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PART 1

The doctrine that man is the highest being for man; i.e. the categorical
imperative to overthrow all conditions in which man is a humiliated,
enslaved, despised and rejected being.

Marx

After labour has become not merely a means to live but is in itself the
first necessity of living, after the powers of production have also
increased and all the springs of wealth are gushing freely together
with the all-round development of the individual, then and only then
can socicty inscribe on its banners: “From each according to his
capacity, to each according to his nced.”

Marx

I call revolution the conversion of all hearts and the raising of all hands
in behalf of the honour of the free man.
Marx



THE MARXIAN ERA

“Ip 2 name had to be found for the age in which we live, we might
safely call it the Marxian era”, is the judgment of one of the most
severe of present-day critics of Marxism.! The day when Marxism could
be treated as of little account is past—if only because, judged by the
number of those who regard themselves as his followers and by their
political power, Marx must be regarded as an influential figure in
human history. And his influence continues, so that it becomes of
increasing importance to understand the nature of his idcas and the
manner in which they are interpreted.

It is one of the peculiar ironies of history, says Erich Fromm,? that
there are no limits to the misunderstanding and distortion of theorics,
even in an age when therc is unlimited access to the sources; and there
is no more drastic example of this phenomenon than what has hap-
pened to the theories of Karl Marx. It is only when such misunder-
standings have been removed that serious study of Marx and his
thought can be begun. It was Hegel who said that any philosophy may
be reduced to empty formalism if one confines onesclf to the simple
repetition of fundamental principles. It s clear that Marxism needs to
be understood for what it is and not for what it has been represented
to be if it is to be subjected to critical examination, Above all one must
avoid the procedure too common in philosophical controversy:
namely, representation of the position of an opponent in the terms it
would have if the critic held it; that is, not in its own terms, but
translated into the terms of another and opposed theory.

First and foremost, then, it must be understood that Marx himself
(and this is equally true of his disciples) was never a speculative theorist
interested in ideas for their own sake or a philosopher producing a
theoretical system designed to explain the whole course of human
history.

“Philosophers,” said Marx, “have only sought to interpret the world

1 Dr. Leopold Schwarzschild, The Red Prussian.
2 Erich Fromm, Marx"s Conception of Man.
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in various ways; the real point is to change it.”” But how is such change
to be effected? Not, of course, by the process of discovering the basic
principles of a just society and endeavouring to impose them upon
the world, but by discovering the laws of historic change by the means
at the command of the empirical sciences.

Marx clearly distinguishes the really acting forces in society from
the artificial if ingenious reflections of metaphysics. Rational through
and through, his aim was not to discover truth by arguments drawn
from pure reasoning but by the objective study of things. Scientific
theories do not arise in the head but arise from historical and contem-
porancous fact, and they are brought to the test in a world of stubborn
and irresistible reality which lies outside the thinking process and offers
a constant discipline and obligation to the scientific investigator {Tt
was as such an investigator that Marx saw the processes of historic
change as arising from the antagonisms which socicty bears within
itself. These antagonisms produce continuous instability, and give
rise to social and political movements aimed at overcoming them by
radical reorganisation;]

This dialectical process, however, by no means implies that the
movement of history is independent of the understanding and will of
man.

Marx rejected earlier materialism in so far as it rcgarded man as
merely acted upon by external forces; that notion showed no recogni-
tion of the part played by men in reacting upon, altering and trans-
forming their environment—and in the process remaking themselves.

The question in every period is not to set the ideal of socialism over
against the reality of capitalism and seck by persuasion to win support

for its realisation; the question is to recognise or not to recognise In
the course of human events the necessity at any given moment for
social reorganisation. Is or is not society Organ_iscd in such a way that
the frictions increasing within its economic structure will end by break-
ing and dissolving it?

