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INTRODUGTION

The three essays here presented have besn selected and trang—
lated from the sconomic-philosophical manuseripts writien by Marx in 1848
and collected in the Marx-Engels Gesamtausgebe, Bd. 1, Abt. 3 Berlin, 1932,

We do not publish these translations as archives, Far from 1it,.
They are far more alive todey than when they wore written. We mublish a
seloction in this modest form becouse we arc determined to bresk through

the vast conspiracy of silence which surrounds them.

Marx in his student Years hed mastered the Hepleian rhilosophy.
Here we seo the first feuits of his studies of political economy. It wan
not only Hegel whom Mavxy stood on his head. He at once put his finger on
the philosophicael wésmlmess of the classical schos) of economists ~ their
limited and superficial concept of privets property. : '

The essay on dlenated labor shows Mar: making his philosophic
concepss concrete, in the relation between wage labor and cepital in the -
brocess of production, .¥With sn alufing cerfainty and confidence ho drives
hons what is ocsentisily new in his discoveries. ¥hat distingulshes him .
from Smith ond Ricordo is thet he understanis ppivate browrty wherees they
do not. Only his own words st speck for him, ‘ .

e h‘nve.-indeed., obtained the concept of estranged labor (of

. estranged 1ifs) from political ecenomy as the result of the movement of -

private property. But in enalyzing thig concept, it is wveveaied that even
if private proparty appers o8 the basis, as the cause of estrenged labor,

i% i8 rather a consequonce of it., In tho same vay, the Gods ars not origin-
ally the cause but thé effect of human eonfusion in understending. Zeter
this relationshiv hecomes interchanged ., ) : S

: There Le broke once and' for all with the classical economiste,
His problem, the Marxian problen, became the anelysls of ‘he labor process.
&8 he says triumphantly, "¥or when man speake of privabe property, he be~
lieves he has only to' deal with & fact outside man.- Whore man spasks of
labor, ho has to deal directly with man, This new posing of the question
already includes its resolution,”

Twenty yeavs later Mary was to bogin Capital by saying that
the plvot of the understanding of volitisel econory was the fact that,like
commodities in general, labor itself possassed a two~fold nature, abstyact
lohor and conerete labor. alrendy, he hed not only isolnted
labor from property. ontradiction in labor itself, The

_worker was domingted j ults of hig labor, It became the

privato proporty of someone othor than the laborer. Way? Marx leept gen~
erations aheod with his answer, It was because the very type of labor
such a ldnd that the

Smlth end Riearde

bodily form in use~velue but value dominated, Whun use~value dominnted
we would hnve @ .new soclety. Many Marxists stil) goe the domination of
use~values in a mere multitude of use-velues for conmumptien, They are wn-
avare that thoy : (cont.)
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are merely repsating the mimtake of Bicardo on a higher scele substliuting
results for activity, he substitutlion of use-value for value muat taxe
place in laber itself. Where, under capitalism, the laborer was valued at
hig consumption, 2 new soclety demands that the use-value of labor itself
hecome the domlnunt form in produstion - the full development of the la‘borer's
natural and acquired powers. The laborer musté bhacome a fully-daveloped
individval, freedom is an economic necesgity and preletarian democracy an
sconomle ca.tegory. This ioc no lonzer a theoretical problem, From one end
of the world to the otbher, today man faces one problen - increased
productivity. The rulers of production are helpless before it, Modern man
revolts againat the very conditions of labor, Except by the forces of men
releasedi from capitalist production, there 1s no solution to the economie
and socisl crisis, All the lamentations and moaning about Bolghevisn
being a new means of dominating the workers have no meaning for those who
grasp the essence of Marxls social ideas of which his philosophy and
economics are only a conatituent part.

