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. PREFACE

“THE present book is one of the latest of the philosophical works
“of ‘Engels. Marx -was glready dead when it was written, It is ¢
consistently materialist book. from cover to cover, a book which
blocks all attempts to distort Marxism into idealism or positiv-
jsm. Engels in all his writings is of course a consistent dialect-
joal materialist but in perhaps no other work has he with such
‘classical keenness set materialism, as one of the basic tendéncies
‘of ‘philosophy, in opposition to idealism, as the other basic tend-
ency. At the same time he mercilessly combats the agnosticism
of the English and German variety, Humism and Kentianism,
s ¢ombat the issue of which is fatal to these vacillating tenden-
s Tt is this classical keenness which Lenin, the pupil and
ompeer of Marx and Engels, characterised in the following
;-'EI'EThef getiiiis of ‘Marx and Engels expressed itself in-that they despised
thie:psendo-erudite play upon mew words, wise terms, cunning “isms.” They
gimply. and explicitly said that . there is a materialist and idealist division
“in' philosophy, and between them there are various shades of agnosticism.
The -desire to find a “new” viewpoint in philosophy bhetrays the same
overty of epirit as the desire to create a “new” theory of value, or a
thicory of rent. (Lenin: “Materialism and Empirio-Criticism,”- Col-
ccted  Works, Vol XIIL, p., 117, English edition.) e :
- In Engels’ Fenerbach we find all the basic questions of dialec-
cal ‘materialism. treated in an inimitable, ‘pellucid manner. The
ssence and tasks of philosophy, the essence of materialism, - the
ritique of :mechanical materialism, the essence of the dialectical
nethod; the ‘dialectical-materialist theory of .cognition, the mate:
rialist’ conception of history, the origin of ideologies, including
at: of  religion; the significance of ethical norms, ete.—all these
are dealt with concisely but at the same time in a form contain-
atl:essentials. In. addition, the book discusses two further.
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8 PREFACE

questions of equal importance: the relation of Marxism to Hegel
and Feuerbach, and, as already stated, the question of agnos-
ticism, The sole means of refuting the latter are provided by
this book in that it points to practice as the criterion of truth.
The relation of Marxism to Hegel and Fenerbach seems to be
purely a question of the history of philosophy. That, however, is
not so. In the first place the Social-Democrats, with Bernsiein at
the head, constantly accused and accuse Marx of -having becoms
entangled in the “snares -of Hegelian dialectics” and of- having
investigated reality -not as it -is but through the spectacles of
Hegelian dialectics. This, they. allege, explains how he arrived at
revolutionary. results' which 'do not- correspond .o reality, and
therefore assert that Marxism must be divested. of idealist Hegel-
ian dialectics, a constituent part of Marxism yet alien.to it.. On
the other ‘hand, Neo-Hegelianism - is .the philosophy of fascism

which in the struggle against Marxism seeks to galvanise ‘into life

the most reactionary sides of Hegelian philosophy. But to save
Hegel’s honour, which in their eyes is besmirched if the slightest
contact between Marx and Hegel is recognised, it becomes mneces-
sary for them to deny-.the existence of ‘any points. of 'contact
whatever between Marx and Hegel. Their chief argument is that
Hegel was an idealist, whereas Marx was a “erude” materialist:
How canthere-be anything in -cornmon between -an. -absolute
idealist and a pure materialist, €ven if it be but historical deriv-
ation? ' - S L ‘

Thus, on the one hard, every connection between Marx and
Hegel is denied while, on the other, the Marxian . dialectical
method is identified with that of -Hegel. The latter view ds.nok
even confined to the Soclal-Democrats, . In the Soviet Union, :too,
there -was.a school which advocated this view under the leader-
ship of A, Deborin. The -discussion of dialectical materialism
which recently was conducted in the columns of the Lobour
Monthly is indicative of how widespread these views are. Mr.,
Carritt of Oxford University in this connection - expressed the

opinion that dialectical materialism was “the synthesis of Hegel's .

absolute idea and the matter of the materialist.”

Nor is the guestion of the relation to the German philosopher, .

PREFACE 9

‘1., Feuerbach, a purely historical question: at the very outset that |
! s not ‘so, because here too the attempt was. made to slur ov.'er. the

" differences .between. . Marxian :and - Feuerbachian: matenahsmﬂ.
Plekhanov, who: of all-the theoreticians of the S.econd In.'tema.-
tional, ‘was ‘¢losest to. dialectical materialism’ (with ..ce.rtam re-
sefvations-he may. be designated a dialeotica_l-matenahst), was
always of ‘the opinion that Marxism was. nothing else but Feuer-
hachian  materialism . extended to- history.  The aboye:nazl.led A,
‘Deborin, a disciple of ‘Plekhanov, 'fur,ther.d_istorted this view by
‘prophesying ‘that Feuerbach’s day would s-t.lll corne, aimq-almos;
metamiorphosed - Feuerbach into an ‘histqnoal .mzfrtenahst, an
failed to.take account of the fact that Fenerbach, in the do:g:mn
of: history; -not only was no ‘dialectical_materaliﬁt, bu.t was no
aterialist at all—was an idealist. And yet it :is -evident that
Hegel, as well as Feuerbach, has been overcome bY. Marx and
Engels, that they belong to past history and to Raat lnstox.'y‘ alrone

“ nd that their day cannot arrive. Hegel’s revolutionary philosophy
“tishered -in" the political collapse at the time w}}-en the German
Joutgeoisie was preparing itself for the Revolution of 1848. Tn
h “epoch of this revolution, Feuerbach was the contemporary
epfés'enté.tive of “progressive bourgeois ‘democracy or. :;evolu—
tonary bourgeols democracy.” He “failed to unde‘:rstacfld even
lié -Revolution -of 1848; his “socialism’” was an - enlightener’s
sthierism ' with a socialist tinge” (these-are all-words used by
Tenin concerning Feuerbach). Marx and Engels by.contrast :we{e
the representatives - of the revolutionary ~ proletariat. Precise y
ihiose social Toots of the philosophy of Hegel and Fe.uer.hach on
tha one hand .and of Marx and Engels on-the other'm-dlcate th?
profound and essential difference bemeen‘-thffse thinkers. -
Space does not permit of a closer examination. of 'the:se ques-
tions. Besides it would be superfluous. Engels presents in detail
his owi ‘and Marx’s: relation to- Hegel and Feuerh_a-ch. He ﬂe-
scribes how Hegelianism was Marx’s and his own point of .dePa;-
tire ‘and how afterwards they took their leave of Hegelianism.
At the ‘same time he criticises Feuerbach’s philosophy, recognis- .
mg, however, the fact that during their period of storm a;nd stress
Teuerbach exerted a certain influence upon them and in many
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respects constituted an intermediate link betweéen Hegelian philo-
sophy and the conception of Marx and Engels.®

We call the attention of the reader in particular to the annihi-
lating criticism of Engels directed against Kantianism and
H:umrism, i.e., agnosticism, For England and.the United States
this question is of vital importance even today. England is mot
only the cradle of agnosticism, not enly did Humism never cease
to survive there (it was in England, too, that Huxley coined the
word agnosticism), but te this day all those philesophical ten-
dencies which in England and the United States parade under the
name of “philesophy,” such as pragmatism, neo-realism, behav-
iourism, etc., are admittedly nothing but various shades of ag-
nosticism. But all of them in the final analysis are rooted in the
philosophy of Hume, ‘
 Let us substantiate this by quoting from Bertrand Russell, a
philosophical writer who himself represents a- “neutral monism™

and thus in this question deserves a cerfain degree of confidence.

The - view - which I have suggested is that both mind and matter are
structyres composed of a more primitive stuff which is neither mental nor
matem‘ll. This view, called “neutral menism,” is suggeéted ‘in Mach's
Analyszs. of Sensations, developed in William James's Essays in Radical
Empiricism, and advocated by John Dewey, as well as Professor R.B. Parry
and other American realists.**

. Parallel with idealism, especially in its variety of Tthe subjective
1dea11'sr_'n of Berkeley (Eddington, Jeans, ete.) we find Machist
agnosticism prevalent in England as well as in the United States.
Concerning ‘this agnosticism, however, Lenin proved that it is
rooted in Hume (and Berkeley). Therefore that part of Engels’
book in which he refutes agnosticism merits the particnlar atten-
Hon of the English or American reader. SR

A fow words on the “translation” with which the English and
American -proletarian reading public. was served hitherto. It was
published by Charles H. Kerr and Co. of Chicago and contains
a “critical” introduction written by a certain Austin Lewis.
This “critical” introduction is nothing short of a brazen adultera-
. tion of Engels’ views, a perversion of them into idealist views

' fo. Engels’ Preface—L.R.
R Bertrax_ld Russell, 4An. Qutline of Philosophy, p. 303,

PREFACE 1

-and into a defence of religion against Engels onslaughts. The
' anti-religious position of Engels is depicted as “obsolete,” and
"'is sincerely regretted by this “eritic,”
- .. The anti-religious note he maintains—is noticeable throughout, in itself
-an echo of controversies long past [!—L.R.l, when the arguments of the
~éritics of the Bible were creating now fury, mow dismay throughout
- Christendom, before the higher criticism [!1—L.R.] had become respected,
" and before soi-disant sceptics could continue to go solemmly to church.
" Therefore, “it must be confessed that the occasional bitterness
4n° which Engels indulges is to be deplored....”
. Qur “soi-disant sceptic” . . . “who continues to go “solemnly
15 church” also sirives to substitute an apology for religion for
4he occasional bitterness” of Engels. How is it possible to con-
“sider religion “opium for the people” AMarx) if
"It is evident this [Engels ecriticism of religion—L.R.] is net entirely
trie, for ‘in the English-spéaking countries, at all events, not only the
‘hourgeois but frequently also the proletarian movements attempt to justify
- themselves from Seripture. The teachings. of the Bible and the Sermon on

~‘the Mount are frequently called to the aid of the revoluticnary party . . .
‘snd other evidences of the compatibility of religion with the proletarian

- Thgvement can be traced. _ _
‘.. Thus it is claimed that religion. is also “compatible with the
proletarian movement” and that Engels, who even rebukes Feuer-
" bach for not having been able to make a clean sweep of religion
" and for having instead aspired to a “higher religion,” was wrong
“in his criticism! Engels, it is contended, had frivolously dismissed
“in too precipitate a fashion a “complicated problem .. . . which
still- disturbs the minds of philosophers, and concerning which
~much discussion goes on even among the materialists [!—L.R.].”
i No commentary upon this reactionary falsification of Engels
" and of the materialists’ view point is needed. Here the attitude of
the ‘proletarian movement to religion, as elsewhere in this “critical”
" introduction . historical materialism, is falsified and in general
"' an ‘attempt is made to impair as much as possible the revolu-
- iionary effect of Engels’ book. '

..o it may be readily understood that the ‘translation is like-
- svise “falsified in the strictest sense of the word, A few examples
- may be cited. : ‘ :
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Engels establishes the fact that in point of erigin idealism and
materialism denote nothing else than answering the question:
which is primary—mind or matter? Then Engels concludes his
dissertation with the words: : : : :

“These two expressions, idealism and materialism, primarily signify nq}hl
ing more than this. ..., = o

Our worthy “eritic” _cllis"tqnts' this into its opposite:

The two expressions signify something different from this. ..., .

- The manner in whick the.*translator” botched Marx’s theses
on - Fenerbach .exceeds all bounds of scientific dishonesty, The
statement may be ventured that hardly a single sentence of it has
been rendered correcily, The: brilliant thoughts of Marx’s genius
which, as Engels states, harbour the “brilliant germ of the new
‘world outlook,” are grossly distorted and entire sentences are
simply omitted. The reason why will become apparent forthwith,

Two illustrations. Marx says: : S .
"o Thus it happened that the aetive side, in -opposition to materialism,
was developed by idealism—but only ahstractly, since, of course, idealism
does not know real sensucus activity as such, ' ‘ '

The translation reads:

" It therefore came about.that the active gide in opposition to materialism
“was developed from. idealism, but only abstractly; this was nattral,. since
idealism does not recognise real tengible facts as such [1—L.RJ -

- This:'is a sheer falsification not only of the views of Marx,
but even of idealism. All .idealists, especially of the Hegelian

form of idealizm, fully recognise “tangible facts”—they interpret

them only idealistically. What they do not recognise is sensuous
“activity as such, which they replace by thought-activiey of mind.
Towards the end of the text of the first thesis we read:

Consequently, in the Essence of Christianity, he regards the theoreticat
gttitude as the only genuinely human attitude, while practice is conceived and
fixed only in its dirty-Jewish form of appearance. [My italics—IL. R.]

- Onr worthy “translator,” who as we have seen endeavours to
reconcile religion and the proletarian movement, is “shocked”
at the manner in which Marx expresses himself and in order not
to give offence to the Jews ke simply omits the word “Jew"” which
results in the following version:

PREFACE 13

He . tEerefore, in the Wesen des Christentums tegards only theoret.ical
"activi;y as generally human [?—L.R.], while the “praxis” is conceived
- and fixed only in its disgusting from. :

The last sentence of the first thesis: “Hence he does mnot
gfasp the significance of ‘revolutionary,’ _of practical-criti:a.l, ac’;
tivity”—is entirely omitted, presumably in order not to shock’
not only the Jewish bou;‘geoisi’? but the bourgeoisie in general
sing the word “revolution. :
'.b?ﬁ;miotes are taken from the Russian edition published by
‘the Marx-Engels-Lenin Institute, Moscow. For the sakff of con-
“venjence titles have been provided for the four sections into
‘which the work is divided and which bore o.nly nuz:fll.:ers in the
original text. The articles in the appendix give additional mate-
rial by Marx and Engels relating to questions connected with

y k
P._'..i.lgels= boa : _ L. Rupas



FOREWORD

In the Pref\ace to the Crmque of Political Economy, pubhshe&
“in‘Berlin, 1859, Karl Marx relates how the two of us in Brussels
“in“the year 1845 set about working out in common “the anti-
“'thesis- between ' our. 'view,”—the materialist conception of his-
tory-which was worked out especm.lly by Marx—*and the ideo-
logical view of German phllosophy, in fact setiling accounts with
- our erstwhile philosophic conscience. The design was executed in’
“the form of & critique of post-Hegelian philosophy. The manu-
seript, two big octavo volumes, had long reached its place of pub-
-~ lication in Westphalia ‘when we received news that altered cir-
cimstances did not perm.lt of its being pnnted We abandoned the
ma.nuscnpt to the gnawing criticism of mice all the more mllmgly
gitice We had- achieved our principal aim—our self-clarification.”
~ Since then more than forty years have elapsed and Marx’ died
without either of us having had an opportunm:y of returning to
the ‘subject. ‘We have expressed ourselves in various places re-
gardlng our relation to Hegel, but nowhere in 2 compreherisive,
fmected account. To Feunerbach, who in many respects forms an
intermediate link between Hegelian phllosophy and our concep-
tion, we never returned.

.. In the meantime the Marxist world outlook has fround Tepresen:
tatives far beyond the boundaries of Germany and Europe and
in all the languages of the civilised world. On the other hand,
classical German philosophy is experiencing a kind of rebirth
abroad, especially in England and Scandinavia, and even in Ger-
many itself people appear to be getting tired of the pauper’s

. wThig MS. was published in full {with the exception of a few chapters
which have been lost) in 1932 by the Marx-Engels-Lenin Institute, Mos-
‘cow, under the title: German Ideclogy.

15




i6 FOREWORD

broth of electicism which is ladled out in the universtities there
under the name of philosophy.
In these circumstances a’ short, connected account of our re-

Iation to the Hegelian philosophy, of our point of departure as -

well as of our separation from it, appeared to me to be required
more and more. Equally, a full acknowledgment of the influence
which Feuerbach, more than any other post-Hegelian philosopher,
had upon us during our period of storm and stress, appeared to
me to be an undischarged debt of honour. I therefore willingly
seized the opportunity when the editor of Die Neue Zeit asked
me for a critical discussion of Starckes book on Feuerbach, My
contribution was published in that paper in the fourth and fifth
" numbers of 1886 and appears here in revised form as a separate
publication,

Before sending these lines to press I have once again ferreted
out and looked over the old manuscript of 1845-46. The section
dealing with Feuerbach is incomplete. The complebed ‘portion
consists of an exposition of the materialist conception of history
which proves only how incomplete our knowledge of economic
history was-at that time. It contains mo criticism of Feuerbach’s
'doctrine itself; for the present purpose, therefore, it was un-
usable, On the other hand, in an old note-book of Marx’s I
have found the eleven theses on Feuerbach printed here as an
appendix, These are notes hurriedly scribbled down for later
elaboration, absolutely not intended for publication, but they
are invaluable as the first document in which is deposited’ the
brilliant germ of the new world outlook.

Freperick ENGELS
XYondon, February 21, 1888

LUDWIG FEUERBACH AND THE OUTCOME
OF CLASSICAL GERMAN PHILOSOPHY

2 Ludwig Feuerbach — 1233
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- FROM HEGEL TO FEUERBACH

The volume* before us carries us back to a perlod wh_lch aI-
though in time no more than a full generation behind us, has be-
come as_foreign to the present generation in Germany as if it
were already a hundred years old. Yet it was the period of Ger-
many’s preparation for-the revelution of 1848, and all that has
happened since then in Germany has been merely the con:
tinuation: of 1848, merely the execution of the last will and
beslament of -the revolu‘aon :

Just as in France in the eighteenth century, 30 in Germany in
the nineteenth, 4 philosophical revolution ushered in the political
-collapse. But how different the two appeared! The French were in
~ dpen combat against all official science, against the Church and
often also against the State; their writings- were printed -across
the frontier; in Engle.ad or Holland, while they themselves were
often'in jeopardy of imprisonment in the Bastille. On the other
hand, the Germans were professors, state-appointed instructors
~of youth; their writings were recognised ‘textbooks, and the ter-
-minating system of the whole development—the Hegelian systemi~
-was even raised,.in'some degree, to the rank of a royal, Prussian
‘philosophy of state! Was it possible that a revolution counld hide
" behind these professors, behind their obscure, pedantic phrases,
their wearisome, ponderous sentences? Were not precisely those
¥ 'p'eople who were then regarded as the representatives of the rev,
.-'olutmn, the: hberals, the bltter.est oppozients of this brain-confus:
~ % Ludwig Feuerbach, by C. N. Sta.rcke, Ph. D, Stuttgart Ferd Enke,
: 1885 .—Note by F. Engels

19
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20 LUDWIG FEUERBACH

ing philosophy? But what neither the government nor the lib-
erals were able to see, was seen at least by one man as early as
1833, and this man was indeed none other than Heinrich Heine.™

Let us take an example. No philosophical proposition has
earned more gratitude from narrow-minded governments and.

wrath from equally narrow-minded liberals than Hegel’s famous
statement: “All that is real is rational: and all that is rational is
real.” That was tangibly a senctification of things that be, a
philosophical benediction bestowed upon despotism, police-gov-
ernment, Star Chamber proceedings and censorship. That is how
Frederick William III and his subjects understood it. But ac-
cording to Hegel everything that exists is certainly not also real,
without further qualification. For Hegel the attribute of reality
belongs only to that which at the same time is necessary: “the
reality proves itself to be the necessary in the course of its de-
velopment.,” A particular governmental act—Hegel himself cites
the example of “a certain tax regulation™—is therefore for him
by no means real without qualification. That which is mecessary,
however, proves itself in the last resort to be also rational; and,
applied to the Prussian state of that time, the Hegelian proposi-
tion therefore merely means: this state is rational, it corresponds
1o reason in so far as it is necessary; and if it nevertheless ap-
pears to us to be evil, but still, in spite of its evil character, it
continues to exist, then the evil character of the government is
explained and justified by the correspending evil character of the
subjects. The Prussians of that day had the government that they
deserved.
Now, according to Hegel, reality. is, however, in-no way an
attribute of any given state of affairs, social or political, in all
" eircumstances and for all time. On the contrary. The Roman Re-
public was real, but so was the Roman Empire which superseded
it. In 1789 the French monarchy had become so unreal, that .is

* Fngels refers o “the articles On Germcmy written by the. famom Ger-
man poet Heine in which he expounded thé:-history of the civilisation of
the ,German people for the French public. He :divided it into three parts:
1) before Luther; 2) from Luther to Kant; 3) from Kant to Hegel
These articles contain his characterisation of German p]nlosophy and tha
eole it filled in its day.—Ed.