What effects social change is the reaction of human consciousness
to ripening conditions—the understanding, the decision, and the result-
ing action. {The movement of history is not due to the creative activity
of Absolute Mind, nor to the result of a dynamic urge within life and
matter; neither is it imposed from without by the irresistible force of
economic pressure. It develops out of the redirective activity of human
beings, trying to meet their natural and social needs by such economic
and social changes as arc found to be necessary. That necessity arises
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from the conditions which develop in the structural pattern o.f a (Zapi't.'lv
list society.fThis, Marx so ught to show, is the constant :mld increasing
rebellion of its productive forces against the conditions imposed by
that structure, a process maintained and augmented by thc l.:n-vs ‘of its
own existence which create the intrinsic conditions of its mcvlltabfe
death. Marx offered no blueprint ofafuture society, but ind].lcatt:d
how our present sqgiety will dissolve by the progressive dynamics of

its own forces,
1ts oW TOLCC: ‘ L I
Tt is now generally recognised that we have here a contribution

that represents a truth about the workings of histc:‘ry, a better pattern
than the generally accepted view, and one that “offers a corrective
of that older view which evaded fundamental problems by seeing
history as a ficld for the activity of disembodied idcag that were treated
as irreducible, that is to say, as being the starting-point rat.hcr than the
consequence of change. Marxism, armed with this histor‘u:.al method,
and basing its gospel on Marxist theory, contains a sufficient dcgr.cc
of truth to enable it to stand as a serious challenge to the orthodoxics
of the world.”?

Marxism, however, does not make any attempt to answer the
problems of historical enquiry in advance—w]mt'it does is to 'defmc
the right approach to the unimaginably complicated col]ectlop_ of
data. “All history””, says Engels, “must be studied afresh, the condition
of existence of the different formations of society must be individually
examined.”’2 The Marxist philosophy of history must never become
an _excuse for not studying history. _ ;

The necessary reconstruction of society, which Marx envisages, i
not, however, the task of society as a whol_c] For Marx, social change
is effected by the coming upon the stage of history of new socrtal
dasses. For Marx social stricture is defined in terms of economic
classes. He sees the end of the capiralist system of production as the
dissolution of an industrial soclety constituted by the economic
separation of an owning and a working clags; a bolld stroke o?ranaiyt%c
strategy links the fate of the class phenomena with the fate of capi-
talism. so that socialism is seen to be the only form of classless society.

Class struggle is not created by propaganda. It is unavoidable where
the interests of classes are antagonistic. It necessarily results from a
struggle for survival and grows with the dcvelop_mcm of the contra-
dictions within society. It is the symptom of a disease, of a demonic

1 Butterfield, Christianity and History.
2 Engels, Letter to Conrad Schmidt. August sth, 1890,
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possession, in the grip of which modern society lives.E'_hc Marxist
cannot but encourage the fight of the proletariat for its own existence;
but his aim is to overcome the system which by its very structure
produces and exacerbates class struggle. That there appears to be no
way of overcoming it short of socialism is what gives the proletarian
fight its universal aim and ethical significance,

For the reconstructive upheaval that alteTs the economic structure
of society there must be not only the action of an organised class but
also the ideas and ideals without which no such mass movement is
possible—the ideas which arise out of and are relevant to the economic
situation and the needs of the class concerned.

This has often been supposed to mean that ideas are secondary in the
sense -of being themsclves ineffectual, merely the ideological reflex
of what could happen without them; dismissing the work of the mind
as mere superstructure and therefore unimportant. But the fact that
ideas have in cvery casc their genesis in the concrete situation and the
actual relationships and modes of behaviour of people involved in such
relationships, far from disqualifying them, tends rather to guarantee
their validity, competence, fruitfulness, and relevance to that reality,
So far from denying the power of ideas in life it reveals its origin.
Ideas, to be effective and valid, must accurately estimate the objective
facts—knowledge is determined by what is known and is not the
apprehension of truths existing outside of men and operating as
independent powers in history.[Ideas must be themselves the result
of history before they can start being the cause of anythin%j

So far from this dispensing with the notion of truth y reducing
all ideas to ideology, in the sense of a false consciousness, for Marx
truth is the revolutionary thing. Not the abstract truth of metaphysical
theory or ethical idealism, but concrete truth, willed, put into opera-
tion, maintained and victorious through social struggle by men
who work for the liberation of mankind.