Lanin of all rodern men saw this to its last a.nd ultimate conclusion.
Be took just this and made it reveolutionary noliey for the masses. He could
1esd the October Bevolution because he saw this mobllization of oppresyed
humeni ty as -the only solutlon to the crisis, In Can The Bolsheviks Retain
State Power (and The Threatening Catastrophe) he seid openly to millions vhat
Marx wae writing 3n the study in 1844

"¥he most lmportant thing is to inspire the oppressed and the toilers

. with confidence in their owm strength, to show them in practice that they can
and nmust themselves undertake a correct, strictly orderly and organized
distribution of bread, foed, milk, cloihing, dwellings, and sc forth, in
-4Le intereats of the poor, Withouf thie, Bussia gannol be saved from collapse
and ruin; whereas an honest, courageous and unilverssl move to hand over the
administration to the proletarians and semi-proletarians will arouse such °
unprecedented revolutionary enthusimsm among the masses, will so mltiply

the forcen of the people in combatting their miserles, that muck that naemad
" imposeible to our old, narrow, bureavcratic forces will become practicabla
£or the Pawgea of the millione and millions of -the iasses when they hegin $o

elves, and not under the whip, for the capitaliet, the magker,

“the offialsl.¥

" This vas not to come afterwards, This was the revolution itself,
I-anin contim:.ed. without a pause. . :

W) __g;Lz then ghall we he able to see vwhat untapped forces of resistance
are latent in the paople- only then will what Engels calls 'latent socialipm!
be made appsrent; only then shall wa find that for every ten thousand open or
codcoalod endmles qf the power of the werldag class, who manifest themselves

. either by action or by pmesive resistence, a million new fighters will arise,

_ who until then had been nolitlcally dormant, languisbing in poverty and
_dagpair, Maving lost-falth in themgelves as human belngs, ir thelr right to

“1ive, in the poseidility that they too might be served by the whole forse of
ths modern osntralized state and that thelr detachments of proletarien milibia
might be Mlly trusted and called upon to take part in the Immediate, ddrect,
day~to~day work of adminisiration of the state."

" Tha only elogan he could find to express 1t was, 'Workers Control
02 Produstion® but what ho meant by that wes an uncoiling of creative forees
inbedded in the senges of modarn man and implanted there by the prodichive
forges and the productive process, . Lenin'e concept of the party, his
.. '748
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inpistence on a rigld dlecipline, dsmocratic centrallsm, more than ever
necessary today, cannot be for a aingle moment meparated from Marx's
economic~philogophic concept of the destiny of the modern prelesariat,

That is what Marx begen with, Eig philosophy was o philosophy of
the activity of man, of man az active in the lakor process. The Zree
individunl was he whose labor by ite very nature enmsured hlg freedom. If
he wes not free in hig labor he could not be free in any sense. Lenin grasped
this not as theory but ae practice. The Mensheviks in 1917 saw what he saw
but trembled to say that the only forces which could save the country was the
© Mlatent socialism?, the suppressed cepacitieg of tho menses. Today the -

3talinlsts have carried the Menghevik politics to a stage further, That they
are toole of the Xremlin and therefore oppoee bhe proletarisn revolution ig
true, btut,as with go much that is true, is only a form of appearance., In
esgence, terrified at the erisis around them and incapable of vlacing the
solution of a1} economic and political problems upon the powers of the workers,
they are thereby driven to cling to the Kremiln with itn established state -
and 1ts established army and its established apparatus of power, That it

is the creative power of millions of men which slore emn solve the problems .
of modern scciety ig not only a philosophical concept. It iz the very ruin

of sonlety which makes 1t & revolutionnry reality. ,

The proletariat does not make the revolution and then weit for some
"plan" to create a new type of economy, To think in thoms teorms is to make
8 divorce between economics and politics, the repudlation of whick was the
mld-wvife of Marxlsm, Ths difference between the proletarian revolution -
and all othere is that the revolution itself releases the new economic forees,

the creative power of the people, the greatest productive force history has kmown. '

The beginning, middle and end of Marx's selentifie enalysls of capitaliat
economy ls the conflict betwsen dead capital and living lsbor, On thig hangs
the fallinz rate of profit, the industrial reserve army and the revoluiion.
Without thig, ons falls into the trap of market ecomomice, un erconsumpiioniam
and wltirately, the deepest confusion as to the role of the party. The
Mensheviks trembled in 1917 becauge, among other reasons, they could. see
neither the scononic nor the military forces which could develop and protect
Busgia after the socialist revolution. Lenin dld not tremble because he saw that
the eoclallst revolution in ruined Bussia was the ereutor of forces undreant of
by the tourgeoisie, Tl:n:;.-.s the most profound philosophical and abstract theories
of Marx became the most practical concrete revolutionary policy. ‘