FROM HEGEL TO FEUERBACH 2

to --éay," it had been so robbed of all necessity, so non-rational,
that ‘it had to be destroyed by the great revolution—of which

- Hegel always speaks with the greatest enthusiasm. In this case
- the monarchy was the unreal and the revolution was the real.
_And so, in the course of development, zll that was previously real

becomes unreal, loses its necessity, its right of existence, its ra-
tionality. And in the place .of mortbund reality comes a new real-

. ity capable of living—peacefully if the old has enough intel-

ligence to go to its death without a struggle; forcibly if it resists

-this necessity, Thus the Hegelian proposition turns into its op-

posite through Hegelian dialectics itself: All that is real in the
sphere of human history becomes irrational in the process of
time and is therefore irrational already by its destination, is

- tainted beforehand with irrationality, and everything which is
. rational in the minds of men is destined to become real, how-

ever much it may contradict the apparent reality of existing con-
ditions. In accordance with all the rules of the Hegelian method
of thought, the proposition of the rationality of everything which
is real resolves itself into the other proposition: all that exists
has this much value, that it perishes.®

- But precisely here lay the irue significance and the revolution-
ary character of the Hegelian philosophy (1o which, as the close
of the whole movement since Kant, we must here confine our-
selves), that it once and for all dealt the deathblow to the finality

‘of all products of human thought and action. Truth, the cogni-

tion of which is the business of philosophy, became in the hands
of Hegel no longer an aggregate of finished dogmatic statements,
which once discovered, had merely to be learned by heart. Truth
lay now in the process of cognition itself, in the long historical

‘development of science, which mounts from lower to ever higher

levels of knowledge without ever reaching, by discovering so-called
ahsolute truth,** apoint -at which it ean proceed no further and
where it- would have nothing more to do than to fold its hands
and admire the absolute truth to which it had attained. And what

- * The words of Mephistopheles .in Goethe's Faust: “Alles, was betstehs,

‘ist wert, dass es zugrunde geht”—Ed.

S Engels here has in view the metaphysical conception of ahsolute truth
as completed, exhaustive knowledge, immutable for all time.~~Ed.
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holds good for the realm of. philosophic knowledge holds ‘good
also for that of every other kind of knowledge and alzo for prac-
tieal affairs. Just as knowledge is unable to reach a perfected
permination in 2 perfect, ideal condition of humanity, so is
history unable to do so; a perfect society, @ perfect “state,” are
things which czn only exist in imagination. On the contrary, all
successive historical situations are only tramsitory stages in’ the
endless course of development of human society from the lower
to the higher. Each stage is necessary, and therefore justified for
the time and conditions to which it owes its origin. But in the
newer and higher conditions which gradually develop in its own
bhosom, each loses its validity and justification. It must give way
to6 a higher form which will also in its turn decay and perish. Just
as the bourgeoisie by largescale industry, competition and the
world market dissolves in practice all stable, time-honoured in-
stitutions, so this dialectical philosophy dissolves all ‘conceptions
of final, absolute truth, and of a final absolute state of humanity
corresponding to it. For it nothing is final, absolute, sacred. It
reveals the transitory character of everything and in everything;
nothing can endure before it except the uninterrupted process of
becoming and of passing away, of endless ascendency from the
lower to the higher. And dialectical philosophy itself is nothing
more than the mere reflection of this process in the thinking
brain. It has, of course, also a conservative side: it recognises that
definite stages of knowledge and society are justified for their
time and circumstances; but only so far. The conservatism of this
mode of outlook is relative; its revolutionary character is
absolute—the only absolute it admits. ' 5

Tt is not mecessary, here, to go into the question of whether
this mode of outlook is thoroughly in accord with the - pres-
ent position of natural science which predicts a possible end for
the earth, and for its Habitability a fairly certain one; which
therefore recognises that for the history of humanity salso there

is not only an ascending but also a descending branch. At any -

rate we still find ourselves a considerable distance from the
turning point at which the historical course of society be-
comes one of descent, and we cannot expect Hegelian philosophy

FROM HEGEL TO FEUERBACH 23

. o be concerned with a subject which natural science, in'its time,

had not at all placed upon the agenda as yet!

- But what must, in fact, be said here is this: that in Hegel the

above development is not to be found in such precision, It is a
necessary conclusion from his method bist 'one which he himself

never drew with such explicitness. And this, -indeed, for the sim-
~. ple reason that he was compelled to make a system, and, in accor-

dance with all the traditional requirements, a system of phileso-
phy must conclude with some sort of Absolute Truth. Therefore,
however much Hegel, especially in his Logic, emphasised that
this eternal truth is nothing but the logical, i.é., the historical,

-process itself, he nevertheless’ finds himself compelled to make
~an end to this process, just because he has to bring his system to &

termination at some point or other. In the Logic he can make this
end a beginning again, since here the point of conclusion, the

 absolute idea*—which is only absolute in so far as he has abso-
Jutely nothing to say about’ it “alienates,” that is transforms,

itself into mature and comes to itself again later in the mind, i.e.,

“jn thought dnd in history. But at the end of the whole philos:
~ophy a similar return to the beginning -is possible only in one

sway, namely, by putting as the end of all history the arrival of
mankind at the cognition of this self-same absolute idea, and by
explaining that this cognition’ of the absolute idea is reached in

- Hegelian philosophy. In this way, ‘however, the whole dogmatic

content of the Hegelian system is declared to be Absolute Truth, in
contradiction to his dialéctical method, which dissolves all dogmat:
ism. Thus the revolutionary side becomes smothered beneath the
overgrowth of the conservative side. And what applies to philo-
sophical cognition applies also to historical practice. Mankind,
which, in the person of Hegel, has reached the point of working
out the -absolute idea, must also in practice have- arrived so far

_that it can carry out this absolute idea in reality. Hence the

practical political Jemands ‘of the absolute idea on contempora-
ries may not be stretched too far. And so we find at the conclu-

_ ion of the philosophy of law that the absolute idea is %o be

" *Under this Hegelian conception, the “conception of god is com-
iealed.~—Ed. o : : :

3
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realised in that monarchy based on estates which Frederick Wil«
liam III so persistently but vainly promised to his subjects, i.e.,
in a limited, moderate, indirect rule of the possessing classes
suited to the petty-bourgeois German conditions of that time.
Herewith also the necessity of the nobility is demonstrated to us
in a speculative fashion. :

The inner necessities of the system are therefore of themselves
sufficient to explain why such a thoroughly revolutionary method
of thinking produced such an - extremely tame political conclu~
sion. As a matter of fact the specific form of this conclusion
springs from this, that Hegel was a German, and like his con:
temporary Goethe had a bit of the philistine’s queue dangling:
behind. Each of them was an Olympian Zeus in his own sphere,
yet neither of them ever quite freed himself from German philis--
tinism. : :

But all this did not prevent the Hegelian system. from cover-
ing an incomparably greater domain than any earlier. systemy
nor from developing in this domain a wealth of thought which
is astounding even today. The Phenomenology of Mind (whick
one may call a parallel of the embryology and palzntology .of
the mind, a development of the individual consciousness throngh
its different stages; couched in the form of an abbreviated recap-
itulation of the stages through which the consciousness of man
has passed in the course of history), logic, natural philosophy,
philosophy of mind, and the latter worked out in its separate,
historical sub-divisions: philosophy of history, of law, of reli-
gion, history of philosophy, aesthetics, ete.—in all these different
historical fields Hegel laboured to discover and demonstrate the
pervading thread of development. And as he was not only a creative
genius but also a man of encyclopaedic erudition, he played an
epoch-making role in every sphere. It is self-evident that owing
to the needs of the “system” he very often had to resort to those
forced constructions about which his pigmy opponents make
cuch a terrible fuss even today. But these constructions are only
the frame and scaffolding of his work. If one does not loiter here
needlessly, but presses on farther into the immense building, one
finds innumerable treasures which today still possess undimin-
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ished value. With all philosophers it is precisely the “system”
‘which is perishable; and for the simple reascn that it springs
_from an imperishable desire of the human mind——the desire to
overcome all contradictions. But if all contradictions are once
. and for all disposed of, we shall have arrived at so-called
absolute truth: world history will be at an end. And vet it has 1o
continue, although there is nothing more left for it to do—thus,
2 new insoluble contradiction arises. As soon as we have once
realised—and in the long run mo one has helped us to realise
it more than Hegel himself—that the task of philosophy thus
stated ‘means - nothing but the task that a -single philosopher
should accomplish that which can only be accomplished by the
entire human race in its progressive development—as soon as we
realise that, there is an end of all philosophy in the hitherto ac-
cepted sense of the word. One leaves alone “absolute truth,” which
is unattainable along this path or by any single individual; in-
 stead, ome pursues attainable, relative truths along the path of
the positive sciences, and the summation of their results by means
of dialectical thinking. At any rate, with Hegel philosophy comes
to an end: on the one hand, because in his system he compre-
hended its whole development in the most splendid fashion; and
_on the other hand, because, even if unconsciously, he showed us
the way out of the labyrinth of “sysiems” to real positive knowl-
" edge of the world. .

One can imagine what a iremendous effect this Hegelian sys-
temn must have produced in the philosophy-tinged atmosphere of
Germany. It was a triumphal procession which lasted for decades
-and which by no means came to a standstill on the death of
Hegel. On the contrary, from 1830 to 1840 Hegelianism veigned’
most exclusively, and to a greater or less extent infected even its
“opponents. It was precisely in this period that Hegelian views,
consciously or unconsciously, most extensively permeated the
most diversified sciences and saturated even popular literature
" and the daily press from which the average “geducated conscious-
* pess” derived its mental pabulum. But this vietory aleng the
whole front was only the prelude 1o an internal struggle.

- As we have seen, the doctrine of Hegel, taken as a whole, left
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plenty of room for giving shelter to the most diverse practical
party -views, And in the theoretical Germany of that time; two
things above all were practical: religion and pelitics. Whoever
placed. the chief emphasis on the Hegelian system-could be fairly
conservative in both spheres; whoever regarded the dialetical
method as the main thing could belong to the most extreme op-
position, both in politics and religion. Hegel himself; despite the
fairly frequent outbursts of revolutionary -wrath in his works,
seemed on the whole to be more inclined to the conservative side,

Indeed, his systee had cost him much more “bitter work- of.

thought” than his method. Towards the end of the ’thirties, the
cleavage in the school hecame more and more apparent. The Left
wing,* the so-called young Hegelians, in their fight with the piet-
ist orthodox and feudal reactionaries, abandoned bit by bit that
_philosophical-aristocratic reserve in regard to the burning ques-
tons of the day which up to that time had secured state tolera-
tion and even protection for their teachings. And when, in 1840,
orthodox pietism and  absolutist feudal reaction ascended the
throne with Frederick William IV, open partisanship ‘became un-
avoidable. The fight was still carried on with philosophical weap-
ons, but no longer for abstract philesophical aims. It turned di-
rectly on the destruction of traditional religion and of the
existing state, And although in the Deutsche fahrbiicher the prac-
tical ends were still predominantly put forward in pbilosophical
disguise, in the Rheinische Zeitung™* of 1842 the young Hegel-
ian school revealed itself directly as the philosophy of the aspir-
ing radical bourgeoisie and still used the meagre cloak of philos-
ophy only to deceive the censorship.

At that time, however, politics was a very thorny field, and

. *In contrast to- the Right Hegelians who defended the conservative
views and supported autocracy, the privileged position of the nebility and
the ruling religion (Protestantism), the young, er Left, Hegelians, headed
by Brune Bauer, endeavoured to draw atheist and revolutionary conclusions
from . Hegel's philesophy—Ed. :

. ** The Deutsche Jahrbiicher (German Annuals) were magazines pub-
lished in Leipzig by the Left Hegelians, A. Ruge and T. Echtermeyer, in
1838-43. The Rheinische Zeitung (Rhenish Gazette}, 1842-43, was the or-
gan pf the Rhenish liberal bourgeois, K. Marx was one of the main
contributors to the Gazette. From October 1842 to the end of the year

&
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hence the main fight came to be directed against religion;

“this fight, particularly since 1840, was also indirectly political.

Strauss’. Life of Jesus, published in 1835, had provided the first
impulse, The theory therein developed of the formation of the
gospel myths was combated later by Bruno Bauver with the proof
that a whole series of evangelical stories had been fabricated by
the authors themselves, The controversy between these two was
carried out in the philosophical disguise of a battle between “gelf-
consciousness” and “substance.”® The question whether the
miracle stories of the gospels came into being through an un-
conscious-traditional myth-creation within the bosom of the com-
mumity or whether they were fabricated by the evangelists them-
sélves was magnified into the question whether, in world history,
“eubstance” or “self-consciousness” was -the -decisive driving
force, Finally came Stirner, the prophet of contemporary. gnarch-

' ism—Bakunin has taken a great deal from him—and capped the

sovereign “self-consciousness” by his sovereign “ego

- We will not go further into this side of ‘the decomposition
process of the Hegelian school. More important for us is the fol-
lowing: the main body of the rnost determined young Hegelians
was, by the practical necessities of its fight against positive reli-
gion, driven back to Anglo-French materialism.*** This brought

Warx was its chief editor. Under Marxs leadership the Gazette assumed
a decidedly radical character and was suppressed by the Prussian govern-
ment at the end of March 1843.—Ed.

% #Quauss im his book pictured Jesus as an outstanding  historical
personage and not as a god. Strauss considered the gospel stories to be
inyths which teok shape in the Christian communities; he thus adhered
to the opinien that these storles arose unconsciously, as it were. B. Bauer,
in eriticising Strauss, rebuked him for not crediting consciousness with the
jmportance due it. In Bauer’s opinien, the gospel myths in the historical
process of their formation passed through the consciousness of the people
who had composed them intentionally to accomplish this or that religious
object.” (G. Plekhanov) The stgolf consciousness” which the young Hegel-
jans brought to the fore reflected the self-consciousness of the revolution-
ary-fiinded hourgeeis -intelligentsia of Germany during the pre-revolutionary
epoch.~-Ed. i
7 %% Engels refers to Max Stivner’s (pseudonym for Caspar Schmidt}

"Der Einzige und sein Eigentum (The Ezo end His Qwn), which appeared

in 1845. Marx dnd Engels criticised it in their Cerman ldeology—Ed.
~ ##* Ty the seventeenth century in Great Britain and in the eighteenth
‘¢énitury” in France, natural science and ‘materialistic philosophy developed
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it into conflict with its school system. While materialism con-
ceives nature as the sole reality, nature in the Hegelian sys-
tem represents merely the “alienation” of the absolute idea, so
to say, a degradation of the idea. In all circumstances thinking
and its thought-product, the idea, is here the primary, nature the
derived element, which only exists at all by the condescension of
the idea, And in this contradiction they floundered as well or as
ill as they could. :

Then came Feuerbach’s Essence of Christianity, With one blow
it pulverised the contradietion, in that without eircumlocutions it
placed materialism on the throne again, Nature exists indepen-
dently of all philosophy. It is the foundation upon which we hu-
man beings, ourselves products of nature, have grown up. Noth-
ing exists outside nature and man, and the higher beings our
religious fantasies have created are only the fantastic reflection
of our own essence. S

The spell was broken. The “system” was -exploded and cast
aside, And the contradiction, shown to exist only in our imagina-
tion, was dissolved. One must himself have experienced the libe-
rating effect of this book to get an idea of it. Enthusiasm was

- general; we all became at once Feuerbachians, How enthusiastic-
ally Marx greeted the new conception and how much—in spite
of ell critical reservations—he was influenced by it one may
read in The Holy Family.® : g

in connection with the development of the heurgeois method of production
in these countries. {Bacon, Hobbes, Locke and others were representa-
tives of English materialism.) In France the materialist philosophers of the
eighteenth century {Diderot, Helvetius, Holbaeh, etc.)—representatives of
the re_vol}ltionary bourgeoisie—conducted a relentless struggle against serf-
dem in institutions and ideas, making use of the lessons of the English
révolution while being disciples and continuers of English materialism
in E}%:Jsopl}y.uEd.

e full title of the book of Marz and Engels is: f
or a Criticism of Critical Criticism, Against B%zmo Bag‘:tre EO%OFETTI’%
Holy Far.nily isa hemorous nickname for the Bauer brothers, plzilo;ophers,
and their disqmles. These gentlemen preached criticism, which stands
gbove any reality, above parties and polities, rejecting all practical activ-
ity, and _only “critieally” contemplates the surrounding world and the
events which take place in it. Messrs Bauer and Co. judged the proletaria
dls_»uainfully as an uncritical mass. Marx and Engels decidedly attacked
this absurd and harmful tendency. In the name of the worker—a zeal
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. Even the shortcomings of the book contributed to its immeliate
.- effect. Its literary, sometimes even highflown, style secured for it
a large public and was at any rate refreshing after long years of
abstract and abstruse Hegelianising. The same is true of its extra-
-vagant deification of love, which, coming after the intolerable
‘sovereign rule of “pure reason,” had its excuse, if not justifica-
tion. But what we must not forget is that it was precisely to these
swo weaknesses of Feuerbach that the “true socialism” which was
spreading like @ plague in “educated” Germany after 1844 be-
came linked, putting literary phrases in the place of scientific
knowledge, the liberation of mankind by means of “love” in place
of the emancipation of the proletariat through the economic
transformation of production—in short, losing itself in the nau-
seous fine writing and sentimentalising typified by Herr Karl
Griin,* '
" Another thing we must not forget is this: the Hegelian school
was broken up, but Hegelian philosophy was not overcome
through criticism; Stiauss and Bauer each took ome of its sides
and set it polemically against the other. Fenerbach broke through
the system and simply discarded it. But a philosophy is not dis-
posed of by the mere assertion that it is false, And so powerful
a work as Hegelian philosophy—which had exercized so enorm-
ous an influence on the intellectual development of the nation—
did not allow itself to be disposed of by simply being ignored. It
had to be “sublated” in its own sense, that is, in the sense that
while its form had to be annihilated through criticism, the new
content which had been won through it had to be saved. How this
‘was brought about we shall see below. _
But in the meantime the Revolution of 1848 thrust the whole
of philosophy aside as unceremoniously as Feuerbach had himself
‘thrust aside Hegel. And in the process Feuerbach himself was
._al_so‘épushed into the background. )
%juman personality, downtrodden by the ruling classes and the govern-
ment—they caleld not for contemplation but for a struggle for a better
order of society. They considered, of course the proletariat. as the power
““that is capable of waging such a struggle and that is interested in it.”
“(Lenin, Marx-Engels-Marxism, “Frederick Engels”)—Ed. . o
% For a characterisation of German “true socizlism,” see the Communist
Manifesto—Ed, ' o
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IDEALISM AND MATERIALISM

The great basic question of all philosophy, especially of mod-
ern philosophy, is that concerning the relation of thinking and be-
ing. From the very early times when men, still completely igno-
rant of the structure of their own bodies, under the stimulus of
dream apparitions® came to believe that their thinking and sen-
sation were not activities of their bodies, but of a distinct soul
which inhabits the body and leaves it at death—from this time,
men have been driven to reflect about the relation between this
soul and the outside world. If ‘in death it took leave of the body
and lived on, there was no occasion to invent yet another distinct
death for it. Thus arose the idea of its immortality which at that
stage of development appeared not at all as a consolation but a3
a fate against which it was no use fighting, and often enough, as
among the Greeks, as a positive misfortune. Not religious desire for
consolation, bul the quandary arising from the common universal
ignorance of what to do with this soul (once ‘its existence had
been accepted) after the death of the body—Iled in a general way
o the tedious notion of personal immortality. In an exactly sim-
ilar manner the first gods arose through the personification of
natural forces. And these gods in the further development of reli-
gions assumed more and more an extra-mundane form, Tintil
finally by a process of abstraction, I might almost say of distil-
lation, occurring naturally in the course of man’s intellectual de-
velopment, out of the many more or less limited and mutually
% Among savages and lower barbarians the idea is still universal that
the human forms which appear in dreams are souls which have temperar-
ily left their hodies: the real man is’ therefore: held responsible for acts
committed by his dream apparition sgainst the dreamer. Thus B, Imthurn

found this belief current, for example, dmong the Indians of Guiana' in
1884.~Note by F, Engels. = Ce i
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- lizniting gods there arose in the minds of men the idea of the one
-exclusive god of the monotheistic religions. ‘ -
" Thus the question of the relation of thinking to being, the rela
tion of spirit to nature-—the paramount guestion of the whole of
philosophy—has, no less than all religion, iis roots in the nar-
row-minded and ignorant notions of -savagery. But this question
~could for the first time be put forward in its whole acuteness,
could achieve its full significance, only after European society
had awakened from the long hibernation of the Christian Middle
Ages. The question of the position of thinking in relation to be-
ing, a question which, by the way, had played a great part also
in the scholasticism of the Middle Ages, the question: which is
primary, spirit or = nature—that question, in relation to the
Church, was sharpened into.this: “Did god create the world or
has ihe world been in existence eternally?” -
.. The snswers whichi'the philosophers gave to this question split
them into two great camps. Those who asserted the primacy of
spirit to nature and, therefore; in the last instance, assumed world
creation in some form or other—(and among the philosophers,
Hegel, for example, this creation often becomes - still more intri-
cate and impossible-than in . Christianity ) —comprised the -camp
of idealism. The others, who regarded nature as primary, belong
to the various schools of materialism. . -
- These two :expressions, idealism and materialism, primarily
signify nothing more than this; and here also they are not used
in any other sense. What confusion arises when some other mean-
ing is put into them will be seen below. :
. -But the question of the relation of thinking: and being has yet
another side: in what relation do our thoughts about the world
surrounding us stand to this world itself? Is our- thinking capable
of the cognition of the real world? Are we able in our ideas and
notions of the Teal world to produce a correct reflection of real:
jty? In philosophical language this question is called the ques-
~ tion of the “identity of thinking and being,”- and the overwhelm:
~ ing majority ‘of philosophers give an affirmative answer to. this
question. With Hegel, for example, its affirmation is self-evident;
{or whatt we perceive in the real world is precisely. its. thought-
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content—that which makes the world a gradual realisation of the
absolute idea which absolute idea has existed somewhere from
eternity, independent of the world and before the world. But it is
manifest without more ‘ado that thought can know a content which
is from the outset a thought-content, It is equally manifest that
what is here to be proved is already tacitly contained in thé pre-
supposition. But that in no way prevents Hegel from drawing the
further conclusion from his proof of the identity of thinking and
being that his philosophy, because it is correct for his own
thinking, is therefore the only correct one, and that the identity
of thinking -and being must prove its validity by mankind imme-
diately translating bhis philosophy from theory into practice and
transforming the whole world according to Hegelian principles.
This is an illusion which he shares with well-nigh all philesoph-
ers. _ ; . :