Eommunism, he sought to show, is not the natural and necessary
state of human life in all times and in all places; one does not reach
communism by fervently preaching it as the social idcal.]Thc chequered
history of civilisation cannot be considered as a series of deviations and
shortcomings.(Communism can be, still more it must and will be,
the consequence of the dissolution of our capitalist society—without
which, however, it could never have been possible.

In these circumstances the attitude of the working class combines
the certainty that the system is doomed and must be replaced by a
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system of common ownership, with the fccling c‘)f respo;}siblht}r _for
jts coming. It stimulates the highest degree of activity. Far from gw?g
the workers the right merely to watch the process, it rather ma c;
the demand that the dialectical necessity be matcr.lahsed by means o
revolutionary effort*[The most important function of ‘Marxxsrg:xs
to give to the masses, otherwise liable to apath}f or despm;, }an' m‘l‘ er-
standing that will awaken them to clc:.;c consciousiness o tlejr slti:a-
tion, of their historic mission, ;md‘mfrﬂl lead them to clrca:{, a class
organisation which will lift the individual out of his solitude into a
ing communit ] :
ﬁgélfiu}barcc;rOIn thg transition to socialism bcing automatic, Marx
believed that the promulgation of his illuminating analysis \‘v'ould
be instrumental in precipitating the transition, bc;ausc it would ;ﬁ,mlratg
the proletariat itself. Not unl:i.l ".thc lightning of: ,ltho?g 11(:1 1;6
thoroughly impregnated the yielding ‘popular soil fwo;ll t.tn
propertyless masses be inspired to appropriate the means of produc 1(t3h .
It has sometimes been said that Marx accepted in its entirety hc
capitalist theory of the “cconomic man”, mercly trapsfcrrl.ng 't?dt fj
worker the role of struggle for self-interest and the motive of indivi u
profit; that Marxim is therefore no more than a wo’rkmg—clast_; version
of utilitarianism. How very far this is from Marx’s conception both
of man and of the economic motive becomes clear when one recalls
that his awakening to socialism in 1843 was duc not o}ﬂy to his early
studies in French socialist theory but to the publication in the {)euts;ke-«
Franzisischen Jahrbiicher, which he edited in_ Paris, of El?%el;l .re?r}ie*iv
of Carlyle’s Past and Present. Here Carlyle furiously at;a; ed t (1‘:1 \:\Lo e
capitalist system of economics. “Supply and demand is not 11: e Law
of Nature: Cash payment is not the sole nexus of man with man‘—u
how far from it! . . . From the pursuit of monetary aims man wi
utterly fail to achieve happiness.” Flow is this wrctched'statc ot‘aﬁa;;s
to be overcome? By organising swork in a co-operative fashion to
serve human ends, replied Marx in his first _'soclahst writings.s The
problem “is to organise the empirical world n such a manmer d}at
man experiences in it the truly human. Only in {mch a community
will man find in his relations with others the rcahsat}on of his mzmc-1
hood. Society is the necessary framework through which freedom an
individuality are made realities.”" ‘ :
This clearly is the most complete negation of the concept o

1 Marx, Introduction to the Critigue of Hegel's Philosophy of Right.
2 Marx, Paris Manuscripts.
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cconomic man. Nor did Marx ever assert that the motive of individual
gain should be the driving force of the working class. True, men
necessarily strive for the satisfaction of their basic interests, and those
will be the interests of the class to which they belong; but they will
see these interests as those of the wider group, and of society as a
whole.

For the worker is in the position of serving society as a whole in
working for a classless society. What he seeks therefore is not his
individual interests but that common good in which he hopes to share.

As to Marx’s social theory being a form of utilitarianism—the
view that human motives are to be explained in terms of desire for
pleasure and aversion from pain—Marx derived from his philosophical
predecessors Kant and Hegel a scorn for hedonism and related philo-
sophies that always remained with him. The utilitarian ethics of Ben-
tham he regarded as “a flat and hypocritical doctrine”, and no more
than a philosophical generalisation of the pecuniary relations prevailing
in bourgeois so clety.