Bven the bourgecisie can baobble about the creative powers of atoudc
energy. Marxism is concerned firast and foremost with the creative powers of
the manses. That is not Marxian politice and roclology and philosophy. It is
Harxian economics. The degensration of the Bussian Ravolution has obsevred -
this truth, The revolutionery regemeration of the world preletariat will make
it the foundation of every aspect of modern 1ife and thought, Without it -

there ie no escape from barbarige,

Private Property And Commnigm

ﬁow deeply ingrained was this conception in Marx's thought ie
proved by that masterpieces of social phllesophy, the essay on Pri

Eroperty and Communiam.

For Msrx, private property was the material expresglon of that
wealth which alionated men from human living. Ite movement ig production

749
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s2d consumption. Raligion, family, state, law, morals, sclemca, art, follow
the "movement" of production and consumption. In a society where private
property is trenscendad, religion, family, state, law,morals, disgolve in
the corporate iifs of the community.

Such fundamental questions Marx never separated from hls analysis
of eapitalisi produstion. Take the question of the famlly and the relatlions
Metwesn the sexeg, In his chapter cn "Machinery and Modern Industry® (Oapitaol,
Tolame I, page 536), he giveg, glmost in passing, a superb example of his method.

: "However terriblo and disgusting the dissolution, under the
capltalint systen, of the old family %ies may mppear, nevertheless, modarn
imdustry, by assigning as it does an important part in the process of pro~
éwotion, outside the domestic sphere, to women, to young vercong, and to children
af both texes, creutas a new sconomical foundation for a higher form of . the
faxily and of the relations between the gexes. It ig, of course, Just as absurd
te hold the Teutonie-Christian foram of the famlly to be absolute and final as
1t would be to apply that ckaracter to the anclent Boman, the anclent Greelk, or
ths Pasktern forms which, moreover, telen together, form a series in hiatoric
development., Moreover, 1t iz obvious that the fact of the collective
worlclng group being compoged of individuals of both sexes and all ages, mist
neceassrTily, uader suiteble conditions, tecome a source of numane developments
although in its spontanecusly developed, brutal, capitalist form, where the
lgbourer exists for the process of production, and not the process of pro-
duction for the labourer, -that fact ig a pestiferous source of corruption
and slavery.® ' S

A fow pages h'éi‘ora. ha drew the diatectical onmosltion between -

. edueation under capitallom and as it would be in the new society. .

‘ : “Théﬁgh .the',Faotbry Act, that first and “mea;gré concaasién wu.ng from
capital, is limited to eombining elementary education with work in the factory,

there cen be no doubt that when the working class comes Uo power, a8 inevitably

i

1% mgt  Gechnisal instruction, both theoretical and practical, vill toke 1tg 0 T

proper place in the working-class schooly." (Cepital, -Volume I, page 5344)

: Family, education, relations betwoen the sexes, religiom, all weuld

- loge tlelr destructive aliensted quality in & new mode of production in vhich
the universality of the individusl would be the starting point and gource of
all progress, beginning with, economic progress, . , .

_ The passage in whieh Marx posea and develops the i{dea that the
cultivation of the five wmenses iz the work of the whole history of the world
to date, blows up from Delow the frengied fantasies of thome who from the
. psycho-analysts to the “xistentlalists, cannot undersiand that the problem

o7 the wodern personality 1s the problem of medern capitaliest production,
Man's capacity for seeing, touching, hearing ‘talkcing, feeling, exist In the
mltitude of objects of productive wealth and the achievements of sclence
whioh surround him. The masses of men must appropriate these or perigh,

) The personality of the modern worker is aspalled upon all sldes from
morning tii)l night {and aven in his dreams) by such stimuall that his needs ag

a modern human being make him and his class the mogt highly civilized social"
force hunanity has ever kmown. But the greater the needs of social livizg,
tpherent ir the socialized nature of modern preduction, the greater the need
for individual gelf-expression, the more it becomes necessary for the masters