- In addition there-is yet another set of different philosophers—
those who question the possibility of any cognition (or at least
of an exhaustive cognition) of the world. To them, among the
moderns, belong Hume and Kant, and they ‘have played a very
important role in philosophical development. What is decisive in
the refutation of this view has already been said by Hegel—in
so far as this was possible from an idealist standpoint. - The
materialistic additions made by Feuerbach are more ingenious
than profound. The most telling refutation of this as of all other
philosopbical fancies is practice, viz., experiment and industry.
If we are able to prove the correctness of our conception of a
-matural process by making it ourselves, bringing it into being out
of its conditions and using it for our own purposes into the bar-

* Engels - calls the philosophy of Kant -and' Hume agnosticism. The
agnostic says: “I do not know whether there is an ocbjective reality which
is reflected by our semses. It is possible that. we can correctly perceive
the properties of a thing but are not able to grasp’the thing itself by
any ,sense or thought -process.” The agnostics maintain that this- “thing-
in-itself” is beyond our ken. Engels therefore remarks: “To this Hegel

has veplied long ago: if you know all the gualities of a thing, you know |

the thing itself; mothing remains then but ‘the fa¢t'that the said’ thing
exists outside of us, and es seon as your senses have :taught you:-this
fact, you have grasped the last remnant of this thing, Kant’s celebrated
unknowable’ thing-in-itself.” (Engels, On Historical Materialisin,)—¥&d. .
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gain, then there is an end of the Kantian incomprehensible “thing-
in.itself.” The chemical substances produced in the bodies of
plants and animals remained just such :“things-in-themselves”
until organic-chemistry began to produce them one after another,
whereupon the “thing-in-itself” become a thing for us, as, for
instance, alizarin, ‘the colouring maiter of the madder,- which we
no longer trouble to-grow. in the madder roots in.the field, but
produce much more cheaply and simply from coal tar. For thres
hundred :years the Copernican. solar- system was an hypothesis
with a hundred, a thousand or ten thousand chances to one in its
favour, but -still always an hypothesis. But when Leverrier, by
means of the data provided by this system, not only deduced the
.necessity of the existence of an unknown. planet, but also calcu-
lated. the position in the heavens which this plapet must neces-
sarily occupy, and when Galle really found this planet, the Coper-
nican system was proved. If, nevertheless, the Neo-Kantians are
attempting to resurrect the Kantian conception in Germany -and
the * agnostics .that of Hume in England (where in fact it had
never ceased to. survive}, this Is—in view of their theoretical and
practical refutation accomplished long -ago—scientifically a 1e-
" gression and practically merely a.shamefaced way of surreptious-
ly accepting materialism, while denying it before the world.® ..

But during this long period from Descartes to Hegel end from

.. ¥ “The principal feature of the philosophy of Kant is an -zttempted
reconcilistion of materialism and idealism, a compromise between the
claims of both, a fusion of heterogeneous and contrary philosophic tend-
ehcies into one system, When Kant admits that something outside of ngw
a thing-in-itself—corresponds to our perceptions he seems to be a material-
ist. When he, however, declares this thing-in-itself to be wunknowable,
transcendent, “trans-intelligible™—he appedrs to ‘be an idealist, Regarding
experience as the only source -of cur knowledge, Kant seems to be turn-
ing -towards sensationalism and by way of sensationalism, under certain
special conditionis, toward materialism. -Recognising the apriority of space,
time, and causality, etc., Kant ‘seems ‘to -be turing towards idealism.
Consistent materialists, and consistent -idealists, as well as the ‘pure’
agnostics and Humists, criticise him for this. inconsistency.” (Lenin,
" “Materialism” and Empirio-Criticism,” Collected Works, Vol XIII, p. 163
‘English edition.) ‘ . . " TN

This dual philosophy was rtesurrected by the Neo-Kantians (Cohen,
Natorp, etc.). Neo-Kantianism is in faet the philosophy. of modern social-
fascism (Max Adler, etc.)—Ed. .. Ty ; :
.3 Ludwig Fenerbach — 1233
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Hobbes' to Feuerbach, .the philosophers were by mo means im-
pelled, as they thought they were,zsolely by the force of pure
reason. On the contrary. What really pushed them forward was
" the powerful and ever more rapidly onrushing progress of natural
science and industry. Among the materialists this was plain.on
the surface, but the idealist systems also filled themselves more
and more with a materialist content and attempted pantheistic-
ally* to reconcile the antithesis between mind and matter. Thus,
ultimately, the Hegelian system represents mierely a materialism
idealistically turmed upside down in method and content.
- Tt is, therefore, comprehensible that Starcke in his characterisa-
tion of Feuerbach first of all investigates the latter’s position-in
regard to this fundamental question of the relation of thinking
and ‘being. ‘After a shott introduction, in which the views of the
preceding philosophers, particularly since Kant, are described in
unnecessarily ponderous philosophical language, and in which:

Hegel, by an all too formalistic adherenceto ceriain passages:

of his work, gets far less than his due, there follows a detailed
description of the course of development of Feuerbach’s “meta-
physics” itself, as this course was reconstructed out of the se-
quence of those writings of this philosopher  which have a bearing
here. This description is industriously and carefully elaborated,
only, like the whole book; it is loaded with a ballast of philo-
sophical phraseology by mo means everywhere unavoidable, which
is the more disturbing in its effect, the less the -author keeps to
the manner of expression of one and the same schoel, or even of
Feuerbach himself, and the wore he interjects expressions of
very different schools—especially of the tendencies now rampant
- and calling themselves philosophical. _ o
The course of evolution of Fenerbach is that of an Hegelian—

a never quite orthodox Hegelian, it is frue—into 2 materialist;
an -évolution which &t a definite stage necessitates a complete
rupture with the idealist system of his predecessor. With ‘irresist-

ible force Feuerbach is finally forced to the realisation that the’
Hegelian pre-mundane existence of the “ahsolute idea,” the “pre-

—*"Pa‘nﬂléi-sm;woﬂd outlook which identifies god'‘with natire. ~-__I_{eg31:

was one of the most prominent representatives of panthéism.—Ed.
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existence of the logical categories”® before the world. existed, is
nothing more than the fantastic survival of the belief in the ex-
istence of an extra-mundane creator; that the material, sensuous-
ly perceptible world to which we ourselves-belong is the ‘only
reality; and that our consciousness and thinking, however supra-
sensuous . they may seem, are the product of & material, bodily
organ, the brain, Matter is not a product of mind, but mind it-
self is merely the highest product of matter. This is, of ‘course,
pure materialism.. But, having got so far, Feuerbach stops short.
He cannot overcome the customary philosophical prejudice, pre-
judice not against the thing but against the name materialism,
He says: “To me materialism is the foundation of the edifice of

- human - essence: and knowledge, but to e it ‘is not what it is to

the physiologist, to the matural scientist in the narrower sense,
for example, Moleschott,~and necessarily so indeed from their
standpoint and profession, the building itself. Backwards 1 fully
agree with the materialists; but not forwards.” _

. Here Feuerbach lumps together the materialism that is a gen-
eral world ‘outlook resting upon a definité conception of the
relation between matter and mind, and the special form in which
this world outlook was expressed at a definite stage of historical
development, viz., in the eighteenth century, More than that, he
confuses it with the shallow and vulgarised form in which the
materialism of the eighteenth century continues to exist today in
the minds of naturalists and physicians, the form which was

*Tn his Logic, Hegel classifies the principal conceptions as follows:

‘being, becoming, gquality, quantity, essence, appearance, possibility, acci-

dent, necessity, reality, etc. These abstract basic conceptions are called
“logical categories.” - According to Hegel, these- categories have self-
custaining “eternal” - existence,  independent  of man. In reslity, con-
ceptions’ and inferences are merely the. reflection in man’s mind of the
processes going ‘on in the material world. “Categories of Logic are factors
of the cognition (ideas) of nature by man”  “The practices of man re-
peated’ 2 billion times, become fixed in man’s consciousness as figures of
logic. These figures have the endurance of prejudice, and are axiomatic in
chearacter precisely” (and only)~ by virtue of this myriad repetition.”
(Lenin, Miscellany, Vol, IX, pp.~230 and 267. - Russien edition.) The

““logical categories” are precisely ‘the ideal of which Marx- speaks-in the
Postscript to the second German edition” of the first' volume of Capital:

“The jdeal "is nothing else than the material world ‘reflécted by the human
mind and translated inte forms’ of thought”—FEd, - -
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preached on their tours in the “fifties by Biichner, Vogt and Mo-
Jeschott. But just as idealism underwent a series of stages of de-
velopment, so also did materialism. With each. epoch-making dis-
covery even in the’ sphere of natural science it has to change its
form; and after history also was subjected to materialistic treat-
ment, here also a new avenue of development has opened.™ .
The materialism of the last cemtury was predominantly me-
chanical; because at that time, of all natural sciences, mechanics
and indeed only’ the mechanios  of -solid bodies—oelestial and
terrestial—in short, the mechanics of . gravity, had come to any
definite close. Chemistry at that time-existed - only in its infantile,
phlogistic form.** Biology still lay in swaddling clothes; vegetable
and animal organisms had been only roughly examined .and-were
explained as the result of purely mechanical causes. As the ani-
mal was to Descartes, so:Was man a machine to the materialists

# T this connection 4t is important to remember the following words
of Comrade Stalin: o B )

“Engels said that materialiom  must take on-a ‘néw “asgect with each
new great, discovery.’ We all' know that none other than Lenin fulfilled
this task, as far as his own time was c_o_ncerned,_in his vemarkable work,
Materialism and - Empirio-Criticism. o

Tt is well known that: Plekhanov, ~who : loved to chaff Lenin for his
Jack of concern’ for matiers of philosophy, did not even dare to meke

a serious attempt to undertake such a task”

Tt is this “new aspeet” of ““materialism’ given by Lenin to the dialect-

sca] materialism of Marx ‘and Engels which s propetly designated as
the “Leninist stage of Marxian philosophy”. The “new aspect” of ma-
terialism developed by Lenin is, of course, nothing more than the
further development of the philosophy of Marx and Engels according to
the development of the sciences, primarily of the patara] sciences, in the
epoch in which Lenin. lived. This must be accentuated, inasmuch as the
social-fascists distort the facts by maintaining that Marxist -philosophy
and its Leninist aspect differ one from the other—Ed.

~ ®% According to this theory, the essence of combustion :consisted. in
this: that a burning body gives off a gpecial igneous. substance called
phlogiston.. At the end of the.eighteenth century, seientists were groping
for another explanation of the process of combnstion. Lavoisier, a French
chemist, taking advantage of certain suiggestions made by Priestley,: an
English chernist, advanced .the theory that during combustion no secret
sphstance such as phlogiston was being given woff by the burning body,
bat that, on the contrary, 3 separate element, oxyZem, unites with the
burning bedy. By this discovery, = as Engels- says, Lavoisier “placed
¢hemistry, which had so long stood. on_ its head, squarely on its feet”
(Introduction by Engels to, Capital, Vol. TL)—Ed. L
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of the eighteenth century. This exclusive application of the stau-
da-icis of. mechanics to processes of -a chemical and organic nature
~—in which processes, it is true, the laws of mechanics are also
valid, but are pushed into the background by other and higher
laws—constitutes a specific but at that time inevitable limita?tion
of classical French materialism, : - =
R T}}e. second specific limitation -of this' materialism lay in is
ma.bll}ty to comprehend the universe as a process—as matter de-
veloping in an historical process. This was in accordance with
the l.evel of the natural science of that time, and with the meta-
PI:l'YSlC&l, i.e., anti-dialectical marmer of philosophising connected
fnth it. Nature, it was known, was in-constant m-c»tion.%uwt accord-
ing 1o the ideas of that time, this motion turned eternally in-a
circle and therefore never moved from the spot; it produced the
same _results"over and over again. This conception was at that
time inevitable. The Kantian theory of the origin of the solar
system® had been put forward but recently and was regarded
merely as a curiosity: The history of the development Zf the
earth, geology, was still totally unknown, and the conception that
.thle animate natural beings- of today are the result of a long
sequence of development from the simple-to the com-plex*cnul?l
not-at that time scientifically be put forward at :all. The unhis-
torical view of nature was therefore inevitable. We have the less
reason to reproach the philosophers of the eighteenth century-on
_thils account, since the same thing is found in Hegel. According to
him, nature, as a mere “alienation” of the idea, is ‘incapablelof
devel?pment in time—capable only .of extending its manifold-
ness in space, so that it displays simultaneously and alongside of
one another all the stages of development comprised in it, and is
condemned to an eternal repetition of the same proces;s. This
absurdity of a development in space, but outside of time—the fun-

_damental condition of all development—IHegel imposes upon na-

ture just at the very time when geology, embryology, the physi-
Olf{g’y'of plants and animals, and organic chemistry were being
built up, and when everywhere on the basis of these new sciences

" .# The theory which holds that the su i igina
[ ; n and  th
revolving, incandescent mebulous masses.—Ed. ¢ plam_eﬁ ongnated from -
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brilliant foreshadowings of the later theory of evolution were
appearing (e.g., Goethe and Lamarck). But the system demanded
it; hence the method, for the sake of the system, had to become
untrue to itself. . :

This same unhistorical conception prevailed also in the domain
of history. Here the struggle against the remants of the Middle
Ages blurred the view, The Middle Ages were regarded as a.mere
interruption of history by a thousand years of universal barbar-
ism. The great progress made in the Middle Ages—the extension
of the area of European culture, the bringing into existence there
of great natioms, capable of survival, and finally the enormous
technical progress of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries—all
this was not seen. Consequently a rational insight into the great
historical inter-connections was made impossible, and history
served at best as a colleciion of examples and illustrations for
the use of philosophers. o G T

 The vulgarising pedlars who' in-Germany in the "fifties busied
themselves with materialism by no means overcame the limita-
tions of their teachers. All the advances of natural science which
had been made in the meantime served them only as new proofs
against the existence of a creator of the world; and, in truth,. it
was quite outside their scope to develop the theory any further.
Though idealism was .at the end of its tether and was dealt a
death blow by the Revolution of 1848, it had the satisfaction of
seeing that materialism had for the moment fallen lower still.
Feuerbach was unguestionably right when he refused to take re-
sponsibility for this materialism; only he should not have con-
founded the doctrines of these hedge-preachers with materialism
in ‘general.* - . . 3 :

- Here, however, two things must be pointed out. ..~ "uonor oo

First, during Feverbach’s lifetime, natural science was stll in-
'volved in a process of violent fermentation—which only. during
the last fifteen vears has reached a relatively clear conclusion:
New scientific data were acquired to a hitherto unheard-of
extent, but the establishing of inter-relations, and thereby -the bring-

. * At this point.Engels! MS. originally had anether draft which he Iatet'ﬁ\
omitted. These pages are printed herein. om -pages T6-80.—Ed.
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ing of order into this chaos of discoveries following closely upon
each other’s heels has.only quite recently become possible for
the first time. It is true that Feuerbach had lived to see all three
of the decisive: discoveries—that of the cell, the transformation
of energy and the theory of evolution named after Darwin: But
how could the lonely philosopher, living in rural solitude, be
able sufficiently to follow scientific developments in order to ap-
preciate at their full value discoveries which scientists themselves
at that time either contested or did net adequately know how to
make use of? The blame for this falls solely upon the wretched
conditions in Germany, in consequence of which cobweb-spinning
eolectic flea-crackers bad taken possession of the chairs of
philosophy, while . Feuerbach, who towered . above them all,
had to msticate and grow sour in a little-village. It isthere-
fore not- Feuerbach’s fault that the historical conception - of
nature, which had mow become possible and which removed all
the one-sidedness of French materialism, remained inaccessible
to. him. . : : Nt BT

Secondly, Feunerbach is' quite cortect in -asserting that the ex:

" clusively natural-scientific materialiom was indeed “the founda-

tion of the edifice of human:. . . knowledge, but . civ.not . ..
the building itself.” For we live not only in ‘nature:but-also i

*‘human society, and this also ‘no less than mature -has its history

of development and its ‘science. It was therefore a question of

- bringing the science of society (i.e., the sum total of theso-called

historical and philosophical sciences) into harmony with the
materialist' foundation, and of reconstructing ‘it thereupon. But
it did mot fall to Feuerbach’s lot io™do this. In spite of the
“foundation;”” he remained here bound by the traditional idealist
fetters, a fact which he recognises-in these words: “Backwards
I .. agree with the materialists; but not forwards!” But it
was. Feuerbach himself who did met go “forward” here, in the
social domain, who did mot -get beyond his standpoint of 1840
or "1844. And this' indeed was again chiefly due to his' isola-
‘tion-—which compelled him, who, of all philosophers,.was -the.
most inclined to social intercourse, to produce thoughts out of

_ his solitary head ‘instead of in amicable and hostile encounters
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with other men of his own calibre.- Later we shall see in detail
how much he remained an idealist in this .sphere.

It need only be added here that Starcke looks for Feuerbach’s

idealism in the wrong place. “Feuerbach is an idealist; he be-
lieves in the progress of mankind” (p. 19). “The foundation, the
subsiructure of the whole, remains nevertheless idealism. Realism
for us is nothing more than a: protection against wrong paths,
while we follow our ideal trends. Are not compassion, love and
enthusiasm for truth and justice ideal forces?” (P. viil.)

In the first place, idealism here means nothing 'but the pursuit
of “ideal”. aims. But these necessarily have to do at the most

with Kantian idealism and its “categorical imperative,” * but

Kant himself called his philosophy “transcendental idealism”. by
no means because he dealt therein also with moral ideals, but for
quite other reasons, as Starcke will remember. The superstition
that philosophical idealism is pivoted round a belief in moral,
i.e,; -social, “ideals,” arose outside philosophy, among the Ger-
man philistines who learned by heant from Schiller’s poems the
few morsels of philosophical culture they needed, No one has
criticised more severely the impotent “categorical imperative” of
Kant—impotent because #t demands the Impossible, and there:
fore mever attains to any reality—no one has more cruelly derided
the philistine sentimental enthusiasm for unrealisable ideals pur-
veyed by Schiller than the complete idealist Hegel. (See, for ex-
ample, his Phenomenology.)
~ In the second place, we cannot get away-from the fact that
everything that sets men acting must find its way through their
brains—even eating and drinking, which begins as a consequence
of the sensation of hunger or thirst ¢ransmiited through the brain,
.and ends as a result of the sensation of satisfaction likewise trans.
mitted through the brain, The influences of the external world
* In- Kantian philosophy this is the term: applied to the law of ethies.
In the words of Kant, two things produce the greatest impression upon
him: the starry sky zbove us and the law of ethics within us. This law,
in Kant’s opinion, is immutable, is established for 2]l eternity and imperi-
ounsly prescribes to people their conduct. As a matter of fact, the practical
phllosophy of Kent was only the abstract 1deuluglcal expression of bour-

geois ethies and the seal of the weakness and mmaturlty of the German
bourgeoisie was impressed upon it—=&d.
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uvpon man express themselves in his brain, are reflected therein as
feelings, thoughts, instincts, volitions—in short, as “ideal tenden-
cies,” and in this form become “ideal powers.” If, then, a man
is converted into an idealist because he “follows ideal tenden-
cles” and admits that “ideal powers” have an influence over him
—then every person who is at all normally developed is a born
idealist and how, in that case, can there still be any materialists?
~-In the third place, the conviction that humanity, at least at
the present moment, moves on the whole in a progressive direc-
tion has absolutely nothing to do with the antithesis between ma-
terialism and idealism, The French materialists equally with the
deists * Voltaire and Rousseau held this conviction to .an almost

-fanatical degree, and often made the greatest personal sacrifices

for it. If ever anybody dedicated his whole life to the “enihusi-
asm for truth and justice”—using this phrase in the good sense
~—it was Diderot. If, therefore, Starcke declares all this to be
“idealism,” this merely proves that the word materialism has lost
all meaning for him—as has also the whole antithesis between
the two standpoints,

The fact is that Starcke, although perhaps unconsciously, in
this makes an unpardonable concession to the traditional philis-

tine prejudice against the word materialism resulting from the

long-continued defamation by the priests. By the word material.
ism the philistine understands gluttony, drunkenness, lust of the
eve, lust of the flesh, arrogance, cupidity, avarice, miserliness,
profit-hunting and stock-exchange swindling—in short, all the
filthy vices in which he himself indulges in private. By the word
idealism he understands the belief in virtue, universal philan.