In Capital, he graciously introduces Jeremy Bentham to the reader
as “‘the insipid, pedantic, leather-tongued oracle of the commonplace
bourgcois intelligence of the nineteenth century. At no time and in
no country has the most trivial common place ever strutted about with
such appalling sclf-satisfaction.” To know what is useful for man we
must know what human nature is and this cannot be excogitated from
“the principle of utility”, If this is somewhat unfair to poor Bentham
it at least absolves Marx from the charge of being a utilitarian who
conceived men as driven by no other motives than individual self-
mnterest,

Was Marx a materialist, then, either in the sense of attributing to
man no other motive than the wish for ever-increasing material gain
or comfort, or in the philosophical sense of reducing all mental and
spiritual phenomena to matter in motion? In fact Marx strongly
opposed “the abstract materialism of natural science, that excludes
history and its processes”. His view as to the nature of life and man we
would characterise today as naturalism or humanism, regarding
thought as being as real as sight, the one being a function of the eye,
the other ot the brain. The “materialist method” which Marx speaks of,
which distinguishes his view from that of Hegel, involves the study
of the real economic and social life of man, and of the influence of
man’s actual way of life on his thinking and feeling. “In direct contrast
to German philosophy,” Marx wrote, “which descends from heaven
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ascend from carth to heaven. Thatis to say, we do not
nor from men as

to earth, here we j ‘ ‘
set out from what men say, imagine, conceive, .
thought of, imagined, conceived, in order to arrive at men

rated : !
o : ad on the basis of their

in the flesh. We set out from real, active men, a i
real life-process we demonstrate the dr-fvclopment of the ideologica
reflexes and echoes of this life-process.”™ ‘ .
From this we conclude not that man’s main (1(:5111’
istic, but that the way a man produces and, in p;%j‘tmu]ar, the pattern
of social life, the kind of social relations that obtain between man z%nd
man at any particular stage of social development, shape the Fhm_kmg
and desires, the ideals and beliefs, which are the guiding light an
driving force of his life. st

Thus the great differnce between Marx and the capitalist ¢ (‘(m‘its_?

of s time was that he qocs rof consider capitalism to ch
of human nature, 1OF the €CONOMIC motives which afllmttedl»' o"o_cr.'atc
1p_capitalism to be universal i1 man. Indeed, Marx's who}c cruflcls}m
of capitalism 1s that in making dcsir‘;j fn_r money &I_l(‘l rnatcrlal\ g‘gam t 13
driving force of economic life, capitalism {histonca.ﬂy 11'_eccss‘1{}_’ %m-
fruitful though it has been) has now produced a sitaation which is
harmful to human intercsts and is threatening us with (1}sa5tc.r. This
situation calls for a socialist society in which not pecuniary mtcreil
is dominant but human needs, the interest of the community.

The importance of Marxim lies beyond even its nllajor talﬂld(,
the bringing of socialism into being; it comprises a complcte _\UUl‘ -
view, a Weltanschauung in which all human thought a\nd action are
related to certain basic principles of interaction ;mc} (:{ICVC]OPIHC.UK; f.or
Marx was compelled by his search for a theory othhtstory to enquire
into the nature of reality and of man as part of reality, and so create a
philosophic basis for his theory of society. _ e

Its existence as the creed of a considerable proportion of the world is
of significance in view of the widespread failure of nerve elsewhere
and the virtual abdication of philosophy today as responsible fgr our
understanding of man’s nature and destiny. As "‘,[‘oynbcc has rlg.h‘tly
said, ““A society cannot maintain its social cohesion ulﬂcssh a dcrilcsil?rc:
majority of its members hold in common a number of guiding ideas

ideals”.? .
an%:lc:eat the moment when the intellectual temper of the West is

profoundly sceptical, Marxism offers a map that seems at once to take

es are material-

1 Marx and Engels. The German Ideology.
2 A, Toynbee, An Historian’s Approach to Religion.
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in the whole of historical reality, to reveal the working of the capitalist
system and the laws of social change. It is a philosoph y of history in so
far as it is its purpose to account for the development of our civilisation
and to offer some guidance as to what we may expect in the future
and what is required of us in bringing it to pass. As such it has gained a
wider acceptance than any rival explanation advanced in modern
times. Engels indeed claimed that it has brought about a revolution in
the social sciences comparable to that which Darwin effected in the
natural sciences,

Itiwould seem to merit the considered attention of the modern
world.