!
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of soclety, themnelves slavss of capital, to repress this soeial expression
which ig no' more aund no lesa than complete democrasy. Production which
should be man's moat natural expression of his powers, becomes one long
mirderaus cless confliet In which each protagonist can rest not for & single
minute, Folitical government assumes totalitarian forms and govarnment by
executive decree magqueradss as democracy, The office worker, with black
coat and vhite ecollar, is transformed into a mere cog in a machine, If the
worker ig deprived of all the intelloctual potentialities of the lalor process
$o the extent that science is incorporated in it as an independent power, the
intellectunl ebaorbs knowledge and ideas dut is ms impotent in tha intellactual
procees ag 1s the worker in the labor process. Tha intelilectual 1g out off
from the world of physical production and the social organization of labor. .
The divorce between phyasical and memtsl lebor iz complete. The individusl ,
worker or intellectual, is no more than the mport of vast forces ovar which
he has no control. The senses of each are stimulated without rossibllity of
realization. The resentments. the paseions of Frustrated socinl existonas taka
revenge in the wildest of individual aberrations, Defore these forces
peycho~anslysls is powerlemss, end voting svery few years becomes a

ghagtly wockery. Facing the dlsintegraticn of mociety, capital mobilizes

all avallable forces for the ouppresmion of what is its own creation - the
need for social axpresaion that the modern productive forcea instllls inte
every Jiviag human being, ZThe explogion of this suppression ig the moiive
force of vevolution, This io Marxism, These essays will, we hope, remind us
of what Marx stood for. . : o .

. Vulgar Communlan ag thq'_mg:g transcendence of private property is
denounced by Marx. He had ir mind ‘the Communiem of Weitling but the anglyain
is permanently valid. This.Commmnism is not a new form of "appropriation.”
The level of productivity is so low that in grasplng the wenlth of moclety such
as it 1g, the workers do not appropriate a higher stage of culture. Under
these circumeiaoces, private property is transcended only in form, Thig
kind of Commaism “ig only & form of appearance of the deptruction of private
property.® In a passage which reads as if 1% is a contribution to the .
contemporary debate instead of having been written over a hundred yearp Bgo,
Marx seys that thie type of Commnism, whatever its form, "is alrveady recog-
nized" ap man once more finding his true place in the social order. But to
the degree that it has not yet grasped "the positive essence of private
property in the shape of "uman needs" 1t is #till "a prisoner" of preperty -
and "Infected" by it., The analyeis of allenated labor which is the precursor
of Caplital merely oxpresees in ecopomlc categories the coneception of private
‘property and human relations treated in this esesy. Realistic obaservers of
the relatlons between the sexes today, thoge who stubbornly refuse to be
hypootized by phrases as they probe into the future of the relations between
vidites and Negroes in the United States, will sme in Marx's conception of
uman needs, the only basls for emanelpation and equality.

All this may seem to the wilfully blind as mere theorizing, They
are unable to see what is under thelr eyest that as modern soclety develops,
religion, education, the state family, morals, lome thelr separate identity
end become fuged with the necessity for the magtery of soclety. Thig.ig the
totalitarian state. Marx, a master of dimlectlcml loglc, saw this ultimgte
development from the very beginning and posed the abolitlon of these ‘meparate
forms of alienation in the complete flowering of all the capablilities of the
indivlidual, in all forms of social endeavor. The enemy of this wae private
property. Later he called it capital. But the economic analysie from start
to finish ls the material supplement of the philosophical concept. The twe
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are in insxtricabls uatty. The only proof he knew was the objective develop-
ment of soclety. Daspite ths modifleations that he introduced later in the
working-out of the thecry, the origlanal structure, even a&s a bare outline,
stands out today as the sole tanable explanation and solution to the collapsing
barbarlsm of modern civiliration.