* Deism—a philosophical school “inimical to the positive religions Wwith
their cult of a personal god but which does not completely reject the idea
of god. This school retainz god as the original eause of everything, as the
force whichk gives the first impulse. The deists do not break finally with
the idea of god as do the consistent materialists (who are atheists). The
deifts recognise a god who plays the same role as the king under the
English constitution who is limited by laws which he cannot revoke with-
out Parliament. Similarly the god of the deists, who according to them
created nature, is limited by the laws of nature and cannet act arbitrarily,
create miracles in contravention of these laws. Thus deism afforded the
possibility of recognising the conclusions of materialism in inconsistent,

. concealed form.—Ed.
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throphy and in a general waya “better world,” of which he boasts
before others, but in which he himself at the utmost believes only
so Jeng as be is going -th:rough the depression or bankruptcy con-
" gequent upon his customary “materialist” excesses. It is then that
he sings his favourite somg, “What is man?—Helf beeust‘ Half
angel"’ :

For the rest, Starcke takes great pains to defend Feuerbach
agamst the attacks and doctrines of the vociferous lecturers who
to-day go by the name of philosophers in Germany. For people
who are interested /in. this afterbirth of German classical philos-
ophy this is a matter of importance; for Starcke himself it may
have appeared necessary. We, however, will spare the reader this.

FEUERBACH'S PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION AND ETHICS

_The real idealism of Feuerbach becomes evident as soon as we
come to his philosophy of religion and ethics. He by no means
wishes to abolish religion: he wants to perfect it. Philosophy
itself must be absorbed in religion. “The periods of humanity
ars chstlngunhed only by religious changes. An historical move-
ment is fundamental only when it is rooted in the hearts of men,
The heart is not a form of religion, so that the latter should
exist also in the heart; the heart is the essence of religion.”
{Quoted by Starcke, p. 168, German edition.) According to Feuer-
bach, religion is the relation based on the aeffections, the zelation
based on the heart, between man and man, which until now has
sought its truth in a fantastic reflection of - reahty—m the fantas-
tie reflection of human qualities through the medium of one or
‘many gods. But now it finds its truth directly and without any
interniediary in the love between the “I” and the “Thou.” Thus,
finally, with Feuerbach sex love becomes onme of the ‘highest
forms, if not the highest form, of the practice of his religion.
Now relations between man and man, based on - aﬂ'ecnon and
eapeczally between the sexes, have existed as long as mankind
‘has, Sex love in particular has undergone a development and won
a place during the last eight hundred years which has made it a
compulsory pivotal point of all poetry during this perlod The
existing positive religions have limited thems&lves in this matter
to the bestowal of a h1g11e:r consecration upon state-regulated sex
"love {i.e., upon the marriage laws) and they could all d1sappear
completely tomorrow W:tthout changing in the, slightest the prac-
tice of love and friendship. The Christian rehglon in Fra,noe was,
as a matter of fact, so completely swept away in the years 1_793 98
' 43
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that even Napoleon could not re-introdues it without opposition
and difficulty; and this without any desire for a substitute, in
Feuerbach’s sense, maldng itself felt in the interval.

Feuerbach’s idealism consists here in this: he does not simply
accept mutual relations based on reciprocal inclination between
human beings, such as sex love, friendship, compassion, self-sac-
rifice, etc., as what they are in themselves—without associating
thém with any particular religion which to him, too, belongs io
the past; but instead he asserts that they will come to their full
realisation for the first time as soon as they are consecrated by
the name of religion. The chief thing for him is not that these
purely hurnan relations exist, but that they shall be conceived of
as the new, true religion. They are to have full value only after
they have been marked with a rveligious stamp. Religion is derived
from religare and ineant originally “a bond.” Therefore, every
bond between two men is a religion. ‘Such etymological tricks are
the last resource of idealist philosophy. Not what the word has
meant according to the historical ‘development of its actiial use,
but what it ought to mean according to its derivation is what
counts. And so sex love and the intercourse between the sexes is
apotheosised to a “religion,” merely in order that the word reli-
gion, which is s0 dedr to idealistic memories, may mot disap-
pear from the language. The Parisian reformers of the type of
Louis Blanc used to speak in precisely the same way in the *forties.
They likewise could conceive of a man withoit religion only
a monster, and uwsed to say: “Done, Fathéisme cest votre reli-
gion!” ¥ If Feuerbach wishes to establish a true religion upon
the basis of an essentially materialist concepilon of nature, that
is the same as régarding modem chemistry as true alchemy. 1f
religion can exist without its god, alchemy can exist without' its
philosopher’s stone, By the way, there exists a very close com-
nection between alchemy and religion. The philosopher’s stone
has many god-like properties and the Egyptian-Greek alchemists
of the first two centuries of our era contributed their share to the
development of Chrisfian doctrines, as the data given by Kopp
and Berthelot have proved.

*We]l then, atheism is vour rehglon’—-—Ed

FEUERBACH'S PHILOSOPHY 45

Feuerbach’s assertion that “the periods of human development
are. distinguished only by religious changes”:ds-decidedly false,
Great-historical turning points have been accompanied by reli-
gious changes only so far as the three world religions ‘which have
existed: up to the present—Buddhism, Christianity. and Islam—
are concerned, The old primitive tribal and national religions
did not proselytise and lost all their power of resistance as soon
as the independence of the tribeor people was lost. For the Ger:
mans it was sufficient: to- have ‘simple -contact with the decaying
Roman Empire and with its"newly. adopted Christian world-reli.
gion which fitted its economic, political and "ideological condi-
tions. Only with these more or less artificlally ereated world re-
ligions; - particularly Christianity and Islam, do we find that
general historical movements acquire a religious -imprint.’ Even
in-regard to- Christianity -the religious stamp in revolutions of
really universal significance is:-restricted to the first stages of
the struggle for .the emancipation of the bourgeoisie—from -the
thirteenth to the seventeenth centuries—and is to be accounted for
not as Feuerbach thinks by the hearts of men and their religious
needs but by the entire previeus history: of -the :Middle Ages
which knew no other form of ideology :than .religion and the-
ology. But when the bourgeoisie of the eighteenth century was
strengthened enongh likewise to possess an ideology of its own,
suited to its own class standpoint, it made its great and:conclu-
sive revolution, the French, appealing exclusively to juristic and
political ideas, and troubling itself with religion only in so:far
as this stood in its way, But it never occurred to it to put a new
mehgmn in.place of the old, Every*one knows how Robesplerre

‘falled in his attempt.

~ The possibility of purely human sentiments “in -the intercourse
w1th other human beings has nowadays been sufficiently curtailed
by the society in which we live, which is based upon-class an-

‘tagonism .and class rule. We have therefore no reason to. curtail
"it:still more by exalting these sentiments to a religion. And

similarly the -understanding of. the .great -historical class
struggles has already been sufficiently. obscured by .current. his-
toriography, particularly in Germany, so that there-is also no
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need for us to make such an understanding totally impossible by
transforming the history of these struggles into a mere appendix
of-ecclesiastical history.. Already here it becomes evident how far
today we have moved beyond Feuerbach. His “finest passages” in
glorification of his new religion of love are totally unreadable
today. . . :
.. The only rehglon which Feuerbach examines seriously is Chris-
mamty, the world-religion of :the occident based upon mono-
theism. He proves that the Christian god is omly a fantastic re-
flection, a mirror-image, .of man. Now, this god is, however, him-
self the product of a tedious process of abstraciion, the concen-
trated quintessence of the numerous earlier tribal and national
gods. And man, whose image this god is, is therefore also mot a
real man, bui likewise the quintessence of the numerons real
men, man in the abstract, therefore himself again a mental image.
The same Feuerbach who, on every page, preaches sensunousness,
absorption in the concrele, in actuality, becomes thoroughly ab-
stract as soon as he begins to talk of any other than mere sex
relations between human beings,

Of these relations only one aspect appeals to - him: morahty.
And here Feuerbach’s astonishing poverty when compared with
Hegel again becomes striking, The latter’s ethics or. doctrine of
moral conduct is the philosophy of law and embraces: 1) ab-
stract right; 2) morality; 3) moral conduet under which again
are comprised: the family, civil society and the state, Here the
content ‘s as realistic as the form Is idealistic. Besides morality
the whole sphere of law, economy, polities is here included. With
Feuerbach it is-just the reverse. In form he is realistic since he
takes his start from man; but there is absolutely no mention of
the world in which this man lives: hence this “man® remains
always the same abstract man who docupied the field in the
philosophy .of religion. For this man is not born of ‘woman: he
issues, as from a chrysalis, from the god of the morotheistic reli-
gions, He therefore does not Ilive in a real world historically created
and historically determined. It is true he has intercourse with other
memn, but each one of them is, however, just as much an abstraction
as he himself is. In the Philosophy" of :Religion we still had men
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and women, but in the Ethics even this last distinction disappears

altogether. Feuerbach, to be sure, at long intervals makes such
statements as: “A man- thinks differently .in 2 palace and in &
hut.” “If because of hunger, of misery, you have no food stuff in
your body, you likewise have no stuff for morality in your head
or heart.” “Politics must become our religion,” ete. But Feuer-
bach is absolutely.incapable of . achieving anything with these
remarks. They remain purely figures of speech; and even Starcke
has to admit that for Feuerbach politics constituted. an impass-
able frontier and the “science of socwf:y, socmlogy, was lerra

.mcogmta .to him.

He appears just as surperﬁcaal 1in ‘comparison with Hegel in

“ his treatment of the antithesis of good and evil. “One believes one

is saying something great,” Hegel remarks, “if.one says that ‘man
is maturally good.” But one forgets that one says something far
greater when one says ‘man is naturally evil’” Accondmg to
Hegel, evil is the form in which the motive force of historical
development presents itself, This, indeed, contains the twofold.
significance that while, on the one hand, each new advance ne-
oessarily appears as a sacrilege against things hallowed, as a.
rebellion against conditions which, however old and moribund,
have still beem sanctified by custom; on the other hand, it is

- precisely the wicked passions of man—greed and lust for power
. —which, since the emergence of class antagonisms, serve as

levers .of historical development—a fact of which the history of

-feudalism and of the bourgeoisie, for example, constitutes a single

continual proof. But it does not occur to Feuerbach to investigate
the historical role of moral ‘evil. To him history is altogether a
mysterions domain in which he feels ill at ease. Even his dictum:

- “Man as he sprang -omiginally from mature was only & mere
. exeature of nature, not .a man. Man is a product of men, of

culture, .of history”—even thxs dictum with him remains abso-
lutely sterile. :

What  Feuerbach has to- tell us wabout morals ean,- therecfome,
only be extremely medgre. The urge towards happiness is innate
in man, and must .hherafore form t.he basis of all morals.. But the

* Unknéwn land—Ed. -
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urge towards happiness.is subject to a double correction. First, by
the natural consequences of our actions: after the debauch come
the “blues,” and habitual excess'is followed by illness. Secondly,
by its social consequences: if we do not respect the similar urge
of other people towards happiness they will defend themselves,
and.so interfere with our own urge towards happiness.
Consequently, in order to satisfy our urge, we must be in-a
position to appreciate rightly the results of our conduct and must
likewise allow others an equal right-to seck happiness. Rational
self-restraint with regard to ourselves, and love—again and again
lovel—in our intercourse with others—these are the basic laws of
Feuerbach’s morzlity; from them all others are derived. And
neither -the most talented utterances of Fenerbach nor the strong-
est. eulogies of Starcke.can hide the tenuity and superficiality
of these few propositions. L _
.Only very exceptionally, and in no edse to'his and other weg-
ple’s profit, can an individual satisfy his urge towards happiness
by preoccupation with himself. Rather it requires pre-occupation
with -the outside world, means to satisfy his needs, that is to say
means .of sibsistence, :an individual of the opposite sex, books,
conversation, argiiment, activities, articles for use and workinz up.
Feuerbach’s morality either ~presupposes #hat these means and
objects of satisfaction are given to every individual as a mafter
of course, or else it offers only inapplicable good advice and is
iherefore not worth a brass farthing to people who are without
" these means. And Feuerbach himself states this in the dry words:
“A man thinks differently in a -palace and in a hut. If because
of hunger, of misery, you have no-food stuff in your body you
likewise have no stuff for morality in your head or heart” -
Do matters fare any:better in regard to the equal right of
others to the pursuit of happiness? Feuerbach posed this claim
as absolute, as holding good in all times and circumstances. But
since when has it been valid? Was there ever in antiquity be-
tween slaves and masters, or in the Middle Ages between serfs
and barons, any.-talk about an equal right %o the pursuit of
happiness? Was not the urge towards happiness of the oppressed
class sacrificed ruthlessly and “by right of law” to the interests
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of the ruling class?-— Yes, that was indeed immoral; nowadays,
however, equality of rights is recognised—recognised in words,
since the bourgeoisie, in its fight against feudalism and in the
development of capitalist production, was compelled to abolish
all privileges of estate, i.e., personal privileges, and to introduce
the equality of all individuals before the law, first in the sphere
of private law, then gradually also in the sphere of state law,
But the urge towards happiness thrives only to a trivial extent
on ideal rights. To the greatest extent of all it thrives on mate-
rial means; and capitalist production takes care to ensure that
the great majority of those with equal rights shall get only what
-is essential for bare existence. Capitalist production bas therefore
little more respect, if indeed any more, for the “equal right to
the pursuit of happiness” of the majority than had slavery -or
serfdom. And are we better off in regard to the mental means to
happiness, the educational means? Is not “the schoolmaster of
Sadowa™ himself a mythical person? . :
More than that. According to Feuerbach’s theory of morals the .
Stoek Exchange is the highest .temple of moral conduct provided
only 'that one always speculates correctlyl If my urge towards
“happiness leads me to the Stock Exchange, and if there I correct-
1y gauge the consequences of my actions so that only agreeable
results and no disadvantages ensue, that is, if I always win, then
I'am fulfilling Feuerbach’s precept. Moreover, I do mot -therehy
interfere with the equal right of another person to pursue his
happiness: for that other man went to the Exchange just as vol-
untarily es I did and in concluding the speculative transaction
with me he has followed his urge towards happiness as I have
followed mine, Should he lose his money, then by ithat very fact
his activity is proved to have been immoral, because of :his -had
reckoning,” and since I have piven him the punishment he de-
. serves, | can even slap my chest proudly, like a modern Rhad-
__"amanhhus.** Love, too, rules on the Stock Exchange, in so far

o~ *The victory ‘of - Kinigeriitz -(Sadowa) was called a victory of _the
Prussian schoolmnaster, ie. of the superior Pryssian culture—Fd,

" #* According to Greek mythology, Rhademanthus was appointed- judge
in hell because of his righteonsness.—Ed. ‘ . T
4 Ludwig Feuerbach -. 1233
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as-it is not simply a sentimental figure of speech, for each finds
in others the satisfacion of his own urge towards happiness,
which is just what love ought to achieve and how it acts in prac-
tice. And if I gamble with correct prevision of the consequences
of my operations, and therefore with success, 1 fulfil all the
strictest injunctions of Feuerbachian morality—and become a
rich man into the bargain. In other words, Feuerbach’s morality
is cut exactly to the pattern of modern capitalist society, little
as Feuerbach himself might imagine or desire it.

But love!—yes, with Feuerbach, love is everywhere and at all
times the wonder-working god who should help to surmount all
difficulties of practical life—and that in a society which is split
into classes with diametrically opposite interests. At this point
the last relic of its revolutionary character diseppears from the
philosophy, leaving only the old cant: Love one another—fall
into each other’s arms regardless of distinctions of sex or es-
tate~-a umiversal orgy of reconciliation.

In short, the Feuerbachian theory of morals fares like all its
predecessors, It is designed to suit all periods, all peoples and
all conditions, and precisely for that weason it is never and
nowhere applicable. It remains, as regards the meal world, as
powerless as Kant’s categorical imperative. In reality every
class, even every profession, has its own morality, and even this
it violates whenever it can do so with impunity. And “love”
which is to unite all, manifests itself in wars, altercations, law-
suits, domestic broils, divorces and every possible exploitation of
one by another. .

Now how was it possible that the powerful impetus given by
Feterbach turned out to be so unfruitful for himself? For
the simple reason that Feuerbach himself never contrives to es-
cape from the realm of abstraction—for which he has a deadly
" hatred—into that of living reality. He clings hard to nature and
humanity; but nature and humanity remain always mere words
with him. He is incapable of telling us anything definite either
about real nature or meal men. But from the ebstract men of
Feuerbach one arrives at real living men only when one con-
siders them as participants in history. And that is what Feuer-
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. bach resisted, and therefore the year 1848, which he did not un-

derstand, signified for him merely the final break with the real
world, retirement into solitude. The blame for this again chiefly
falls on the conditions then obtaiming in Germany, which con-
demned him to rot away miserably.

But the step which Feuerbach did not take nevertheless had to
be taken. The cult of abstract man which formed the kernel of
Feuerbach’s new religion had to be replaced by the science of
real men and of their historical development, This further devel-

" oproent of Feuerbach’s standpoint beyond Feuerbach himself was
inaugurated by Marx in 1845 in the Holy Family.
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_ Strauss, Bauer, Stirner, Feuerbach-—these were the offshoots
of Hegelian philosophy, in so far as they did not abandon the
field of philosophy. Strauss, after his Life of Jesus and Dog-
matics, produced only literary studies in philosophy and ecclesi-
astical history after the fashion of Renan. Bauer only achieved
something in the field of the history of the origin of Chirietian-
ity, though what he did bere was important. Stirner remained
@ curiosity, evem after Bakunin blended him with Proudhon
and labelled the blend “anarchism.” Feuerbach . alone was of
significance as a philosopher. But not only did philosophy—
claimed to soar above all sciences and to be the all compre-
hensive science of sciences—remain for him an impassable bar-
rier, an unassailable holy thing, but as a philosopher, too, he
stopped hsalf-way;. the lower half of him was materialist, the
_upper half idealist. He was incapable of disposing of Hegel
through criticism; he simply threw him aside as useless, while
he himself, compared with the encyclopzdic wealth of the Hegel-
ian system, achieved nothing positive beyond a grandiloquent
religion of love and a meagre, impotent system of morals.

Out of the dissolution of the Hegelian school, however, there
developed still another tendency, the only one which has borne
real fruit. And this tendency is essentially connected with the
name of Marx.*®

% Here I may be permitted to make a personal explapation. Lately
repeated reference has beem made to my share in this theory, and so I
can hardly avoid saying a few words here to settle this particular point.
I cannot deny that both before and during my forty vears’ collaboration
with Marz 1 had a certain independent share in laying the formulations,

and more particelarly in elaborating the theory. But the greater part of
its leading basic principles, particularly in the realm of economics and
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The separation :from the Hegelian school was here also the
result of a return to the materialist standpoint. That means it was
tresolved to comprehend the real world—nature and history——
just as it presents itself to everyone who approaches it free from
pre-conceived idealist fancies. It was decided relentlessly to sac-

. tifice every idealist fancy which could not be brought into har-
" mony with the facts conceived in their own and not in a fantastic
connection, And materialism means nothing more than this, But
here the materialistic world outlook was taken really seriously
for the first time and was carried through consistently—at least
in its basic features—in all domains of knowledge concerned.