2

THE FORMATIVE YEARS

HOME AND SCHOOL
Kart HeEnricH MARX was born on May sth, 1818, in Trier (Treves),
an ancient city of Germany in the Prussian province of the Rhine. It
is situated on the right bank of the Mosclle and lics in a fertile valley
shut in by vine-clad hills, the picturesque red sandstone buildings of
the old town interspersed with orchards and gardens.

His father was a successful Jewish lawyer who rose to be Justizrat
and head of the Trier bar. In 1824 he had renounced Judaism even
though there was a Rabbinic tradition in both his own family and that
of his wife. He and his family were baptised into the Christian faith,
thus securing what Heine called “an entrance card into the community
of European culture”’. The young Marx derived no part of his mental
heritage from the Jewish tradition, nor did he ever think of himself as
a Jew. He was always a European and a German.

In the history of the German intelligentsia the Jews were playing a
significant part. Moses Mendlessohn, the philosopher, had brought his
people into contact with the German cultural world, and they were
becoming of importance to the literature and thought of the day. Four
Jews were of exceptional influence—Marx, Lassalle, Heine and Bérne.
Borne’s works are remarkable for brilliancy of style and for a
thoroughly French vein of satire. He was regarded as one of the leaders
of the new literary party of “Young Germany”. Heine too was of
“Young Germany’’, but he combined with his romanticism an
intensely matter-of-fact, realistic outlook on life, a withering irony
and self-criticism. Marx knew Heine and Goethe by heart and was
constantly quoting them.

We have then to think of the Marx household as enlightened and
rationalist in outlook, deliberately leaving the narrower Jewish
tradition in order to participate fully in both the cultural and national
spirit of the times. The elder Marx was indecd passionatcly Prussian
and monarchist in his views and was to have frequent quarrcls with
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his much beloved son, whose university career caused him not a littl
concern. ; .
The most powerful influence on the young Marx was their next-
door neighbour, Baron von Westphalen, a man of the widest culture
who knew seven languages, loved Shakespeare, and knew much ni;
.Hom_er by heart. His father, who was regarded as a rcma.rkable g
in nplitary history, had been Chief of Staff to the Duke of Bruns;\i:ricrlz
in his campagin against Louis XV during the Seven Years’ War, and
had married the daughter of a Scottish nobleman, the Duke of AIT, >yl
who was visiting the General of the British troops participating in%:jut’
campaign. His son Ludwig von Westphalen was a Privy Councillr;r
and a typical representative of that section of the German upper cle-w;
wh.osc representatives were to be found in the vanouard opf e
enlightened and progressive cause. : i
1 What was called in France the Enlightenment was known in
chlrlan}'. as the Aufklirung. Originating in Germany as the rational-
ism of Leibniz as developed by Wolff and in Britain as the philosophy
of John Locke, it culminated in Germany in the philoso hges. of KP ’
;ﬂd Flichte{ while the philosophy of Locke became the f%undationag;
3;31; 10 ﬁﬂi%‘htenmcnt as represented by Helvetius, Holbach, Diderot
Tl}ls Poyvcrful movement of rationalist thought was certainly the
doxjmn:mt influence in that circle of cultural and able Germ ‘111:5 fu}rfion
_w}nch the young Marx passed his early years. It played a };arti::ularlg'
umportant part in Germany because of Germany’s pJoIiticaI and sociayl
back_wardness and authoritarian forms of government. In fa‘cc of thi
restricted social, political and industrial life, in which .the onhf ubl'ls
forum was the theatre and the only medium of public dichissiolc
tht:. lecture room of the philosopher, Germany experienced a crioz
of intense creative literary and poetical activity, and -:n‘.~ Hiloqopuh' 1
sp.c;ftilllatlon which, though it reflected the wc;;kncss ofpthe égmﬁl
Eillropztlass movement, achieved much for the culture of modern
It was thus the philosophy of Kant and Fichte that first influenced
thg young Marx before he turned to Hegel. It had undermined faith in
religious authority and theology, and tended to reject all those aspects
czf the social order which embodied a merely traditional k;‘l.];laﬁﬂl
I-urthfj‘r., as Marx said,! it developed the active side of knowing, i:
opposition to what Engels called “the simple, metaphv.sicaig;nd
1 Marx, Theses on Feuerbach. il
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exclusively mechanical materialism of the eighteenth century”,!
though it did so “only abstractly, since, of course, idealism does not
know real sensuous activity as such”. Thus it made a vital contribution
to the ideology of the German revolution of 1848, in which Marx
and Engels played a considerable part.

