cuppesad Yo be represcnbed
by Thedr botfore. Trip apsvmod conundty resultsd in Lle

irtrecduction of the to=port 3 syotom.

Lt E e




. COVSCIOUSHNSS OF THE WO IHL CLASE.

Therse wae in Emglard srn almoat sortizuous Ircrsuss
iv vealbh, dus to sr cxpording foreiqm Trade, which Wus
rospongible fop thes nudrbersces of feudnl formes R AT
rurcl stmospherc in thiz country. It is ths only
somrkry of the "wostorn" tyoe, which reteined foudel
forre of irrd tenurc to the present tine. ("Conyhold”
surtived darr Lo 1925.] The Trede Undorn Moweraent
Zeriloped o monspely inm upholdirg: (1) shsrdards of
pay, {ii) eonditicue of lnbour, (iil] stabllity within
the "profussion”. mglich vocsbicnal prouplnge ware
brsed on o systerm of cuwtunlly ruspoebsd corporets
privilepges, The worker himaslf, o sofegacrded necbor
of i somuumity which promised to protoet him cocnonienl Ly,
merilly ond polisieally, wos preparcd to ageopt o hisrarchic
clnas soeizty in whivh he hod o recoghised ebontno. Thusz
the Trade Urdon apme bo mson cwerything fo him, nnd ke
waald meice preat seorificcs for it.  This largoly acsourks
Fopr tho ontlock sad aims of the Bribish workse, ned for

apprawal of o closs seaiety, It mew lond to ecobestrogho,
for the Britisa wovking sloss is pot prageread Bo Selo

shorgps, ond build, 3£ nsscgsnry, o oW grialy .

Cortincrtod dorocrney Aiffore froz British ir its
cqurlitorien copnasis, Thie eophosis @ocms bo o the
rosult of tho stoge of induebriel and ceoromiz dsvolog-—
mert, ot which zorebitutiopsl forms wopro firclly pethlod.
Lr. Brploed, thie hupoered befors the Incustrisl Revclubio gy ST
the middis closs hed o Pfight dte owmn Boblles, oul ths i), iff“
pert at oll, 4id so urder sonstroint, os thoy wers ook et
o, sooin]l erdor.  Om bbe' oombinsrt, The pricese took plows
ir the reverses ordor. Corsbitubiona] govermaent sns repeo-
sertrbive institutiors wore pors or lses preveded by iocustrinl
rovolution, (Feeoeo 1709 - Russin 1817 cnd therefore the
worksre, boing sleoedy a cluss, assistzd 1 the stoming of
the Reatillo, and cctuslly lod the stoerving of the Winber
Filoms,




28.

In Fapland, dsnsorpsey did not dowszlop an sgualitard an
sriphasis, owing Ta the leack of argeniszd working cleass
irkarest and aowse, ln Fuagaia, a gssialistis form of
dznzarasy wae svolwed, because the worldny alsse was

ghrong, and won bhe pesgenbs Por ibs alliss, wiile che
middle elese Tock the lesd In she liguidasbion of the

feadal ayeten of lend temar: and desvobic seatral zovern-
ment,  Altwouph the Bolshevils in 1917 sarssiwad it ae
sgeonbislly & middle =lass revolusion, the worlimre had to
teke the loaad in ordsr to evert o coanter-revolaticon,

whieh would heve swoot mwny oll bhe middle-clnss reformg.
Javing anec teten the leed, they woro leit, throagn devalop-
menks in the wordd zituetion, only She choice botwaon
soclalism and fasclizn,

Henee the diflercoces betwown She workipe=olasas
eonesz2louzness I1n Eapland ond on bhe sontinsnt. O the
coatlaent, the wordin: eliss plowed o prosdnent pset in
tha risings ond rewvolibicns {1820~48, Framcs, Gormany,
Italy ebe.). The British working slase, in she second
wall eof ¥ha 1%th senbury bsesms & anfopuerd to middle-
closs liharty.

The industrizl Revolution in Tagkend wos ineconpar-
ably more hoapmeul then in othzr sountrics. Dily here
ware the horrors of ligensod ehild-labour and zystoemstic
pruperisation port of working-close history, With the
memory ol such Mnspeskable conditions, the Iritish werkiag-
claas Justly fuel thas they haive progressad & long Wi,
TWhon ths industriol rewvolution resched Thas continosms,
the fassory system wug mmeh more developed; md whon Tho
indugtricl working closs cums irmso being, condicions wors
ot ws bad as Bhey had been in Fopland, and iodmstry woes
more easlly adapted Go seciety, In Bugiend, vhe desparais
aond] Flons whish The Infustricl rovelwslon groduced nlmost
destroyed soclcty, There sos o widesproed fecling thunt such
sonditions wers intelorablsz, In reny guarters, it wes thoupnt
Shet the corly poricd of enpifielism must slso 9e ite end,
The horrors af' thet time still heunt the workers; ond shis
hes o dietinet beasing en tThe pradusiisnm which is charasuar-—
istic of the British werking class.