Hegel was not simply put aside. On the contrary, one started
out from his revolutionary side described above, from the dialec-
tical method. But in its Hegelian form this method was unusable.
According to Hegel, dialectics is the self-development of the
concept. The absolute concept does not only exist—where un-
known—from. eternity, it .is also the actnal living soul of the
whole existing world, It develops into itself through all the pre-

_liminary stages which are treated at length in the Logic and which
are all included in it. Then it “alienates™ itself by changing into
nature, where, without consciousness of itself, diszuised as the

- necessity of nature, it goes through a new development and finally
‘comes again to self-consciousness in man. This self-consciousness
then elaborates itself again in history from the crude form until

_ finally the absolute concept again' comes to itself completely in
the Hegelian philosophy. According to Hegel, therefore, the dia-
lectical development apparent in nature and history, i.e., the
causal . interconnection of the progressive movement from thé
Tower to the higher, which asserts itself through all zig-zag
mévements and temporary setbacks, is only a miserable. copy of
the self-movement of the concept going on from eternity, no one

history, and, above all, its final, clear formulation, helong to Marx. - What
I’ contributed—ar any rate with the exceptivn of a few special studies—
Marx could very well have done without me. What Marx accomplished I
“would not have achieved. Marx stood ligher, saw farther, and tock a
wider and quicker view than all the rest of us. Marx was a genfus; we
. others were at best talented.. Without him the theory would not be what
it is today, It therefore rightly bears his rame. Note by F. Engels.
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knows where; but at all- events independently of any thinking
human brain, This ideological veversal had to be dore away
with. We comprehended the concepts in our heads once more
materialistically—as images of real things instead of regarding
the real things as images of this or that stage of development of
the ahsolute concept, Thus dialectics reduced itself to the science
of the general laws of motion—both of the external world and
of human thought—itwo sets of laws which are identical in sub-
stance, but differ in their expression in so far as the human mind.
can apply them consciously, while in nature and also up to now
for the most part in human history, these laws assent themselves
unconsciously in the form of external necessity in the midst of
an endless series of seeming accidents. Thereby the dialectic of
the concept itself became merely the conscious reflex of the dia-
lectical motion of the real world and the dialectic of Hegel was
placed upon its head; or rather, turned off its head, on which it
was standing before, and placed upon its feet again. And this
materialist dialectic which for years has been our best working
tool and our sharpest weapon was, remarkably enough, discover-
ed not only by us, but also independently of us and even of
Hegel by a German worker, Joseph Dietzgen. '

In this way, however, the revolutionary side of Hegelian phi-
losophy was again taken up and at the same time freed from the
idealist trammels which in Hegel’s hands had prevented its con-
sistent execution. The great basic thought that the world is not to
be comprehended as a complex of ready-made things, but as a
complex of processes, in which the things apparently stable no
less than their mind-images in our heads, the concepts, go through
an uninterrupted change of coming into being and passing
away, in which, in spite of all seeming accidents and of all tem-
porary retrogression, a progressive development asserts itself in
the end—this great fundamental thought has, especially since
the time of Hegel, so thoroughly permeated ordinary conscious-
‘ness that in this generality it is scarcely ever contradicted. But
to acknowledge this fundamental thought in words and to apply
it in reality in detail to each domain of investigation are two
different things. If, however, investigation always proceeds from
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this standpoint, the demand for final solutions and eternal truths
ceases once for all; ome is always conscious of the mecessary
limitation of all acquired knowledge, of the fact that it is condi-
tioned by the circumstances in which it was acquired. On the
other -hand, one no longer permits oneself to be imposed upon
by the antitheses, insuperable for the still common old meta-
physics, between true and false, good and bad, identical and. dif-
ferent, necessary and accidental. One knows that these antitheses
have only a relative validity; that that which is recognised now
as true has also its latent false side which will later manifest
itself, just as that which is now regarded as false has also. its
true side by virtue of which it could previously have been re-
garded as true. One knows that what is maintained to he neces-
. sary is composed of sheer accidents and that the so-called acci-
dental is the form behind which necessity hides itself—and so ‘on.
The old method of investigation and thought which Hegel calls
“metaphysical,” which preferred to investigate things as given,
as fixed and stable, a method the relics of which still strongly
haunt people’s minds, had a good deal of historical justification
in its day. It was necessary first to examine things before it was
possible to examine processes. One had first to know what a par-
Jticular thing was before one could observe the changes going on
in conection with it. And such was the case with natural science.
The old metaphysics which accepted things as finished objects
arose from a matural science which investigated dead and living
things as finished objects. But when this investigation had pro-
gressed so far that it became possible to take the Jecisive step
forward of transition to the systematic investigation of the changes
‘which these things undergo in nature itself, then the last hour of
the old metaphysics sounded in the realm of philosophy also. And
in fact, while natural science up to the end of the last centiry
was predominantly a collecting science, a science of finished
. things, in our cemtury it is essentially a classifying science, a
“science of the processes, of the origin and development of these
_ things and of the inter-connection which binds all these natyral
processes into one great whole. Physiology, which investigates
_the processes occurring in plant and animal organisms; embry-
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ology, which deals with the development of individual organisms
from germ to maturity; geology, which investigates the gradual
formation .of the earth’s surface—=all these are the offsprmg of
our century.

But, above all, there are three great discoveries Whlch had
enabled our knowledge of the inter-connection of natural pro:
cesses to advance by leaps and bounds: first, the discovery of the
cell as the unit from whose multiplication and differentiation the
whole plant and animal body develops—so that not only is the
development and growth of all higher organisms recognised to
proceed according to a single general law, but also, in’ the capa:
city of the cell to change, the way is pointed out by which organ:
isms can change their species and ‘thus go through a more than
individual development. Second, the d:ransformatlon of energy,
which has demonstrated that all the so-called forces operative in
the first instance in inorganie natune——meahamlcal force and its
complement, so-called potential energy, heat, radiation (light or
radiant heat), eleetrlclty, magnetism and chemical energy-—aré
different forms of manifestation of universal motion; which pass
into one another in definite proportions so that in place of a cer-
tain quantity of the one which disappears, a certain quantlty of

- another makes its appearance and thus the whole iotion of na:
ture is reduced %o this incessant process of transformation froia
one form into another. Finally, the proof which Darwin first dé.
veloped in connected form that the stock of orgamc products ‘of
nature surroundmg us today, including mankind, is the result of
a long process of evolution from a few original uniecellular
germs, and that these again have arisen from protoplasm™ or
albumen which came into existence by chemical means.

Thanks to these three great discoveries and the other 1Iﬁmenéé
advances in natural science, we have .now arrived at the point
where we can demonstrate as a whole‘the inter-connection between
the processes in nature not only in particular spheres but also in

the inter-connection of these particular spheres themselves, and so .

can present in an approximately systematic form a comprehen-
sive view of the inter-conmection in nature by means of the facts
provided by empirical natural science itself. To furnish this com-
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prehensive view was formerly the task of so-called natural phil-
osophy. It could do this only by putting in place of the real but
as yet unknown inter-connections ideal and imaginary omnes, filling
out the missing facts by figments of the mind and bridging the
actual gaps merely in imagination. In the course of this proced-
ure it conceived many brilliant ideas and foreshadowed many
later discoveries, but it also produced a considerable amount of
nonsense, which indeed could not have been otherwise. Today,
when one needs to comprehend the results of natural scientific
investigation only dialectically, that is, in the sense of their own
inter-connections, in order to arrive at a “system of nature” suffi.
cient for our time; when the dialectical character of this inter-
connection is forcing itself against their will even into the meta-
physically-trained minds of the natural scientists, today this na-
tural philosophy is finally disposed of. Every attempt at resur:
recting it would be not only superfluous but a step backwards.
But what is true of nature, which is bereby recognised also as
an historical process of development, is also true of the history
of society in all its branches and of the totality of all sciences
which occupy themselves with things human (and divine). Here,
too, the philosophy of history, of law, of religion, ete.. has con-
sisted in the substitution of an inter-connection fabricated in the
mind of the philosopher for the actual inter-connection to be
demonstrated in the events; and in the comprehension of history
as & whole as well as in its separate parts, as the gradual reali-
sation of ideas—and, indeed, naturally always the pet ideas of
the philosopher himself. According to this, history worked un-
consciously bul with necessity towards a certain pre-determined,

ideal goal—as, for example, according to Hegel, towards the real-

isation of his absolute idee—and the unalterable trend towards
this absolute idea formed the inner inter-connection in the events
of history. A new mysterious providence—unconscious or gradu-
ally coming into consciousness—was thus put in the place of the
real, still unknown inter-connection. Here, therefore, just as in
the realm of nature, it was mecessary to do away with these
fabricated, artificial inter-connections by the discovery of theé real
ones; a task which ultimately amounts to the discovery of the
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general laws of motion which assert themselves as the ruling
ones in the history of human society.

In one point, however, the history of the development of so-
clety proves to be essentially different from that of nature. In na-
ture-—in so far as we ignore man’s reactions wpon nature—there
are only blind unconscious agencies acting upon one another and
out of whose interplay the general law comes into operation.
Nothing of all that happens—whether in the innumerable ap-
parent accidents observable upon the surface of things, or in the
ultimate results which confirm the regularity underlying these
accidenis—is attained as a consciously desired aim. In the his-
tory of society, on the other hand, the actors are all endowed
with consciousness, are men acting with deliberation or passion,
working towards definite goals; nothing happens without a con-
scious purpose, without an intended aim. But this distinction, im-
portant as it is for historical investigation, particularly of single
epochs and events, cannot alter the fact that the course of history
is governed by inmer gerieral laws. For here, also, on the whole,
in spite of the consciously desired aims of all individuals, acei-
dent apparently reigns on the surface. That which is willed hap-
pens but rarely; in the majority of instances the numerous de-
sired ends cross and conflict with one another, or these ends
themselves are from the oulset incapable of realisation or the
means of attaining them are insufficient. Thus the conflict of in-
numerable individual wills and individual actions in the domain
of history produces a state of affairs entirely analogous to that
in the realm of unconscious nature. The ends of the actions are
intended, but the results which actually follow from these actions
are not intended; or when they do seem to correspond to the
end intended, they ultimately have consequences quite other than
those intended. Historical events thus appear on the whole to be
likewise governed by chance. But where on the surface accident
holds sway, there actually it is always governed by inner, hidden
laws and it is only a matter of discovering these laws,

Men make their own history, whatever its outcome may be, in
that each person follows his own consciously desired end, and it
is precisely the resultant of these many wills operating in differ-
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ent directions and of their manifold effects upon the outer world
that constitutes history. Thus it is also a question of what the
many individuals desire. The will is determined by passion or
deliberation. But the levers which immediately determine passion
or deliberation are of very different kinds. Partly they may be
external objects, partly ideal motives, ambition, “enthusiasm for
truth and justice,” personal hatred or even purely individual
whims of all kinds. But, on the one hand, we have seen that the
many individual wills active in history for the most part pro-
duce results quite other than those they intended—often quite
the opposite; their motives therefore in relation to the total result
are likewise of only secondary significance. On the other hand,
the further question arises: what driving forces in turn stand be-
bind these motives? What are the historical causes which trans-
form themselves into these motives in the brains of the actors?
The old materialism never put this question to itself, Iis
conception of history, in so far as it has one at all, is there-

. fore essentially pragmatic; it judges everything according to the

motives of the action; it divides men in their historical activity
into noble and ignoble and then finds that as a rule the noble are

' defrauded and the ignoble are victorious, Hence it follows for the
- old materialism, that nothing very edifying is to be got from the

study of history, and for us that in the realm of history the old
materialism becomes untrue to itself because it takes the ideal
driving forces which operate there as ultimate causes, instead of
investigating what is behind them, what are the driving forces of
these driving forces, The inconsistency does not lie in the fact
that ideql driving forces are recognised, but in the investigation
not being carried further back behind these into their motive

causes. On the other hand, philosophy of history, particularly as

represented by Hegel, recognises that the ostensible and also the

_ really operating motives of men who figure in history are by no
. means the ultimate causes of historical events: that behind these
- motives are other moving forces, which have to be discovered.
-But it does not seek these forces in history itself, it imports them

rather from outside, from out of philosophical ideology, into
history. Hegel, for example, instead of explaining the history of
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ancient Greece out of its own inner inter-comnections, simply
maintains that it is nothing more than the working out of “types
of beautiful individuality,” the realisation of a “work of art” as
such. He says much in this connection about the old Greeks that
is fine and profound but that does not prevent us today from
refusing to be put off with such an explanation, which is a mere
manner of speech. . '

When, therefore, it is a question of investigating the driving
forces which—consciously or unconsciously, and indeed very
often unconsciously—lie behind the motives of men in their his-
torical actions and which constitute the real ultimate driving
forces of history, then it is not a question so much of the mo:
tives -of single individuals, however eminent, as of those motives
which set in motion great masses, whole peoples, and again whole
classes of the people in each people; and here, too, not the tran-
sient flaring up of a straw-fire which quickly dies down, but a
lasting action resulting in a great historical transformation, To
ascertain the driving causes which here in the minds of of acting
masses and their leaders—the so-called great men—are reflected
as conscious motives, clearly or unclearly, directly or in ideo-
logical, even glorified form—that is the only path which can put
us on the track of the laws holding sway bothgin history as a
whole, and at particular periods and in particular lands. Every-
thing which sets men in motion must go through their minds;
but what form it will take in the mind will depend very much
upon the circumstances. The workers have by no means become
reconciled to capitalist machine-industry, even though they no
longer simply break the machines to pieces as they still did in
1848 on the Rhine. ' : o

But while in all earlier periods the investigation of these driv-
ing causes of history was almost impossible—on account of the
complicated and concealed inter-connections belween them and
their effects—our present period has so far simplified thess inter.
connections that the riddle could be solved. Since the establish-
ment of large-scale industry, i.e., at least since the peace of
Europe in 1815, it has been no longer a secret to any man in
England that the whole political struggle there has turmed on
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the claims to supremacy of two classes: the landed aristocracy

" and the middle class, In France, with the return of the Bour-

bons, the same faet was perceived; the historians of the Resto-
ration period, from Thierry to Guizot, Mignet and Thiers, speak
of it everywhere as the key to the understanding of all French
history since the Middle Ages. And since 1830 the working class,
the proletariat, has been recognised in both countries as a third
competitor. for power. Conditions had become so simplified that
one would have had to close one’s eyes deliberately not to see in
the fight of these three great classes and in the conflict of their
interests the driving force of modern history—at least in the two
most advanced countries. :

But ‘how did these classes come into existence? If it was pos-
sible at first glance still to ascribe the origin of the great, for.
merly feudal landed property—at least in the first instance—io
political causes, to taking possession by force, this could no
longer be done in regard to the bourgeoisie and the proletariat,
Here - the origin and ‘development of two great classes was
seen to lie clearly and palpably in purely economic causes. And
it was just as clear that in the struggle between landed property
and the bourgeoisie, no less than in the struggle between the

. bourgeoisie and the proletariat, it was a question in the first in-

stance of economic interests, to the furtherance of which political
power was intended to serve merely as a means. Bourgeoisie and
proletariat both arose in consequence of a transformation of the
economic conditions, more precisely, of the mode of production.
The transition, first from guild bandicrafts to manufacture, and
then from manufacture to large-scale industry, with steam and
mechanical power, had caused the development of these two
classes. At a particular stage the new forces of production set in
motion by the bourgeoisie—in the first place the division of la-
bour and the combination of many workers, each producing a
particular part, in one complete manufacture—and the conditions
and requirements of exchange developed through these productive
forces, became incompatible with the existing order of production
historically established and sanctified by law, that is to say, in-
compatible with the privileges of the guild and the numerous
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other local and personal privileges (which were only so many
fetters to the unprivileged) of the feudal social organisation.
The forces of production represented by the bourgeoisie rebelled
against the order of production represented by the feudal land-
lords and the guildmasters. The result is known: the feudal fetters
were smashed, gradually in England, at one blow in France. In
Germany the process is not yet finished. But just as, at a definite
stage of its development, manufacture came into conflict with the
fendal order of production, so now big industry has already
come into conflict with the bourgeois order of production estab-
lished in its place. Tied down by this order, by the narrow limits
of the capitalist mode of production, big industry produces on
the one hand an ever increasing proletarianisation of the great
mass of the people, and on the other hand an ever greater mass
of unsaleable products. Over-production and mass misery, each
the cause of the other—that iz the absurd contradiction which is
its outcome, and which of necessity calls for the liberation. of
the productive forces by means of a change in the mode of pro-
duetion. '

In modern history at least it is therefore proved that all poli-
tical struggles are class struggles, and all class struggles for
emancipation in the last resort, despite their necessarily poli-
tical form—for every class struggle is a political struggle—turn
ultimately on the question of economic emancipation. Therefore,
here at least the state—the political order—is the subordinate,
and civil society—~the realm of economic relations—the decisive
element. The traditional conception, to which Hegel, too, pays
homage, saw in the state the determining element, and in civil
society the element determined by it. Appearances correspond to
this. As 2ll the driving forces of the actions of any individual
person must pass through his brain, and transform themselves
into motives of his will in order to set him into action, so also all
the needs of eivil society—mo matter which class kappens to be
the ruling one—must pass through the will of the state in order
to secure genepal validity in the form of laws, That is the formal
aspect of the matter—the one which is self-evident. The question
arises, however, what is the content of this merely formal will—
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of the individual as well as of the state—and whence is this con-
tent derived? Why is just this intended and not something else?
If we enquire into this we discover that in modern history the avill
of the state is, on the whole, determined by the changing needs
of civil society, by the supremacy of this or that class, in the last
resort, by the development of the productive forces and relations
of exchange.

But if already in our modern era, with its gigantic means of

. production and communication, the state is not an independent

domain with an independent development, but one whose stock as
well as development is to be explained in the last resort by the
economic conditions of life of the society, then this must be still
more true of earlier times when the production of the material
life of man was not carried on with these abundant auxiliary
means, and when, therefore, the necessity of such production must
necessarily have exercised a still greater mastery over mem. If the
state today, in ‘the gra of big industry and of railways, is on
the whole only a reflex, in comprehensive form, of the economic
needs of the class controlling production, then this must have
been much more so in an epoch when each generation of men
was forced to spend a far greater part of its aggregate life-time
in satisfying material needs, and was therefore much more de-

“pendent on them than we are today. An examination of the his-

tory of earlier periods, as soon as it is seriously undemtaken from
this angle, most abundantly confirms this, But, of course, this
caunot be gone into here.

If the state and public law are determined by economic rela-
tions, so, %00, of course is private law which indeed in essence

- sanctions only the existing economie relations between individuals

which are normal in the given circumstances, The form in which

* this happens can, however, vary considerably. It is possible, as

happened in England, in harmony with the whole national devel-
opment, to retain in the main the forms of the old feudal laws .
while giving them & bourgeois content; in fact, directly giving
a bourgeois meaning to the old feudal name. But, also, as hap-
pened in western continental Europe, Roman Law, the first world
law of a commodity-producing society, with its unsurpassably
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acute elaboration of all the essential legal relations of simple
commodity owners (of buyers and sellers, debtors and creditors,
contracts, obligations, etc.) can be taken as a foundation. In this
case, for. the benefit of a siill peity-bourgeois and semi-feudal
society, it can be adapted to the situation of such a sociely either
simply through every-day legal practice( the common law) or,
with the help of allegedly enlightened, moralising jurists a
special law code can be worked out from it to correspond with
such social condilions—a code which in these circumstances
will also be a bad one from a legal standpoint (e.g., the Prus-
sian Landrecht). Whereby again, after the great bourgeois rev-
olution, such a classic law code of bourgeois society as the
French Code Civil can be worked out upon the basis of this same
Roman Law. If, therefore, bourgeois legal regulations merely
express the economic life-conditions of society in legal form,
then this can take place well or ill according to ecircum-
stances.