The psychnloglcal appenl of totalitarianism, of Fascism in particular,
13 to transcend all rocial and individual fruatration in the nation, the state,
the leader. It cannst be done. In ona of these essnys Marx says the "We
ghould especirlly avoid re-esteblishing 'soclety' as an abatraction opposed
to the iadividuel., The irdividunl is the social essence." A quarter of =
cenvury later in Capitry he writes the chepter on "Machinery and Modern Indastryi®

TModern Iniustry indeed, compels soclety, under penalty of death,to
replace tie detatil-pewer of today, crippled by life-long repetition i one and
the eame trivial operation, and thus reduced to the mere fragment of a wan, by
the Tully developad individual, fit for a variety of labours, ready to face any
change of production, and te whom the different soclal functlons he performs,
ary but g0 many modes of plving free scope to his own natural and acquired powera,”
It ia a terridle emacculation, in fact & denial of Marx to believe that thera-was
gome gcience callad oconomice and upon this, for decoration, Merx grafted human-
istic sentimente. Bvery fundapental feature of his economin analysis is based
upon the worksr in the labor proceas and holds no perspective of solution except
© the emanelpation of the laborer, It is a strange reflection of our timas Jthat
" this conception, that the solution of the economic contradictliona of cemitalimtis .
the human solution is opposed nowhere go bitterly as in the movement itself,
Wpere 1t ig a.cceptr.d., it is acceptasd as Zinoviev, Kamenev and Stalin accepted the
necessity for the October iasurrection - in some dlstent future,

' The Sritigue Of The Heseliamg Dinlectic

, The last eseay, Marx's settling of accounis with the Hegelimn Gialectic,
is very difficvlt., Our translator, Rim Stone, hopes on a future ocecasion, to glve
the notes and other material to the complete essays, which would gulde the average
reader who. serlously tries to iaster this esemy. In fact it 1s bacauss 80 much of.
thie work and ite mssociated aspects are erying to be done that we publish thie,

Our resources are limited, 'we have tried in vain to awaken particular interests,
Ve hope we are conﬁdant that somewhere there is a response waiting for us.

But the cri*ique can be read and understood as it is. If the two
early esgeys are grasped, then a working knewledge of philosophy will suffice.
What Marx is saying over and over again is that Hegel saw the alienation. Ha
sav its root in the mode of labor. What baffled him was that he could not see
.in the labor process itgelf the poglitive, ereative elements which would overcome
the slienation. Few moments in the history of thought are more dramatic than
that related by Marcuse (Reason And Rewolutian) when the young Hegel, working out
hig tdems. wrote down the. conditlons of the workers in capltalist production, and
seelng no  way out for them broke off the manuncript which forever after remained
unfinished,

Tet alienatlion had te be overcome or the outlook for man was hopeless.
Hegel solved it by making thimking man, the rhilosopher, overzome 1t in thought.
Inatead of getting rid of religlon, the state, family, etc. he smggled
ther all in egain under the gulge of philonophy. But to grasp the fact of
alienation and the need for reintegration was Hegel's great discovery and
hiz method was the dialectic nsthcg. Man was strilving for full aelf-
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congoiousnesa and for Narx full self-consciousness was not the insight of

a fow philosophers, but the active partiecipation 6f all men In soolal 1ife,
beginning with praduction, and expreseing and developing their natural and
acquired povers. That is the eseonco of the "Critique of the Hegelimn
Dimlwatic.” It ia {0 be noted that one of the three basic books which
Lenin siudled when preparing State And Bevolution was Hegel's Phenomenolozy
in whioh the oritlegl attitude of Hegel, the driving necesaity to vsgate the
exiating order and the axisting cunnciousneu by a new order and a new con-
solouagness receives 1to most vigorous sxpression, Later Negel, by his lnability
to transcend, to negate the exlpting order by an actunl soclal force, would
leave the road open for the re-introduction, not only of religion but of
uncritioal idealism and positivism which are running wild in modern philo-
‘sophical thought. But he who grapples with these first two esoaye and -
then seriously applies himsslf to Marx's Critique of the Dlalectic, will

get en insight not only into Marxism, tmt into all the various currents of

- poclnl and politicel as well ae 1itera:ry and philesophical nostrums that
bounce their heads in valn agalnet the problens of contemporary society.