£,

Thet is the explanstion af the swift recovery from
the gevers breakdowns wiich cecaurrad 4n Frplish seeial
lifo in the ecurse of hiztaory? {a,p., 14th cortury -
enologures and woal trade; =nd ol 18%h caontury = mors
unplomirss aod industirtal rovolution), Hors of thego
brenkdomms meawut a corplsts broalk wp of sceloly, lhough
there wore borrible porieds, they did not lead e
sebisbronhe or rovelutiom, or ovun te ths sarsendsr of
foudnl forms, cwirg te the ineressipe wwealbl: sed prosperiy
of thu eounlry as a wholz. trgland could affard the
lwoary of giving o corbain emount of ssourity to tho
producsrs, Evun today Bnglish society sxpocus bo bo sbhlo
to do B0, Imperiniianm, with its colonial plundex, alone
mede ik possibls to soours cuodch of $le incrensing weelth
For the worksrs, o beep them gatislied, (Bacisd insuraics,
factery legislullion, mmaicipnd scoislism, heolth servicos
oTe. npc B oheury chorpe on sccizby, snd Eiglomd wnc the
anly sourtry whiech conld afiord them). o the Trade
Unione could rsic for securisy wdd gpet zome moasurs of
it faorx the pore Sorcmunate men, Faudel Fowma sid o
fondel emwasphors could he retioined boosmac the uppoer
alegs wes rbhle So miioe concesziong o praevaerls
averpowaring doansd, Mhnt kind of situeticw v ll
davelep wasn whis ig ro lenper possible, it is diZficult
co Doresce,

E )

CHRONILOGICAL APPEILIK Gk MAIX'S Lok, 1od7-17,

e e R S L e T T v

(The irme)lectunl elimets of Marx's carly mnomiocd wns
YLiucrel ool noo=rekipicus, Mz was, inm sdditicn, pessionnbely
ool iezerdtie Gl sgmestic. [He fhousht thoet Jewrey wos
respoasible for oll $hot wis bl ip the mutsrialist proctics
of beurgecis Chrissionity.  darx pharbed with ao aticopt
o uncersgnad hiz werld in pannral Serms. His fical worlk,
which s dsssroysd, wne & brsibice or the ratars of divinity =

dozreline nnd Poizia)




1847 lMarw: joins ths Jomtbikldb.
"ht Pirgt the oot subject of dissussicn wes religlan.
Io begin with the bn+fle raped round thP gueslicon of
the d1utnrtion of trus Ohriebienity by mybholopy and
the mssimilatiom of Christismity to the conolusicns
¢f porkenporary philosophy, bub it guiekly Adaweloped
avte an shtaclk on religisn Iteelf.”

1656 Covermnsmt drive sgainst left Hepclismiem, arives
+the Club imto politiesl eppeosition.
Butonberp was the enly one whe demendsd thet they
shonld teke the plumgs into ceubsmporery iifs.
Beuer and Fers thospht the inbsliectual revolution
should oome FPirst, "Tac alteration of the world
wolld necsssarily follow fram tha nor interpretation
put upen it hy philescphers,” This gevs rigs to
the following Lawpoons

o far our deopds arv all words and
‘nro like fo romsin so;
Ehatreoticns wo huve in our minde arc
Bound to cope trae of thonselvos,

1240=1 Greup moves rapidly leit.
1540 (Samer) ifooen's boor on Fraderiek the Groat,

dadicatsd fo Yerx.,  His basis ilea was bhat the sbakeo
waa -rbodied in ite parcst feora in a monarchy rulsa

pvor by a kirg liks Frodorpick,  Renewnl can come
onuly frow ths tep. But fthiz phnﬂu of Liberel
conabitubionsl monurchisn soon rmidcd.