+ The state presents itself to us as the first ideological power
over mankind. Society creates for itself an organ for the safe-
guarding of its general interests against internal amnd external at-
tacks, This organ is the state power. Hardly come into being, this
organ makes itself independent in regavd to society; amd, indeed,
the more so, the more it becomes the organ of a particular class,
the more it directly enforees the supremacy of that class. The fight
of the oppressed class against the ruling class becomes necessarily
a political fight, a fight first of all against the political dominance
of this class. The consciousness of the inter-connection between
this political struggle and ‘its economie roots becomes dulled and
can.be lost altogether, While this is not altogether the case with
the participants, it almost always happens with the historians, Of
the ancient sources on the struggles within the Roman Republic

only Appian * tells us clearly and distinctly what was at issue

‘in the last resort—namely, landed property.
But once the state has become an independent power in regard
to society, it produces forthwith a further ideology. It is indeed

*Roman historian of the sscond century—who wrote mainly about the
civil wars of ancient Rome—Ed. :
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only among professional politicians; theorists -of ~constitutional
law and jurists of private law; that the connection with. economic
facts gets completely lost. Since. in each particular case the eco-
nomic facts must assume the form of ‘juristic motives in order to
receive legal ‘sanction; .and since, in so doing, consideration of
~course has to.be paid to the whole legal system already :in soper-
" ation; the consequence ‘is that the juristic form is made everything
and the economic content mothing. Public- law ‘and private law
-are ‘treated as independent spheres, ‘each having its..own  inde-
pendent: historical “development, each -being capable of and need-
ing-a systematic presentation by:the thorough-going -elimination
of all'inner contradictions,: = . o s SR
- Stll “higher -ideologies, that - is, 'such ‘as are still’ further “re-
moved from ‘the material, -economic basis, take the form:of phi-
lTosophy and religion; Here the inter-corinection between the ideas
and their material -conditions of existence becomes. more and more
complicated, more and more obscured by imtermediate Yinks,: Bu:
the- inter-connection exists. Just as the whole :Renaissance :period
from the middle of the fifteenth ceéntury was an essential product
of the towns and. therefore of the bourgeoisieso also was the sub-
. sequently newly awakened: philosophy.. Its content was in essence
only ‘the philosophical .expression. of the thoughts -corresponding
1o the development of the small and middle bourgeoisie into a big
bourgeoisie. . Among last century’s Englishmen and Frenchmen
who .in many cases: were just .as much political economists as
-philosophers, -this is-clearly evident; and we have proved it
* . above in vegard: to the Hegelian -school.. . . . i ﬁ
. We will now in-addition-deal only briefly with religion, since
‘the latter- appears to -stand furthest:away - from,: and . te- be .the
miost. foreign to, material life. Religion arose.in very. primitive
times from: erroneousand. primitive ideas -6f men ‘about -their
-own ‘nature ‘and -that "of the -externial . world- surrounding them.
Every-ideology, -however,: once it has: arisen, .develops in connec-
 tion with:the given ‘concept-material, .and -develops: this. material
“further; ‘otherwise itrwonld cease to be'ideology, that is, ‘occupa-
tion with thoughts: as with indeperident ‘entities, devéloping inde-
pendently and:subject ‘only to their own:laws. That the material
5 Ludwig Feuerbach — 1233 . .
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life. conditions .of the persons inside whose heads this -thought
process goes on, in the last resort détermine the course. of this
process, remains of necessity unkmown te these persons, for other-
wise there would be-an end'to all ideology,  These primitive reli-
‘glous .notions; therefore, -which in-the main are common to .each
group of kindred peoples, develop, after the separation of the
group, in.a manner peculiar to each people, according to the liv-
ing conditions falling to: their lot. For a number of.groups of
peoples, and . particularly -for the Aryans (so-called Indo-Euro-
peans) this process has been shown in detail by comparative
mythology., The gods so crested by each. people were . national
gods, whose domain extended no farther than the national terri-
tory which they were to defend; on the other side of. its bound-
aries other gods held undisputed sway. The .idea of -them .could
.only continue to exist as long as the nation existed; they fell with
its- fall, The Roman -world empire, the .economic conditions :of
whose origin we do nokt need to examine here, brought .about. this
downfall of the old nationalities. The old national gods decayed,
even those of ‘Romans, which themselves also -were fashioned
_only'to suit the narrow confines of the city of Rome. The need to
complement the world empiré by means of ‘a world religion was
cléarly revealed in the attemipts made to provide in Rome recogni-
ticn-and altars for all the foreign gods to the slightest degree re-
spectable alongside of the indigenous ones. But 2 new-world reli-
gion is ‘not to be made in this fashion; by imperial degree. The
new .world' religion, Christianity, had- already -quietly come- into
being, out of a mixture of generalised Oriental, : particularly- Jew-
ish, theoJogy and: vulgarised Greek, particularly-Stoic, philosophy.
What ‘it -originally looked :like has to-be first laboriously discov-
ered again, since ‘its official form, as it has .been handed down to
. Us, is ‘merely that in which it became a state religion, to which
purpose it was"adapted - by the Council "of Nicza. The fact that
already after 250 years it became a state religion suffices to show
that ‘it was a : religion that corresponded to. the conditions of
the: time. In the Middle Ages, in the sdme meastire-as feudalism
developed, it grew into the religious counterpart to -it, ‘with a cor-
Tesponding feudal hierarchy. And as the bourgeoisie arose, there
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developed within it, in. opposition to fendal Catholicism, the
Protestant . heresy, which first appeared in Southern France,
among:the Albigenses® at the time of the highest flourishing of
the cities there. The Middle Ages had attached to theology all
the other forms of ideology—philosophy, politics, jurisprudence
—and made them sub-divisions of theology. It thereby con-
strained every: social and political movement to take on a theo-
logical form, To the masses whose minds were fed with religion
to the exclusion of all else, it was necessary to put forward their
‘own inferests in a religious guise in order to produce a great
agitation. And since the bourgeoisie from the beginning broughf
into being an appendage of propertyless urban plebeians, day-
labourers and servants of all kinds, belonging to' no recognised
social estate, precursors of the later proletariat, so likewise heresy

* soon became divided into a bourgeois moderate heresy and a

plebeian revolutionary one, the latter an abomination to the
bourgeois heretics themselves. o o

. The ineradicability of the Protestant heresy corresponded to
the invincibility of the rising bourgeoisie, When the bourgeoisie
had become sufficiently - strengthened, its struggle against the

- fendal nobility, which 411 then had "been._predbmi-nant_ly,\loea],

began to assume national dimensions. The first great action oc-
curred in Germany—the so-called Reformation. The bourgeoisie
was neither powerful enough nor sufficiently developed to be able .
to unite under its banner the rest of the rebellious estates—the
plebeians of the towns, the lower nobility and the peasants on the
land. At first: the nobles were. defeated; the peasants rose in a

. revolt which forms the peak of the whole revolutionary struggle:

the cities left them .in the lurch, and thus the revolution. sue-

~cumbed to the armies of the secular princes who reaped the

 * The Albig’eﬁses,_CathEﬁ,' participated ‘in a movement which covered'.
Sonthern France during the twelth and thirteenth centuries. (The name

.15 derived from the town of Albi, in the south of France.) The movement

was directed against the exploiting Roman Catholic church headed by the
pope, ‘The urban ‘trading  bourgeoisie, -the artisans, the: city poor and the
peasants all took, part in the movement. In the beginning: of the twelfth
century a .sgecial_cmsade was . organised by.the pope against the Albi
genses resulting in protracted warfare  (lasting ‘over 20 vears) and ending
with the defeat of the Albigenses—FEd. o . S : :

..*
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whole profit.* Thenceforward Germany disappears for three cen-
turies from the ranks of countries playing -an: independent part
in history. But besides the German, Luther, dppeared the Fremqh-
man, Calvin. With true French acumen he put % bourgeois
character of the reformation in the forefront, republicanised and
democratised the church. While the Lutheran reformation in Gt.ar-
many degenerated and reduced the couniry o wrack and ruin,
the Calvinist reformation served as a banner for the republicans
in Geneva, in Holland and in Scotland, freed Holland from

Spain and from the German Empire and provided the ideological-

costume for the second act of the bourgeois revolution which
took place in England. Here Calvinism justified itself as the true
religious ‘disguise of the imterests of the bourgeoisie of that time,
and on this account did not reach full acceptance, as-the revolu-
tion was completed in 1689 by a compromise belween one patt
of the nobility ‘and the bourgeoisie. The . English state chq}-ch
was re-established; but not in its edrlier forin of a 'Catzholicls‘sm
which had the king for it pope, being, instead, strongly Ca]wP.
ised. The old state church ‘had celebrated the merry Catholic
Sabbath and had fought against the ‘dull Calvinist one. The new
bourgeois church introduced the latter, which adorns Emgland
this day. o :
° In Fr-anie, the Calvinist minotity was suppressed in 1685 and
either Catholicised or driven out of the country. But what was
the good? Already at that time the free-thinker Pierre Bayle was
dt work, and in 1694 Voltaire was born, The forcible measures
of Louis XIV only made it easier for the French bourgeoi-s'ie to
carry through its revolution in the irreligious and exelusively
political form which alone was suited to the d-evelc'»ped boy‘r—
geoisie. - Instead of Protestants, free-thinkers: took their sgats in
the national assemblies. Thereby Christianity entered into its
final stage. It had become incapable for the future of s.ery%ng.'s,ny
progressive class as’ the ideological garb of its'_asplrgnons.'_ft
became more and more the exclusive :possession .of the -ruling
classes and “these apply it as ‘a2 mere’ means ‘of - government, to:

keep the lower classes within limits. For this each of the differ-

* See Engeld’ The Peasant War in' -Germany~<Ed. - -
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ent classes uses its own appropriate religion: the landowning
class—Catholic Jesuitism or Protestant .orthodoxy; the liberal
and radical bourgeoisie—rationalism; and it makes little differ-
ence whether these.gentlemen themselves believe in their :Tespec-

~ tive religions or not..

We see, therefore: religion, once formed, always contains tra-
ditional material, just as in all ideological domains tradition
forms a great conservative force. But the transformations which
this material undergoes spring from class relations, that is to say,
out of .the economic relations of the persons who execute these
transformations. And here that is sufficient. s
- An the above it could only be a question of giving a general
sketch of .the Marxist conception of history, at most with a few

 illustrations as well. The proof is to be found in history itself;

and in this vegard I may be permitted to say that it has been
sufficiently furnished in other writings. This conception, however,
puts-an end to philosophy in the realm of history, just as the
dialectical conception of nature made all natural philosophy both

" unnecessary and impossible, It is mo longer 2 question anywhere
" of inventing inter-connections from out of our brains, but of dis-

covering them in the facts. For philosophy, which has been

~ expelled from nature and history, there Temains only the realm

of pure thought (so far as it is left): the theory of the laws of
the thought-process itself, logic and dialectics.

 With the Revolution of 1848, “educated” Germany said fare-
well to theory and went over to the field of practice, Small pro- ~
duction, based upon handicraft, and ‘manufacture, were superseded
by really large-scale industry. Germany again appeared on the
world market, The new little German Empire * abolished at least

- the more crying of the anomalies which had been placed in the

-way of its development by the system of petty states, the relics of
- feudalism and bureaucratic economy. But to the same degree
~ that speculation abandoned the philosopher’s study in order to
. -set up its temple in the Stock Exchange, educated Germany lost

the great aptitude for theory which had bheen the glory of Ger-
many in the days of its deepest political humiliation—the aptitude

*i.e., not. embracing all German-speaking lands.—Ed,
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for purely scientific investigation, irrespective .of whether the
result obtained was practically applicable or not, whether likely
to meet with the approval or disapproval of the police author-
ities. Official German natural science, it:is-irue, maintained -its

position in the front rank, particularly in the field of specialised -

research, But already the Amercan journal Science remarks with
truth that the decisive.advances in the sphere of the comprehen-
sive -correlation of particular faets and their generalisation into
laws, are now being made .much more in England, instead of, as
 formerly, in Germany. And in the. sphere of  the  historical
sciences, philosophy included, the old -fearless zeal for- theory
has now disappeared completely along with classical. philesophy.
Empty eclecticism and an anxious concern for career-and-in-
come, descending to. the most vulgar place-hunting, occupies -its
place, The official representatives of these sciences have become
the undisguised ideclogists:of the bourgemsm and the existing
sta.te———but at a time when both stand in open antagomsm o the
working  class. - ;

- Only among the workmg class does the German apntude for ‘

theory remain unimpaired. Here it cannot be exterminated, Here
there is no concern for careers, for profit-making, or for gracious
patronage from above, On the contrary, the more  ruthlessly
and disinterestedly science proceeds the more it finds itself in
harmony with the interests and efforts of the workers. The new
tendency, which recognised that the key to the understanding
" of the whole history of society lies in the historical development
of labour, from the outset addressed itself by preference to the
working ' class and here found the response which' it neither
sought nor expected from officially recognised science. The Ger-
man working class is the inheritor of German eclassical phi-
losophy., : -
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. MARX’S THESES ON FEUERBACH
A

o (Theses) .
" (Jotted ‘dowm in Brussels in the spring of 1845)

I

The chief defect of all hitherto existing materialism—shat of
Feuerbach included—is that the object, - reality, sensuousness, is
conceived only in the form of the object or contemplation™. but
not .as human. sensuous activity, practice, mot subjectively. Thus
it happened that the active side, .in oppoesition to materialism,
was developed by idealism—but only abstractly, since, of course,
© idealism does mot know real sensuons activity as such. Feuerbach
 wants sensuous objects, really differentiated from. the thought-
objects, but he does not conceive human activity itself as activity
through objects. Consequently, in the Essence of Christianity, he
regards the theoretical attitude as the only genuinely human at-
titude, while practice is- conceived and fixed only in its dirty-
Jewish form of appearance, Hence he does not grasp the signifi-
cance of “revolutionary,” of practical-critical, gotivity,

i1

The question whether objective truth can be astributed to hu-
‘nan thinking is not a question of theory but is a practical ques-
‘tion, In practice man' must prove the trith, i.e., the reality and
power; the ‘this-sidedness’ of his thinking. The dispute over the
reality or non-reality of thinking which is isolated from practice
is a purely scholastic question.

) ""-1*'Ce1‘man—-—£4n’§cﬁauuﬁg.~'—ﬁ’d; S
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14§

The materialit doctrine that men are products of circum-
stances and upbringing and that, therefore, changed men are pro-
ducts of other circumstances and changed upbringing, forgets that

_circumstances are changed precisely by men and that the eduea-

tor must himself be educated, Hence this doctrine necessarily
arrives at dividing society into two parts, of which one towers
above society {in Robert Owen, for example).

The coincidence of the changing of circumstances and of hu-
man activity can only be conceived and rationally understood .as
revolutionising practice. '

" Feuerbach- starts out from the fact of religious self-alienation,
the duplication of the world into a religious, imaginary world
and ‘a real one. His work consists in the dissolution of the reli-
gious world into its secular basis. He -overlooks. the fact that
after completing this work, the chief thing still remains to be
dome, For the fact that the secular foundation lifts itself above
itself and establishes itself in- the..clouds as an independent
realm is only to be explained by the self-cleavage and self-
contradictoriness of this secular basis. The latter must itself,
therefore, first be understood in its contradiction and then, by
the removal of the contradiction, revolutionised in practice. Thus,
for instance, once the earthly family is discovered to be the

secret of the holy family, the former must then iiself be theoret- -

ically criticised and radically changed in practice.

v
" Feuerbach, not satisfied with abstract thinking, appeals to sen-

suous contemplation, but he does not conceive sensuousness as a
practical, human-sensuous activity. '

Feuerbach resolves the religious essence into the human. But
the human essence is no abstraction inherent in each single in-

- APPENDIX 5

dividual. In its reality it is the ensemble of the social relations.
Feuerbach, who does not attempt the criticism of this real es-
sence, is consequently compelled:
L To abstract from the historical process and to fix the reli-

 glous sentiment as something for itself and fo Presuppose an

abstract—isolated—human individual. :

2. The human essence, therefore, can with him be compre-
hended only as” “genus,” as a dumb internal generality which
merely naturally unites the many individuals, .- -

. Feuerbach, consequently, does not see that the -.‘-’feligioﬁ-é’ gen-
timent” is itself a social produect, and that the abstract individual

whom. he analyses belongs in.reality to a particular - form of
society.. L : o

.. Social life is essentially practical. All mysteries which mislead
theory to mysticism find their rational solution in human practice

~and in the comprehension of this practice.

.. The .highest point attained by .oonitempla-tive'matéﬁalisxﬁ; 'i..e.,

-materialism which does not understand sensuousness as practical

activity, is the outlook of single individuals in “eivil society.” *
<. The standpoint-of the old materialism is “civil society”;  the

standpoint of the new is' human society or socialised humanity.

X1

.- The- philosophers have ‘only interpreted the'wo.rld in" various

ways; the point however is to change it.

et Here not "‘hourgeois society,” “eivi iety” ii iche
.. Here mot “he y,” but “civil society” (biirgerliche Gesell-
schaft), as in Begel, in the sense of the totality of ‘social (economie,

_Persona], cultural, eic.} relations, as distinguished from the political -organ-

ism, the state.—Fd.
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AN OMITTED FRAGMENT FROM FEUERBACH* . | |

The villgarising pedlars who busied themselves with material-
ism in Geymany during the ’fifties by mo means overcame the
limitations of their teachers. All the advances of natural science
which had been made in the meantime served them as new proofs
against belief in a creator of the wrold, and indeed, it was quite
outside their scope to develop theory any further. Idealism was
“hard hit by 1848, but materialism in this new shape sank to
even lower depths., Feuerbach was certainly right to disclaim
responsibility for this materialism; but he should not have
lumped together the doctrines ‘of the hedge-preachers and mate-
rialism in general. SR

At about the same time, however, empirical ‘natural science
made such an advance and achieved such brilliant results that
not only did it become possible to overcome completely the
mechanical one-sidedness of the eighteenth century, but ‘natural
seience itself was, through the proof of the inter-relation existing
in nature itself between the various spheres of investigation
{mechanies, physics, chemistry, biology, etc.), transformed from
an empirical into a theoretical science and, by the integration
of the results achieved, into a system of materialistic knowledge
of nature. The mechanics of gases; newly created organic -chem«
istry, which stripped the last remmants of incomprehensibility
from the so-called organic compounds, one after the other, by
preparing them from inorganic materials; the science of embry-
ology which dates back to 1818; geclogy, palzontology and the
comparative anatomy of plants and animals—all of them pro-
vided new material to an unprecedented extent. Three great dis-
coveries, however, were of decisive importance.

* See footnote, p. 38. _
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The first was the proof of the transformation of energy ob-
tained from the discovery of the mechanical equivalent of -heat
(by Robert Mayer, Joule-and Colding}. All the innnmerable
operative causes in nature, which until then had led a mysterious
inexplicable existence as so-called “forces”—mechanical force,
heat, radiation (light and radiavt heat), electricity, magnetism, the
force of chemical combination and dissociation—are now proved

. to. be special forms, modes of existence of one and the same

energy, i.e.,, motion. We are not only able to demonstrate their
perpetual transformation in nature from one form into another,
but we can-garry out this transformation itself in the laboratory
and in industry, and this in such a way that a given quantity of
energy. in -one form always corresponds to a given quantity of
energy in this or that-other form. Thus we can express the unit
of heat in kilogram-metres, and again the units of any quantity
of electrical or chemical energy in units of heat and vice versa.
Similarly we can measure the consumption and supply of energy
to a living onganism, and express these in any unit desired, c.g.,
in units of heat. The unity of all motion in nature is no longer
a philosophical assertion but a fact of natural science, - s
. The second—chronologically earlier—discovery was that of tha
organic cell by Schwann and Schleiden—of the cell as the unit,
out of the multiplication and differentiation .of which all organ-
isms, except the very lowest, arise and develop. With this discov-
_ery, the investigation of the organic, living products of nature—
comparative anatomy and physiology, as well . as embryology—
was for the first time put wpon a firm foundation. The mystery
was removed from the origin, growth and structure of Organisms,
The hitherto incomprehensible miracle resolved itself into a pro-
cess taking place according to a law essentially identical for all
multi-cellular orgamisms., .. ... .. . T :
_ But an essential gap still remained. If all multi-cellular organt
isms—plants as well as amimals, including man-—grow from a
single cell according to the law of cell-division,: whence, .then, -
comes the infinite variety of these organisms? This question was

v

_ answered by the third. great. discovery, the theory. of -evolution,

which was first presented in connected form and substantiated
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by Darwin. However numerous the modifications in details. this
theory will yet. undergo, it nevertheless on the whole. -already
solves the problem in a more than satisfactory manner. The evo-
lutionary series of organisms from few and simple to increas-
ingly manifold and complex forms, as we see them today
before our eyes, right up to and including man himself, has been
proved in all its main basic features. Thereby not only has an

explanation been made possible for the existing stock of the or-

ganic products of nature, but the basis has been given for the
pre-history of the human mind, for. following all its-various
stages of evolution from the protoplasm, simple and structureless
yet responsive to stimuli, ‘of the lower organisms right up to the
thinking human brain. Without this -pre-history, however, the ex-
istence of the thinking human brain remains a miracle.