Karl Marx obtained in the Westphalen home a stimulus not afforded
elsewhere. His growing interest in Dante, Shakespeare, Homer and
Greek tragedy was fostered by his older friend, who lent him books,
quoted long passages, took him for walks up the Moselle valley and
treated him as his own son. An even more important member of the
houschold as far as the young Marx was concerned was the daughter,
Jenny von Westphalen, and the two children grew up together. She
was an intelligent and remarkably beautiful girl, and when Marx
was but seventeen and she twenty-onc they were betrothed. She
became his devoted companion through all the long years of exile and
poverty, though, as one of the favoured children of fortune, she was
not always capable of dealing with the misfortunes of their difficult
life as 2 woman of the people, more inured to hardship, might have
done. She copicd his manuscripts, and he frequently consulted her on
matters of policy. When they lived in Paris, Heine, who was a frequent
visitor, expressed his admiration for her penctrating and sensitive

understanding of men and events.

UNIVERSITY LIFE

Karl Marx left his school, the Friedrich-Wilhelm Gymnasium, in
August 1835 and entered the University of Bonn where it was intended
that he should study law. But his father realised that there was in him
a demonic spirit, and something at the same time as hard as granite,
which was entirely foreign to his own rather conventional ideas.
He wrote letter after letter to his son, expressing alarm at his restless
encrgy, begging him to show sobriety and not to be so extravagant.
But Karl joined the poet’s club and wrote bad verse?, got into debt,
and was the most convivial of students. There is a portrait of him at
this time with his head held high under its great mop of black hair,

1 Engels, Anti-Diihring.

2 Marx’s own opinion on these poems was extremely critical. “‘Feeling stamped
fat and formless; nothing natural about them; everything up in the air; utter
contradiction between what is and what ought to be; rhetorical reflections
instead of poetical ideas,”” His biographer Franz Mehring, who was himself a
literary critic of some reputation, says: “In general these poems breathe a spirit
of trivial romanticism, and very seldom does any true note ring through. The
technique of the verse is clumsy and helpless.”
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a look of brooding ficrceness in his cyes. Well might his father see in
him the Faustian spirit of endless, passionate search for knowledge,
that Promethean defiance of all the gods that made him so different
from his fellows, even from the ablest of them.

In 1836 his father transferred him to the University of Berlin there
to continue his legal studies. He cared little for the set lectures, but
worked independently to the point of physical exhaustion—and
continued to write bad poetry for Jenny. He read little law and much
philosophy, especially the whole of Hegel. But we find him also read-
ing Lessing’s Laocoon and Winckelmann’s History of Art, translating
Tacitus and Ovid, and learning English and Italian, In 1838 his father
died, and in the same year Marx established his friendship with that

extraordinary group of philosophers who came to be known as the
Young Hegclians.