1640~ Wigter) Olub oollod thene. .117 2 "ricnde of the poonle"

-= wxbrone left wing of rsvolutiomary repdbliesnism.
Ruterbers compuras Doplin with Toris on eve of revolubion;
Kdppen writes casays on the Torror. Tdeue in The
Christisn Steto nnd Jur Timss by Dower probebly
originebed in Parx,

1541 Tacktorsl Thesiz fzr Uriversity of Jera, koouuss Borlic
had pone resetionery. The Diffcrence botweoorn 3L
naturs] philoeopkiecs of Deacerilse and tho Lpicurcang”
Beusr's Critieien of ks Synoptic Gospels.
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Iad3

1544

o0

Bauer and Marx sollaberste In an dfemiesl work by &
"right=thinkirg Christiaan" who proved that Hegel was
the nmeet deamgasous snenmy of the Christian statse,
Bawor dismisged Prom Bavrn, Lo which Teiversity he
hed Baen transferreada,
Marxls Bemsrks on the New Trussicsn Cersorship
{dess on Marx ebout This time TThIne of Aousssol,
Voltsire, Lessing, deine amd Hegol fuscd inte ome™)
Articles on Frecdom of Press In dheinlsche Zcitung
Jetobor 15th, Fc bogomss sditar,
o defends peper from e cherec of comsunism
"erx elways soid thet it wes going iubo the questiom
of wood-theft law and the pesition of the Moasllo
peasante that turpned his attention from pure politics
to sconomic conditiong erd thus $0 gocisliem”
Loerweph, the poet, who had guarrelled with the Lorliz
Eepedlehs, stbucked them in Merx'e peper, and dark,
Iy roefusing Yo print thair roplics, broke with his
cld ssseoictcs, who wors losing thomselwes in
shetrieticn.
Mereh: Fouerbech®™s Introd, Theges teo the Reform
cf Philoscphy.
Hereh., Tho puper 38 suppressac, portly to plonse the
GERT,
Spring: Merx dscides thet politice were the only nlly
with the aid of whick comtomporsry philosaophy couls
bucome e reality,
End of year: "The weapen of oritisdiem esn csrisinly
nEver be g subetitutce for the eritiecism of the weopor,
Fhyeieal foree must ke overthrowr by physiconl force;
gd thedary will ©e o phyeicel foree ne scon as the
messes Urdesretond 157,
dJune. Marx merries, He ig offer=l work by the
giwgrrmant, which he declinss!
Uetoker, Marx goes to Teris, Sterte the dJuhrbfickzr

Februery, &Merx sablished ir Lhe Jobrblicher, o0 the
dJowish guesticr (in reply Lo Suver) sod Criticus of
the Hopelien Philogsophy of Leer {Buweredj.
Cortributiors to Vortwirt.

Fobruery. Merx, expellec fyor Farie, pose to Brusscls,
The Holy Fanily; or the Critdigue of Critieal Criticisn
ettaek on thoe Brauer frmily.

Beping Oritigus of Politicel Moonori rmd Thilosophy.”
Frecke off s writc Gorpan [doology.in eol lehornbior
with F, Bngels erd V7, Boas,

(ef, Bibliogzrephy. Bulletin I.).
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rn 1938 5, Lendsint sad J

e be oo mosl dmportani, even I8 At

Ve Heyer adited sual uimed oul
pomolete pablleatisn al sis

agriier worss o7 Marx wider wie title *ler distorisene atesialise
Mise S8 YrnelissuFilien,” © vain, Alfred oronery Verlag. wipelg.
Cope et curmta wrlbings wors maklisied hare LeF ko Civel Limsy

aatyatig s b tivam Tiationaloekongrmie und
after naving been avallsvle enly in moye oF legs inucespsivle

L

ndlosegnied otoers sere pusiloied

e rine

dlgude, Gy Cedap tug anbi-Silrney; otisrs agudn were sode sva labile
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Gily LeZwp RAYE'Y doctorate’ s Lhesle.

me Lerm Rarller Writing covers inc peried LEd7=1047: %.8:s
Spem Weaw's isiier to his feiber (1lOth Hov, 1497} to wus publi-
oution 0F bhe Commnisi dmmifesto (1948j. In tus follewing we ocub=

i i 1

1ine tas conbenty 41 W

Landshnteierey adizlon, Ths bulk ol thess

writinge has oot bean publisced in Dngiiall, We understact Sans
Ltwrsncs snd Yishert ars preparing the sublioatlon of sume ok Liese

wgritinod. .
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; sariier Vritings of HoXw.
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As Introduction.
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Pablisied in snglish in
M candboor of Marxismt,
Vi Gollsnoz, 1950,

Complete; o sample pubiishied
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Hdid, under the itiils *iar-
Ean Ideology ™.

¥ires complete publication.
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TRTERE Y VN
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