- With these three great discoveries, the main- processes of na-
ture are explained and traced back to natural causes. Only one
thing remains to be done here: to explain the origin of life from
inorganic nature. At the - present stage of science, that means
nothing else than the preparation of albuminous bodies - from
inorganic materials. Chemistry is approaching ever ¢loser to this
task. It is still a long way from it. But when we refect that it
was only in 1828 that the first organic body. urea, was prepared
by Wohler from inorganic materials and that innumerable so-

called -organic compounds are now artificially prepared without -

any .organic substances, we shall ‘not be inclined to bid chemistry
halt before the production of albumen. Up to ‘now, chemistry
has. been able to prepare any organic substance the composition
of which is accurately known. As soon as the composition of ‘al:
buminous bodies shall have become known, it will be possible to
-proceed to the production of live albumen. But that ‘chemistry
should achieve over night what nature herself even under very
favourable circumstances could succeed in doing on'a few planets
after millions of years—would be to demand a miracle,

- The materialist conception of nature, therefore, stands today
on.very different :and firmer foundations than in the last century,
Then it was only the motion of the heavenly bodies and of rigid
terrestrial bodies under the influence of gravity that was thor-
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. oughly understood to some extent. Almost the whole sphere of

chemistry. and the whole of Jorga.nic nature remained an incom-
prehensible - secret. Today, the whole of nature is laid open
before us as & system of inter-connections and proctesses which
have been, at least in their main features, explained and com-
prehended. Indeed, the materialistic -outlook on nature means no
more ‘than simply conceiving nature just as it exists without any
foreizn admixture, and as such it was understood originally among
the: Greek philosophers as a matter of course. But between those
old Greeks and us lie more. than two thousand years of an essen-
tially idealistic world outlook, and hence the return to the self-

~evident is more difficult than it seems at fipst glance. For the ques-

tion is not at all one of simply repudiating the whole thought-
content of those two thousand years but of eriticising it in order
to extricate from within the false, but for its time and the process
of evolution even inevitable, idealistic form, the results gained

- from this transitory form. And how difficult that is, is demon-

strated for us by those numerous scientists who are inexorable
materjalists within their science but who, outside it, are not only
idealists but even pious, nay orthodox, Christians.

All these epoch-making advances in natural science passed
Feuerbach by without essentially touching him. This was not so
much his fanlt as that of the wretched conditions in Germany by
virtue of which the professorial chairs at the universities had
been seized on by empty-headed, eclectic flea-crackers, while
Feuerbach who towered high above them all, was forced almost
to rusticate in the lonely isolation of a village. Hence it was that

"on the subjeoct of nature—along with a few brilliant aphorisms—

he was so much engaged in threshing belletristic siraw. Thus, he

"says: “Life is certainly not the product of a chemical process,
‘nor at all of an isolated natural force or phenomenon, to which

the metaphysical materialist reduces life: it is a result of the
whole of nature.” That life is a result of the whole of nature i
no way contradicts the cireumstance that while albumen, which
is the sole independent carrier of life, arises under definite con-
ditions determined by the whole inter-connectedness of nature, it
nevertheless arises as the product of & chemical process. (Had
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Feunerbach lived under cireumstances which would have permitted
him to follow the development of science even superficially, he
would never have commitied the blunder of spesking of a chem-
ical process as of the effect of an isolated natural foree.) It is
to be ascribed to the same seclusion.when Feuerbach loses him-
self in a series of barren speculations, turning round in a circle,
on the-relation of thinking to the organ of thought, the brain—a
territory inte. which Starcke follows him with predilection. . .
Enough has been .said. Feuerbach is opposed to the name
materialism. And not entirely without justification, for he never
quite sheds his idealism. In. the sphere of naiure he is 2 material-
ist, but in the sphere of human. ., .. . - ' '
- {Here the fragment ends,]

C
KARL MARX ON THE HISTORY OF FRENCH MATERIALISM *

“To speak in an exact and prosaic sense,” the French enlighten-
ment of the eighteenth century, particularly French materialism;
was not only & struggle against the existing political institutions
as well as against the existing religion and theology but was guite
as much an open, outspoken struggle against the metaphysics
of the seventeenth century and against all metaphysics, especially
that of Descartes, Malebranche, Spinoza and Leibniz, Philosophy
was set up in opposition to metaphysics; just as Feuerbach, when
he first came out decidedly against Hegel, placed sober philoso-
phy in opposition to intoxicated speculation. The metaphysics of
the seventeenth century, which were swept from the field by the
French enlightenment and particularly by French materialism  of
the eighteenth century, lived to see its triumphant and substan-
tial restoration in German philosophy, and especially in the
speculative German philosophy of the nineteenth century. After
Hegel, in brilliant style, had combined it with all subsequent
_ metaphysics and with Germean “idealism and had founded a uni-
versal kingdom of metaphysics, the attack on speculative meta-
physics and_on all metaphysics became once again, as in the

. eighteenth century, equivalent to” the attack on theology. Meta-

physics will succumb, for good and all, to materialism now com-
pleted by the work of speculation dtself and coinciding with
. humanism. French and English socialism and éornmunism Tepre-

.~ semted this coincidence of humanism and materialism in the realm

" of practice, just as Feuerbach repyesented it in the theoretical

* 'sphere,

“To speak in an exact and prosaic semse,” there are two tenden-
cies in French materialism, of which one derives its origin from
Descartes and the other from Locke. The latter is pre-eminently

*From The Holy Family. R
6 Ludwig Feuerbach — 1233 8
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an element of French culture and flows directly into socialism.
The former, mechanical materialism, merges into French natural
science proper. Both tendencies intersect in the course of develop-
ment. We do not need to deal more closely with the French ma-
terialism coming direct from Descartes, any more than with the
French school of Newton and the development of French natural
science in general.

Therefore, only this must need be seid: in his physics Descartes
had invested matter with self-creative power and had conceived
of mechanical motion as its vital act. He had completely separated
his physics from his metaphysics. Within his physics matter is
the sole substance, the sole basis of being and knowing.

French mechanical materialism attached dtself to the physics
of Deescartes in contrast to his metaphysics, His disciples were by
profession anti-metaphysicians, viz., physicians.*

This school begins with the physician Leroy; it reaches its
acme with the physician Cabanis. The physician Lametirie is its
centre, Descartes was still living when Leroy transferred the Car-
tesian conception of animals to the human s-oul——ﬂs,_ similarly,
Lamettrie did in the eighteenth century—and declared the soul
to be a mode of the body and ideas to be mechanical motions.
Leroy even believed Descaries had concealed his real opinions.
Descartes protested. At the end of the eightcenth century, Cabanis
completed Cartesian materialism in his work: Repport du phy-
sique et du moral de Uhomme [Report on the Physique and
Morality of Man].

Cartesian materialism exists in France up to the present day.
It won its great successes in mechanical natural science, which,
to speak in an exact and prosaic sense, will least of all be re-
proached with being romantic. '

The metaphysics of the seventeenth century, as represented in
France particularly by Descartes, had materialism as an’ antagon-
ist from the hour of its birth. This antagonism to Descartes was
personified in Gassendi, the restorer of Epicurean materialism,
French and English materialism always remained in close rela-
tionship to Democritus and Epicurus. Cartesian inetaphysics ‘had

*In the sense of physicist—Ed,
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another opponent in the English marerialist Hobbes. Gassendi and
Hobbes vanquished their opponent long after their death at the
very moment when Cartesian metaphysics already wuled as the
official power in all French schools. .
Voltaire has remarked that the indifference of the Frendh in
the eighteenth century to the quarrels between Jesuits and Jansen-
ists resulted less from philosophy than from Law's financial

. speeulations. Thus the overthrow of the metaphysics of the seven-

teenth century can be attribited to the materialist theory of the
eighteenth century only in so far as this theoretical movement is
itself explained by the practical form of French life at tha time,
This life was directed to the immediate present, to worldly enjoy-
mient and worldly interests, to the earthly world. Anti-theological,
anti-metaphysical, materialist theories necessarily corresponded to
its anti-theological, its anti-metaphysical, its materialist practice,
Metaphysics has lost practically all crédit, Here we need only
briefly indicate its theoretical course.

In the seventeenth century metdphysics was still saturated with
positive, profare content (see Descartes, Leibniz, ete.), It made
discoveries in mathematics, physics and other exact sciences which

~appeared to belong to it. By the beginning of the eighteenth cén-

tury this semblince had already been destroyed. The positive
sciences had separated thémselves from it and had marked off
their independent domain. The whole wealth of metaphysies now
consisted in nothing but thought-entities and heavenly things, at

" precisely the time when real entities and earthly things began to

concentrate all attention upon themselves. Metaphysics had become
stale. Helvetius and Condillac were born in the same year that

‘Malebranche and Arnauld, the last great French metaphysicians

of the seventeenth century, died.

The man who ruined the theoretical credit of the metaphysics
of the seventeenth century and of all metaphysies was Pierre
Bayle. His weapon was scepticism, forged out of the magical
formulz of metaphysics itself, He himself took Cartesian meta.

' physics as his' immediate starting point. Just as Feuerbach, by

combating speculative theology, was driven further to combating
speculative philosophy, precisely because he recognised specula-

2
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tion to be the last support of theology, because he had to drive
the theologians back from pseudo-science to crude, repellent
faith, so religious doubt forced Bayle into doubting the meta-
physics which supported this faith, Metaphysics, therefore, in its
entire historical evolution, was subjected by him to crificism.
Bayle became its historian in order to write the history of its
death, Above all he refuted Spinoza and Leibniz _

Pierre Bayle not only prepared the way for the acceptance in
France of materialism and common-sense philosophy by the scep-
tical disintegration of metaphysics, He heralded the atheistic so-
ciety which was soon to come into existence, by proving that a
society of sheer atheists was existing; that an atheist could be an
honourable man; that man degraded himself not by atheism but
by superstition and idolatry.

In the words of a French writer, Pierre Bayle was “the last
metaphysician in the sense of the seventeenth century and the first
philosopher in the sense of the eighteenth century.”

In addition to the negative refutation of the theology and meta-
physics of the seventeenth century, a positive anti-metaphysical
system was needed. A book was required which would systematise
the practical activities of the time and give them a theoretical
foundation. Locke’s Essay Concerning the Origin of the Human
Understanding came from the other side of the channel as if at
call. It was greeted enthusiastically like an eagerly awaited guest.

The question arises: Is Locke perhaps a disciple of Spinoza?
“Profane” history might answer: *

Materialism is the natural-born son of Great Britain. Already the British
schoolman, Duns Scotus, asked, ‘whether it was impossible for matter to
think?’

In order to effect this miracle, he took refuge in god's omnipotence,
ie;, he made theology preach materialism. Moreover, he was a nominalist.
Nomjnalism, the first form of materialism, is chiefly found among the Eng-
lish schoolmen, )

The real progenitor of English materialism is Bacon. Te him natural
philosophy is the only true philesophy, and physics based upon the' experi-
ence of the sences in the chiefest part of matural philosophy. Anazagoras

~* The following paragraphs in small type are taken from Engels’ quota-
tion of them in English in the Intreduction to his Sesialism: Utopian and
Scientific—Ed. ' :
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and his homeomeria, Democrites and his atoms, he often quotes 2s his
authorities. According to him the senses are infallible and the source of
all knowledge. All science is based on experience, and consists in subject
ing the data furnished by the senses to a rational method of investigation.
Induction, analysis, comparison, observation, experiment, are the principal
forms of such a rational method, Among the qualities inherent in matter,
motion is the first and foremost, not only in the form of mechanical and
mathematical motion, but chiefly in the form of an impulse, a vital spirit,
& tension—or a “gual” to use a term of Jacoh Bohme's*of matter,

In Bacon, its first creator, materialism still occludes within itself  the
germs of a many-sided development. On the one hand, matter, surrounded

‘by a sensuous, postic glamour, seems to atiract man’s whole entity by

winning smiles. On the other, the aphoristically formulated doctrine pullul-
ates with inconsistencies imported from theclogy.

In its further evolution materialism . becomes one-sided. Hobbes is the
man who systematises Baconian materialism, Knowledge based mpon the
senses loses its poetic blossom, it passes into the abstract experience of
the mathematician; geometry is proclzimed as the queen of sciences.
Materialism takes to misanthropy, ¥ it is to overcome its opponent, mis-
anthropic, fleshless spiritualism, and that on the latter’s own ground, ma.
terlalism has to chastise its own flesh and hirn ascetic. Thus, from a sen-
sual it passes into an intellectual entity; but thus, too, it evolves all the
consistency, regardless of consequences, characteristic of the intellect.

Hobbes, as Bacon’s continuator, argues thus: if all human knowledge is
furnished by the senses, then our concepts and ideas are but the phantoms,
divested of their sensual forms, of the real world, Philosophy ¢an but give
names to these phantoms, One name may be applied to more than cne of
them, There may even be mames of names. It would imply 2 comtradiction
if, on. the one hand, we maintained that all ideas had their origin in the
world of sensation, and, on the other, that a word was more than a word;
that hesides the beings known to us by our senses, beings which are one
ard all individuals, there existed also beings of a general, not individual,
nature. An unbodily substance is the same absurdity as an unbodily bedy.
Body, being, substance, are but different terms for the same reality, It is
impossible to separate thought from matier that thinks. This matter is the
substratum of all changes going on in the world. The word infinite is
meaningless, unless it states that our mind is capable of performing an
endless process of addition. Only material things being perceptible to us,
we cannot know anything about the existence of god. My own existence

*“Qual” is a philosophical play upen words. Qual literally means
torture, a pain which drives to action of some kind: at the same time
the mystic Bobme puts into the German word something of the meaning

“of the Latin gualitas; his “qual” was the activating principle arising

from, and promoting in its turn, the spontaneous development of the thing,
relation, or person subject to it, in contradistinction to a pain inflicted
from without.
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alone is certain. Every human passion is a mechanical movement which
has 2 beginning and an end, The objects of impulse are what we call
good. Man is subject to the same laws as nature, Power and freedom are
identical

Hobbes had systematised Bacon, however, fumishing a proof for Bacon's
fundamental principle, the origin of all human knowledze from the world
of sensation. It was Locke who, in his Essay Concerning the Origin of the
Huinan Understanding, supplied this proof,

Hobhes had shatiered the theistic prejudices of Baconfan materialism:
Collins, Dodwell, Coward, Hartley, Priestley similarly shattered the last
theological bars that still hemmed in Locke's sensationalism. At all events,
for practical materialists, theism is but an easy-going way of getting rid
of religion. - :

We have mentioned already at how opportune a time Locke’s
work came to the French. Locke had given a basis to the philo-
sophy of bon sens, of common sense; that is to say: put in a
round-about way, that there is no philosophy other than that of
the normal human senses and the understanding based on them,

Condillac, who was Locke’s immediate pupil and his inter-
preter in French, at once turned Locke’s sensationalism against
seventeenth century metaphysies. He proved that the French were
correct in rejecting metaphysics as being a mere figment of the
imagination and of theological prejudices. He published a refu-
tation of the systems of Descantes, Spinoza, Leibniz and Male-
branche. In his work L’essai sur Porigine des connaissances hu-
maines (Essay Concerning the Origin of Human Knowledge.—
Ed.), he gave an exposition of Locke’s ideas and proved that
not only the soul but also the senses, not only the art of creating
ideas but also the art of sensuous perception are matters of ex-
perience and habit. The entire development of man, therefore,
depends upon upbringing and external circumstances. Condillac
was supplanted in the French schools only by eclectic phi-
losophy. "

The difference between French and English materialism is the
- difference between the two nationalities. The French endowed Eng.
lish materialism with espriz, with flesh and blood, with eloquence.
They gave it the temperament and grace which was still lacking.
They civilised it

In Helvetius, who likewise started out from Locke, materialism
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receives its real Fremch character. He comprehended it at once
in its relation to social life. (Helvetius, De "homme [On Man].)
Sensuous qualities and egoism, pleasure and enlightened self-
interest are the foundation of all morality. The natural equality
of human intelligences, the unity between the progress of reason
and the progress of industry, the natural goodness of man, the
omnipotence of upbringing are the principal features of his
system. ’
A combination of Cartesian and English materialism is to be
found in the writings of Lamettrie. He uses the physies of Des-
cartes to its minutest detail, His L’homme-machine [Man-Machine.
—FEd.] is a performance on the model of the Tier-Maschine
[4nimal-Machine] of Descartes. In Holbach’s Systéme de la na-
ture [System of Nature] the section on physics likewise comsists
of a combination of French and English materialism, just as the
section on morals rests essentially on the morality of Helvetius.
Robinet (De la nature), the French materialist who most of all
still remained connected with metaphysics, and was also praised
for this by Hegel, expressly made reference to Leibniz,
. Now that we have established the double derivation of French
materialism from Cartesian physics and English materialism, and

-“also the antithesis between French materialism and the meta-

physice of the seventeenth century—the metaphysics of Descartes,
Spinoza, Malebranche and Leibniz—we do not need to speak of
Volney, Dupuis, Diderot, any more than of the physiocrats, This
antithesis could become apparent to the Germans only after they
themselves had come into conflict with speculative metaphysics.

Just as Cartesian materialism issues into natural science proper,

80 the other tendency in French materialism flows directly into

“socialism and communism,
No great acumen is required to perceive the necessary inter-

“connection of materialism with communism and socialism, from

the doctrines of materialism concerning the original goodness
and equal intellectual endowment of men; concerning the omni-
potence of experience, habit and upbringing; concerning the in-
fluence of external circumstances on man, the great importance of
industry, the justification of enjoyment, etc. If man constructs
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all his knowledge, perception,. etc., from the world of sense and
his experiences in the world of sense, then it follows that it is
a question of so arranging the empirical world that he experi-
ences the truly human in it, that he becomes accustomed to ex-
periencing himself as a human being.

If enlightened self-interest is the principle of all morality, it
follows that the private interests of men ought to be made to
coincide with human interests. If man is unfree in the material
sense—ithat is, is free not by reason of the negative force of
being able to avoid this or that, but by reason of the positive
power %o assert his true individuality, then one should not punish
individuals for crimes but rather destroy the anti-social breeding
places of crime, and give every person social roor for the meces.
sary assertion of his or her vitality. If man is formed by circum-
stances, then the circumstances must be formed humanly. If man
is social by nature then he develops his true nature only in
society; hence the power of his nature must be measured not by
the power of a single individual but by the power of society.

One finds these and similar propositions almost word for word
even in the oldest of the French materialists, This is not the place
to express an opinion on them. Significant of the socialist ten-

dency of materialism is the apology for vice by Mandeville, one

of the oldest English disciples of Locke. He proves that vice is
indispensable and useful in present-day society, which is no apol-
ogy for present-day society. ' :

Fourier proceeds directly from the doctrines of French ma-
terialism. The followers of Babeuf were crude, uneivilised mate-
rialists, but even developed communism derives directly from
French materialism. French materialism in the form which Hel-
vetius had given it returns to its native home, England. Upon the
morality of Helvetius, Bentham founds his system of enlightened
self-interest, just as Owen, proceeding from Bentham, gave a
basis to English communism. On being banished to England, the
Frenchman Cabet is stimulated by communist ideas found there
and returns to France to become the most popular, if also the
most shallow, representative of communism. The more scientific
French communists—Dezamy, Gay, etc.—like Owen, develop the
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teachings of materialism as the doctrine of real humanism and
as the logical basis of communism,

Noter The connection between. French materialism, and Descartes and
Locke, and the sntithesis between the philosophy of the eighteenth century
and the metaphysics of the seventeenth century are dealt with in detail in
most recent French histories of philosophy. Here, as against eritical criti-
cism, we had only to repeat that which was krown, On the other hand,
the inter-connection between the materialism of the eighteenth century and
the English and French communism of the nineteenth century still needs
4 detailed presentation. Here we confine ourselves to the quotation of a
few, short, pregnant excerpts from Helveting, Holbach and Bentham,

1. Helvetius, “Men are not bad, but are made subject to their interests.
One must not, therefore, complain about the wickedness of men, but about
the ignorance of the law-makers, who have continually placed the particu-
lar interest in antagonism to the general interest”
~ “The moralists have hitherto had no success because one has to dig
deep into legislation in order to tear out the creative roots of vice, In
New Orleans women may repudiate their hushands as soon as they are
tired of them. In such lands there are mo false wives, because they have
no interest in being such” _

“Morality is only a frivolous science if it is not combined with politics
and legislation.” “One recognises the hypocritical moralists on the one
hand in the indifference with which they regard the vices that disintegrate
empires, and on the other hand in the passionate anger with which they
rage against private vices.”

“Men are born neither good nor bad, but ready to be one or the other,
according as they are united or divided by a common interest® *If the
citizens were unable to realise their particular well-being without realising
the general well-being, there would be no wicked people except fools”
(De Pesprit [On the Spirit], Paris, 1822, 1, pp, 117, 240, 291, 299, 351,

369 and 399.)