HEGEL

Hegel's early philosophy was written largely as a response to the
challenge of the French Revolution to reorganise state and society on
a rational basis, so that social and political institutions might accord
with the freedom and interests of the individual. He related the
concept of reason to the Revolution with the greatest of emphasis,
seeing in it the assertion of reason’s ultimate power over reality. As
he subsequently characterised this great event: “The idea of Right
asserted itself, and the old fabric of injustice broke down. It was a
glorious sunrise, All thinking beings celebrated that event, A noble
emotion reigned in that epoch; the world was thrilled with spiritual
enthusiasm as if the decree had now become a reality in the world.””

But while the French Revolution had thus already begun to assert
the reality of freedom, “German idealism was only occupying itself
with the idea of it. The concrete historical efforts to establish a rational
form of society were here transposed to the philosophical plane and
appeared in the effort to elaborate the notion of reason.’’2

This was due to the economic and political backwardness of Ger-
many. The remains of feudal despotism still held sway. Serfdom
was still prevalent. Princes hired out their subjects as mercenary
soldiers to foreign countries. Strong censorship operated to repress
the slightest traces of enlightenment; and there was no strong, con-
scious, politically educated middle class to lead the struggle against
absolutism. Hence the educated classes, isolated from practical affairs,

! Hegel, The P *hilosoph y of History. ® Marcuse, Reason and Revolution.
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were impotent to apply their reason to tl_lc reshaping of society, :mj
fulfilled themselves in the realm of science, art, phlfosoph}r an :
religion. Hegel’s system is the last and most complete cxprcsslmfl o
¢his cultural idealism; the last great attempt to render thought a refuge

and liberty. .
foﬁ:isciglelcss, Hc:ggl saw the possibility of the transformation of ideas
into political action in Germany as wcl_l as in Prance. If, he saysT t}\@:
French nation, by the bath of its rcvolutlon,‘has b?cn freed from many
institutions which the spirit of man has left behind, and has cast off
the fear of death and the life of custom, will not the Germans, once they
have cast off their inertia, transcend their pra':.scnt cloud?’ al‘{d
undeveloped spirit and “rouse themselves to action, preserving in
their contact with outward things the intensity of their inner life,
and perchance surpass their teachers’?* : :

Hegel’s philosophy is developed through five very different sta.gesé
between 1790 and 1830. The earlier and more revolu!:xonary thmkmg
passes by degrees into the more static and systematic tl1(_)ugl1t of his
latter years in Berlin; but the whole course of his PhllOSOP}llCQ% progress
is accompanied by its political application to concrete _hlstorlcal situa-
tions continuing right up to 1831, when he wrote his study fJf the
English Reform Bill. This connection of Hegel's Rh_llosophy with the
historical development of the time made the pi?lltlc.al dlgrcsswn.s an
essential part of his systematic exposition. .A]] his concepts are given
historical and political as well as philosopl.nc;d explanation.

Although the realism of Hegel's position always shows through
the idealistic framework and terminology, there is a contrast between
the dialectic, the great merit of which was that “the whole x'laturz}l,
historical and spiritual world was presented as a process, th,e};: is, as in
constant motion, change, transformation and dcv.clopment and the
Hegelian system, as it came to be formulat_cd, which Engels regarded
as “‘a colossal miscarriage”, for which “things and their development
were only the images of the idea existing somewhere or ol:hcr
already before the world existed, a system which laid claim to bcmgf
the very sum total of precisely this absolute tr11r11fa system of
natural and historical knowledge which is all-embracing and final.

1 Hegel, Letter to Zellman, XVIL.628. 3

2 Hegel’s First System is contained in the three volumes of tlzle i{emmetr Eia(:l
philosaphie, which was not published in German until 1931 and has not bee
translated into English,

3 Engels, Anti-Diiliring.
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This as Engels well says "is in contradiction to the fundamental basis
of dialectical thinking”.?

As Hegel himself put it: “The consummation of the infinite end
consists merely in removing the illusion which makes it seem yet
unaccomplished. The Good, the absolutely good, is eternally accom-
plishing itself in the world; and the result is that it need not wait upon
us, but is already by implication, as well as in full actuality, accom-

plished.”?

For Hegel, the Idea, which precedes everything, has limited itself

in the material world (“Nature is the otherness of Mind”), and is
gradually realising itselfin the development of man’s self-consciousness
in history. Here indeed is progress, but the end is already “in full
actuality accomplished”. Our sole task, therefore, according to onc
school of Hegelian philosophers, could only be to correct the error
that things are other than they ought to be. These disciples of Hegcl
constituted the more conservative group, among whom one might
mention Erdmann and Rosenkranz, and their interpretation of the
master appearcd to be in full harmony with the doctrine of the Church.
Erdmann interpreted him as displaying the whole content of existence
as the expression of abstract categories, conceiving the movement
of thought as the law of the universe. Rosenkranz held that the real
object of the dialectical method was to show that all things are
intimately interconnected to form a great totality, as are the thoughts
in the mind, and that the essence of existence is: Everything is spirit,
and spirit is everything, This made the task of philosophy the recon-
ciliation of man to things as they are.

The Left, which was of far greater importance for the development
of thought, drew radical conclusions from the teaching of Hegel,
both in the philosophy of religion and in the philosophy of law and
society. Tht‘.}-‘ were known as the Young Hegelians, and Marx was of
their company. They were a most remarkable group of able men who
for many years worked closely with Marx, and influenced him
profoundly, even though he subscquently came to differ from them.
It is impossible to comprehend the development of Marx’s ideas unless
we can see them as emerging from the philosophical discussions of
these Young Hegelians.

Marx understood the Logic as showing the movement of thought
reproducing the movement of being and bringing it to its true form.
Hegel was dealing not with ideas as distinct from reality, for the

! Engels, Anti-Diihring. % Hegel, Encyclopoedie,
-4 4 i yeiop
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identity of thought and existence means that he is alwa}-'s dealing with
real things. The interplay and motility of the notions reproduce
the concrete process of reality. : : { .

Hegel also held that every particular existence is .f:ssenruall}f d1ﬁercnt
from what it could be if the potentiality were reahscd.. The gllﬁcren ce
between the reality and the potentiality was the starting-point of the
dialectical process. ’

How radically Marx was to develop these fundamental notions of
Hegel remains to be discussed, but the' supreme _importancc of the
Hegelian dialectics for Marx’s thougth is unquestionable.

When we think of this group of philosophers, as Marx knew them
in those early years, we must sce them not as the men of twenty years
later, most of them in opposition to Marx, but as young men 'of talent,
even, some of them, of genius, working out their philosophy in endless
argument, and learning much from one another. Thc_rc they were,
their views by no means fully devcloped, good fricnds, young,
vigorous, intoxicated with their theories, alive with gaiety and cpthus—
jasm, more united in their hostility to convention an d to the reactionary
Hegelians of the Right than they were divided among themselves.

They were all agreed that the idea of progress was paramount.
They z;rgucd that if, as Hegel had said, the rational was the real then
society as they saw it, being far from rational, was not yet the complete
realisation of the Idea, and had to be made so. Its development was not
complete. This realisation was to be accomplishcd. b;\«' correcting the
illusions of the mind, and above all by criticising religious error. Those
who interpreted Hegelianism in this sense included Bruno Bauer,
David Strauss, Arnold Ruge and Moses Hess. It was only when
Feuerbach and Marx came on the scene that it was fully realised that
the criticism of religion would only be completed by radical social
criticism.

Marx as soon as he came to Berlin threw in his lot with the Yoqng
Hegelians and joined the famous Doktor Klub of vigorous, critical
young thinkers, who poured contempt on the church, on tl}c bour-
geoisie and even on the state. Marx was only twenty at thF: time, but
he soon became the centre of the group. He enjoyed the rich cultu_ral
life of Berlin in company with his friends, attracting all by his au dacity
and wit, not a little feared as an ironical and bitter controversialist.

In 1839 Bauer went to Bonn as Lecturer in P}uiloso_phy, with every
prospect of a professorship; and it was the intention of Marx to
follow him and teach philosophy there, joining Bauerin the publication





















































































































































































































































































































































































