Just as, acording to Helvetins, upbringing, by which (cf. T, p. 390.)
he means not upbringing in the ordinary sense, but the totality of the con-
“ditions of the life of an individual, forms man; if a reform is Recessary
which removes the contradiction between particular interests and general

< Interests, then it requires on the other hand a transformation of the con-

sciousness for the carrying through of such a reform: “great reforms can

.- only be effected by weakening the peoples’ stupid veneration for old laws
and customs” (p, 260, Le.), or as he puts it elswhere, by removing ingo-

rance,

2. Holbach. “It is only himself that 2 man can love in the objects which
he loves; it is only himself that he can cherish fn the beings of his
species . . . . Man can mever, at any moment of his life, separate himself
from himself; he can never lose sight of himself. . . ., It is only our advan-
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tage, our interests . . . which causes us to love objects or to hate them.”
(Systéme Secigl, Part I, Paris, 1822, p. 80, 112.) But “man must in his
own interests love other men because they are necessary to his own well-
being, . . . Morality proves to him that of all beings man is the most
necessary to man.” (P. 76.) T

" *True morality, like true politics, is that which seeks to bring men
nearer 1o each other with the aim of causing them, by united endeaveurs,
to work for their mutual happiness. Every morality, which separates our
interests from those of our fellows, is a false, senseless morality, contrary
to mature.” (P. 116.)

“To love others, .. means to unite our interests with those of our
fellows in order to work for the gemeral good, . .. Virtue is only the ad-
vantage of men united in society.” (P. 77.)

“A man without passion or desires would cease to be a man. ... Could
one cause a being that is completely detached from itself to be devoted
to another being? A man who is indifferent about everything, who is de-
prived of passions, who is sufficient unto himself, would no longer be a
sociable being. ... Virtue is merely the sharing of happiness.” (P. 118.)

“Religious morality never served to make mortals more sociable.”
(P. 36.}

3. Bentham, From Bentham we give only one quotation in which he
combats the “general interest in the political sense.” “The interests of the
individual . . , should give way to public interests. But...what does

. that mean? Is not every individual as much a part of the public as any
other? This public interest, which you personify, it is only an abstract
expression: it represents omly the mass of individual interests. ... If it
were good to sacrifice the happiness of an individual in order to increase
that of the others, then it would be still better to sacrifice the happimess
of a second, of a third, without being able to set any limit. . . . Individual
interests are the only real interests.” (Bentham, Theory of Rewards and
Punishments, etc., Paris, 1835, third ed., II, p. 230.)

b

FREDERICK ENGELS ON THE MATERIALISM AND
DIALECTICS OF MARX *

In all scientific spheres, the Germans have long since demon.-
strated their equality with, and in most of them their superiority
over, the remaining civilised nations. Only one science was not
able to" count on a single German name among its adepls, viz.,
political economy. The reason is obvious. Political economy is
the theoretical analysis of modern bourgeois society and there-
fore presupposes developed bourgeois conditions, conditions
which' in Germany, after the wars of the Reformation and the
peasant wanrs, particularly after the Thirty Years’ War, could not
arise for centuries, The separation of Holland from the Empire
forced Germany to the réar in world trade and from the outset
reduced its industrial development to the scantiest proportions.
While the Germans were slowly and laboriously recovering from
the devastation of the civil wars, while they were using up all
their civil energy, which had never been very great, in fruitless
struggle against the customs barriers and idiotie trade regulations
which every petty princeling and imperial baron of industry im-
posed on his subjects, while the imperial towns with their guild
ceremonials and patrician cliques were falling into decay—Hol-
land, England and France conquered the leading positions in

- world trade, amassed colony after colony and developed the man-

. ufacturing industry to the highest degree, umtil finally England,
. owing to steam power which first imparted value fo. its coal and
iron deposits, attained the topmost point of modern bourgeois

_*This review by Engels of Marx’s Critigue of Political Economy
{1859) appeared in London, 1859, in the Germen periodical Das Volk.
A concluding artiele did not appear owing to the cessation of the journal,
Up to the present this article has not been discovered.—Ed,

o1 -
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development. So long however as a struggle had siill to be waged
against such ludicrously antiquated relics of the Middle Ages as
up to 1830 laid feiters on the material bourgeois development of
Germany, no German political economy was possible. Only with
the establishment of the Customs Union did the Germans arrive
at a position in which they could at all even understand political
economy, Frem this time, in fact, began the importation of Eng-
lish and French political economy for the benefit of the German
bourgeoisie. Presently the intelligentsia and bureancracy mastered

the imported material and worked it up in a fashion not very

creditable to the “German spirit,” From the medley of industrial
barons, traders, schoolmasters and bureaucrats engaged in au-
thorship, there arose a German economic literature which in its
insipidity, shallowness, lack of thought, verbosity and plagiarism
was paralleled only by the German novel. Among the people
with practical aims, the protectionist school of the industrialists
was the first to establish itself; and its authority, List, is still
the best that German bourgeois-economic literature has pro-
duced, although the whole of his glorious work is copied from
the Frenchman Ferrier, the theoretical originator of the Conti-
nental system. In opposition to this tendency there arose in the
“forties the free trade school of the traders in the Baltic prov-
inces, who with childish but self-interested faith echoed the ar-
guments of the English frec traders. Finally, among the school-
masters and bureaucrats who had to deal with the theoretical
gide of the subject, there were to be found dried-up, uncritical
herbarium collectors like Herr Rau, speculating wiseacres like
Herr Stein, who translated foreign propositions into undigested
Hegelian language; or literary gleaners in the “cultural-histor-
ical” field, like Herr Riehl. The final outcome of this was camer-
alism, a mush consisting of ell sorts of extraneous matter, with
a spattering of eclectic-economic sauce, such as would be useful
knowledge for a young law school graduate in the employ of the
state while preparing for his final state board examination,
While then the German burghers, schoolmasters and bureau-
crats were still labouring to learn the first elements of English-
French economies by heart as unassailable dogmas and to attain

-
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some degree of clarity about them, the German proletarian party
appeared on the scene, Its whole theoretical existence proceeded
from the study of political economy; and scientific independent
German economics dates from the moment of its appearance, This
German economics is based essentially upon the materialist con-
ception of history, the basic features of which are presented

briefly in the preface to the above-named work. The main points

of this preface have already been printed in Das Volk, for which

" reason we refer to it, Not only for economics, but for all histor

ical sciences (and all sciences which are not natural sciences are
historical) a revolutionary discovery is made with this proposi-
tion: “that the mode of production in material life determines
the social, political and intellectual life-process in general”;
that all the social and political relations, all religious and legal
systems, all the theoretical outlooks which emerge in the course
of history are to be comprehended only when the material
conditions of life of the respectively corresponding epochs are
understood and the former are derived from these material con-
ditions. “It is' not the consciousness of man that determines his

‘being; but his social being that determines his consciousness.”

The proposmon is so simple that it must be self-evident to anyone

- who is not bemused by idealist delusions, But it involves highly

revolutionary consequences, not only for theory but also Jor
practice.

" “At a certain stage of their development, the material forces of produc-
tion in society come in conflict with the exisiing relations of production,
or—what is bat a legal expression for the same thing—with the property
relations within which they had been at work before, From forms of
development of the forces of production these relations turn into their

" fetters. Then comes a period of social revolution. With the change of the
economic foundation the " entire immense superstructure is more or less

rapidly transformed..
“The bourgeois relanons of production are the last antagomstm form

“of the social process of productmn—antagomstlc not in the sense of in-
- dividua! antagonism, but of one arising from conditions surrounding the

life of individuals in society; at the same time the productive forces
developing in the womb of bourgeois society create the materizl -con-
ditions for the solution of that antagonism.)’*

* Marx—Critique of Political Economy, Anthor’s.Preface. pp.. 12 and

" 18, Kerr ed. Chicago, 1904
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As we pursie our materialist thesis further and apply it to the
present, the perspective of a trémendous revolution, indeed the
most tréemendous Tévolution of all time, therefore immediately
unfolds itself before us.

On closer consideraiion, it is, however, also immediately evi-
dent that this mpparently simple proposition, that the conseious
ness of men depends on their being and not vice versa, at once
in its first consequences rums directly counter to all idealism,
everi the most concealed. All traditional and customary outlooks
on everything historical are negated by it. The whole traditional
mode of political reasoming falls to the ground; patriotic noble-
mindedness fights indignantly against such an unprincipled con-
ception. The new mode of outlook, therefore, comes necessarily
into conflict, not only with the vepresentatives of the bourgeoisie,
but also with the mass of French socialists who would fain
unhinge the world by means of the magic formula liberté, éga-
lité, fraternité. But above all it aroused great wrath amoiig the
German vulgar-democratic screamers. All the same they have by
preference attempted fto exploit the mew ideas in plagiaristic
fashion, but with rare misunderstanding.

The development of the materialist conception even in regard

to a single historical example was a scientific work which would
have demanded years of tranquil study, for it is obvious that
nothing can be done here with mere phrases, that only a mass of
critically viewed, completely mastered historical material can
enable ome o solve such a task. The February revolution thrust
our party on the political stage and thereby made it impossible

for it to pursue purely scientific aims. Nevertheless this basic.

outlook rums like a red thread through all the literary produc-
tions of the Party. In all of them in each particular case it is
demonstrated how every time the action originated from direct
material impulses, not from the plirases that accompanied the

action, and how, on the contrary, the political and juristic -

phrases were derived from the material imipulses just as much as
the political actions and their resilts.

When, after the defeat of the Revolution of 1848-49, & period
began in which it became more and more impossible to influence
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Germany from without, our Party surrendered the field of emi-
grational quarrels——for that remained the only possible step-—to
vulgar democracy, While the latter indulged in intrigues to its
heart’s content, and squabbled today in order to fraternize
the day- after, and the day after that again washed all its dirty
linen in view of everyone—while vulgar democracy went begging
through ithe whole of America in order immediately afterwards to
stage new scandals over the division of the few pence secured—
our Party was glad once again to have some leisure for study. Tt
had the great advantage of having a new scientific outlook as its
theoretical basis, the working out of which kept it fully occu-
pied; for this Teason it could never degenerate to such an extent
as the “great men” among the emigrants.
The first fruit of these studies is the present work,

II

In a publication like the one before us there can be no ques-
tion of a merely desultory criticism of separate chapters taken

*'from political ecogomy, of the isolated treatment of this or that

disputed economic question. Rather it is from the outset con-
shructed so as to be a systematic summing up of the whole com-
plex of economic science, an inter-connected development of the
laws of bourgeois production and bourgeois exchange. Since the
economists are nothing less than the interpreters of and apolo-
gists for these laws, this development is at the same time a eriti-
cism of the whole of economic literature. .

Since Hegel’s death hardly any attempt has Lbeen made to de
velop a science in its own inner inter-connection, The official
Hegelian school kad appropriated from the dialectics of the master

“only the manipulation of the simplest tricks, which it applied

to anything and everything often with ludicrous clumsiness. For
it the whole inheritance of Hegel was limited to a mere pattern
by the help of which every theme could be correctly devised, and
to a compilation of words and turns of speech which had no
other purpose than to turn up at the right time when thought and
positive knowledge failed, Thus it came about that, as a Bonn

&
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professor said, these Hegelians understood mothing about any-
thing, but could write about everything. Its worth was in accor-
dance. Meanwhile, these gentlemen were, in spite of their self-
complacency, so conscious of their weakness that they avoided big
problems as much as possible. The c¢ld pedantic science held the
field by its supeniority in positive knowledge. And when Feuer-
bach also gave notice that he was guitting the field of speculative
concepiions, Hegelianism quietly fell asleep; and it seemed as
if the old meta.phy=1cs, with it ﬁxed categories, had begun to
reign anew in science.

The thing had its natural cause. After the regime of the Hegel-
ian Diadochi, which had lost itself in pure phrases, there nat-
_urally followed an epoch in which the positive content of science
outweighed its formal side. Germany, too, immersed itself in nat-
ural science with a quite extraordinary emergy which corre-
sponded to the powerful bourgeois development after 1348.
And while these sciences in which the speculative tendency never
assumed amy kind of importance came into fashion, there was
also a recrudescence of the old metaphysical manner of thinking,

- ~up to and including the most extreme insipidities of Wolff.

Hegel fell into oblivion; and there developed the new natural-
scientific materialism which was almost indistinguishable theo-
retically from that of the eighteenth century, and for the most
part only enjoyed the advantage of having a richer, natural-scien-
tific material at its disposal, particularly in chemistry and physi-
ology. The narrow, philistine mode of thought of preKantian
times one finds reproduced even to ‘the most extreme triviality in
Buchner and Vogt; and even Moleschott, who swears by Feuer-
bach, continually runs amuck in the most diverting fashion
among the simplest of categories. The lumbering cart-horse of
every-day bourgeols understanding naturally stopped dead in
confusion before the ditch which separates essence from appear-
ance, cause from effect. But if one goes gaily hunting over such
badly broken ground as that of abstract ﬂ:hmkmg, one must not
ride ecart-horses. '

Here, therefore, was another rproblem to be solved, one whmh
had nothing to do with political economy as -such. How was
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science to be treated? On the one hand there was the Hegelian
dialectics in the wholly abstract, “speculative” form.in which
Hegel had bequeathed it; on the other hand there was the or-
dinary, essentially metaphysical Wolffian method which had again
become fashionable and.in which the bourgeois economists had
written their fat, disjointed tomes. This latter method had been
so annihilated theoretically by Kant and particularly by Hegel
that only laziness and the lack of any simple alternative method
could make possible its continued existence in practice. On the
other hand the Hegelian method was absolutely unusable in its
avgilable form. It was essentially idealistic, and the problem
hese was that of developing a world outlook more materialistic
than any previously advanced. The Hegelian method started out
from pure thinking and here one had to start from stubborn
facts. A method which, according to its own admission, “came
from nothing, through mothing, to nothing,” was in this form
completely out of place here.

Nevertheless of all the available logical material, it was the
only thing which could be used at least as a starting point. It
had never been criticised, never overcome. Not one of the oppo-
nents of the great dialectician had been able to make a breach
in its proud structure; it fell into oblivion, because the Hegelian
school hiad not the slightest notion what to do. with it. It was,
therefore, above all necessary to subject the Hegelian method to
thorough-going criticism.

What distinguishes Hegel’s mode of thought :from that of aﬁ
other philosophers was the enormous historical sense upon which
it was based. Abstract and idealist though it was in form, yet the
development of his thoughts always proceeded in.line .with the
development of world history ‘and the latter was really meant to
be only the test of the former. If, thereby, the real relation was
inveried and put on its head, nevertheless its real content entered
every'where into the philosophy: all the more so since Hegel—
in conirast to his disciples—did not parade ignorance, but was
one of the finest intellects of all time. He was the first who at-
tempted to show an evolution, and inner coherence, in bistory;
and while today much in his Philosophy of History may seem
7 Ludwig Feuerbach - 1233
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peculiar to us, yet the grandeur of the basis of his basic outlock
is admirable even today, whether one makes comparison with his
predecessors, or with anyone who, since his time, has taken the
liberty of reflecting in general concerning history, Everywhere, in
his Pheromenology, Aesthetics, History of Philosophy, this mag-
nificent conception of history penetrates, and everywhere this
material ‘is treated historically, in a definite even if abstractly
distorted inter-connection with history.’

This, epoch-making ‘conception of history “was the direct the-
- ‘oretical prerequisite for the new materialist gutlook, and théreby
provided a connecting point for the logical method. Since this
forgotten dialectics had led to such results even from the stand-
point of “pure thinking,” and had, in addition, so easily setiled
accounts with all preceding logic and nietaphysics, there must
in any case have been something more to it than sephistry and
hair-splitting, But the criticism of ‘this method, which all offici-
ally recognised philosophy had fought shy of and stlll does, was
no trifle,

Marx was, . and is, the only one who coruld undertalce the work
of extracting from the Hegelian logic the kernel which comprised
Hegel’s real discoveries in this sphere, and to construct the dia-
lectical method divested of its idealistic trappings, in the simple
shape in which it becomes the only true form of development of
thought. The working out of the method which forms the founda-

tion of Marx’s Critique of Political Economy we consider a re-

sult of hardly less 1mportanoe than the basic materialistic out-
jook itself.

The criticism of economiocs, even -according to the method se-
cured, could still be exercized in two ways: historically or logic-
ally. Since in history, as in its literary reflection, development
as a whole proceeds from the most simple to the most complex
relations, the historical dévelopment of the literature of political
evonomy provided a natural guiding thread with which eriticism
could link up and the economic categories as a whole would
thereby appear in the same sequence as in the logical develop:
ment, This form apparently has the advantage of greater ‘clear-
ness, since indeed it is the actual development that-is followed,
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but as a matter of fact it would thereby at most become more
popular, History often proceeds by jumps and zigzags and it
would in this way have to be followed everywhere, whereby not
only would much material of minor importance have to be incor-
porated but there would be much interruption of the chain of
thought; furthermore, the history of economics could not be
written without that of bourgeois society and this would make
the task endless, since all preliminary work is lacking. The log-
ical method of treatment was, therefore, the only appropriate
one. But:-this, as a matter of fact, is nothing else than the hisior-
ical method, only divested of its historical form and disturbing
fortuities, The chain of thought must begin with the same thing
that this history begins with and its furher course will be noth-
ing but the mirrorimage of the historical course in abstract
and theoretically consistent form, a corrected mirrorimage but
corrected according to laws furnished by the real course of his-
tory itself, in that each factor can be considered at its npest
point of development, in its classic form.

In this method we proceed from the first and sunplest relatmn
that historically and in fact confronts us, therefore, here, from

~ the first economic relation to be found. We analyse this relation.

Being a relation already implies that it has two sides related to
each other. Each of these sides is considered by itself, which
brings us to the way they behave to each other, their reciprocal
interaction. Contradictions will result which demand a solution.
But as we are not considering an abetract process of thought
taking place solely in our heads, but a real happening which has
actually taken place at some particular time, or is still taking
place, these contradictions, too, will have developed in practice
and will probably have found their solution. We shall trace the
nature of ‘this solution,  and shall discover that it has been

_ brought about by the establishment of az new relation whose two

opposite sides we now have to develop, and so on. :
Political economy begins with commodities, begins with the
moment when products are exchanged for one another—whether
by individuals or by primitive communities. The product that ap-
pears in exchange is a cofifmodity. It is, however, a commodity
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solely because ‘a relaiion between two persons or communities
attaches to the thing, the product, the relation between producer
and consumer who are here no longer united in the same person.
Here we have an example of a peculiar fact, which runs through
" the whole of economics and which has caused utter confusion in
the minds of the bourgeois economists: economics deals not with
things but with relations between persons and in the last resort
between classes; these relations are, however, always attached to
things and appear as things. This inter-connection, which in iso-
lated cases it is true has dawned upon particular economists,
was first discovered by Marx as obtaining for all political econ-
omy, whereby he made the most difficult questions so simple and
clear that now even the boungeois economists will be able to
* grasp them,
If now we consider commodities from their various aspects,
commodities in their complete development and not as they first
laboriously- develop in the primitive barter between two primi-
~ tive communities they present themselves to us from the ‘two
points of view of use value and ‘exchange vilue, and here we at
- ‘once enter the sphere of economic dispute. Anyone who would
like to have a striking illustration of the fact that the German
dialectical method in its present state of elaboration is at least as
superior to the old, shallow, garrulous metaphysical method as
the railway is to the means of transport of the Middle Ages,
should read in Adam Smith or any other reputable official econ-
omist what a torment exchange value and use value were to these
gentlemen, how difficult it was for them to keep them properly
apart and to- comprehend each in its peculiar distinctness, and
should then compare the simple, clear treatment by Marx.
After use value and exchange value have been developed
commodities are presented as the immediate unity of both, in the
form in which they enter the process of exchange. What con-
tradictions result here can afterwards be read on pp. 20, 21, We
shall only notice that these contradictions are not merely of ab-
stract theoretical interest, but that at the same time they reflect
the dilkeulties which emerge from the nature of the immediate
exchange relations, of simple barter, &eflect the impossibilities in
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which this first crude form of exchange necessarily terminates,
The solution to these impossibilities is to be found in the fact
that the property of representing the exchange value of all other
commodities is transferred to a special commodity—money.
Money or simple circulation is mow developed in the second
chapter, iz, 1) money as the measure of volue, whereby the
value measured in money, the price, receives its closer determina-
tion; 2) as means of circulation and 3) as the unity of both de-
terminations as resl money, as the representative of all material
bourgeois wealth. This closes the development of the first booklet,
reserving the passing of money into capital for the second,

It is seen that with this method the logical development is by
10 means compelled to keep to the purely abstract sphere. On
the contrary, this method requires historical illustrations, cen-
tinual contact with reality. Such proofs are accordingly iatro-

‘ duced in great variety, both refergnces to the actual course of

history at different stages of social development as also 1o the
-economic literature in which the elear working out of the determi.
nations of economic relations is pursued from the beginning. The
criticism of individual, more or less one-sided or confused modes
of conception is then in essence already given in the logical
development itself and can be briefly formulated.

in a third aricle we shall deal with the economic content of
the book itself.