We who introduce these witings owe to them g special dedbt, It ia
our belief that precirely dbecanse of the u.n'baara'blv acufe neture of the modarn
erisis, thoory and practice are linked in a way thai was not thought ‘poanible
in less urgent times, *he most profound of the philosophical concepts of
- Marx of 1B44, abetrach clorification for the initiator of & thesry, now
" become the imperative needs of hundreds of millions of people. HNo other
generation could understand this writing as we can. For us practical pol-.
itics today consist in using the phenomens of coatemporary society ms &
neans . of illustrating these truthe, urglng the actions that are demanded for
their remlization. XYor us, ae dlalecticlans, the social requirements of the
- age exipt in the needs and aspirationg of the mesges, . That is Maorx'a - -
historical contriitution $o the dinlectical method, to have demonstrated the -
affirmations of & new soclety in the negatione limposed upon the proletariat
by the oid.’ .To belleve that these affirmations exigt only in the hesds uf
.a'few ig merely to repea.t Hegel over sgain, su'bstituting for Hegel's few
philosophwra, the few consclous revolutionaries., Zvery poliileal lins
that we have written has been fortilized Ly the concents contained in theas
translatione mnd the others we are unable to reprint. We have been stimlated-
to find that those of our colleagues who work in factories and who share our
1deas have found $hat $he great mamses of the Amerlean workera fesl and think
in a way that invest these contury-old essays with a meaning and significence’

that they ocould never have had, however assiduously they were merely read

and merely studied, Backward in politice, the American workers congstantly
manifest & range of soelal aspiration end depths of creative ‘powar which in the
not very dlatant fubture will shalke the world, If these saseya c halped us
to understand Marxlsm and them, they too have helped ua to u.ndersta.nd. these
essays and Marxiun, The politicnl tendency which we represent haus therefore

a great pride and satigfaction in making availeble for the first time to
American readere these preclous entecedents of revolutionary Marxism. We are
convinced that nowhere would they have been more warmly welcomed thnn y

Trotaky.

Auvgust 7, 1947 - J.B, Johneon
Freddie Porest
Bia Stone
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ALIERATED LABOR

Ve have proceeded from the presuppositions of political economy.
We have accepted 1ts language and its laws. We assumed private property, the
separation of labor, capltal and land, of wages, profit of capital and ground
rent, in the same way, the divigion of lsbor, competition, the concept of exchange
value, otc. From political sconomy itself, using its own wrds, we have ghown
that the worker sinks to the level of a commodity, to the most miserable commodd ty;
that the mipory of {he worker is in inverse proportion to the power and the maags
of hig production; that the necessary result of competition 18 the accumlation
of capltal in a few hands, and tms the more terrible re-establighment of monopoly;
that finally, the difference between the capitalist and the landlord, like that
between- the agricultural and manufacturing worker, disappears; and the entire
soclety muet fall agunder into twe clesases of, on the one hand, property and
on the other, the worker withou! property, C . : :

Politlesl economy proceeds from the fact of private property. It
doea not explain this fact to us. Political economy collects into general
abatract formliae the material proecess which private property actually goes
through. These then sppear to it to be laws. Political  econoumy does not com-
prehend these laws, that is, it does not Invesiigate how they arise out of the
esgence of private property. Political econoxy dees mot glve us any explanation
about the baeis of the division of labor and capital, of capital and lend. ¥han,
for example, it dstermines the relation of wages to the profit of .capital, it .
-regards the intereat of the capitalist as the ultimate reason. That 1s, it assumes
vhet 1t shouid demonstrate. Iikewise, competitlon enters in everywhere, It is
explained by externnl clrcumstances. Political economy teamches us nothing abvout -
how far these externsl, apparently accidentel circumstances are only the N
expression of a necessary development. We have seen how even exchange apnears.
to 1t as an eccldental fact. The only wheels.which sei political economy in
-motlon are covetbusness and the war among the covetous, competition.

'
.

Just because political economy does not ‘grasp the interconnection
of the movement, the doctrine of compotition could again ba counterpoged %o
that of monopoly, the doctrine of freedom of 4rmde to that of the economic
apsociation, -the doctrine of the division of landed property to that of blg
landed property. COompetition, freedom of trade, divigion of landed property,
were only concelved and developed as accidontal, deliberate, forcibly achieved
Tasults, and not as necessary, unavoidable, nmatural consequences of nmonopoly,
of the economlc mssoclation and of feudal property. - ‘ e

Accordingly, we new have to comprehend the easentisl comnection be-
tween private properiy, covetousnese, divieion of labor, capltal, landed property
and exchange and competition, the value and devaluation of men, monopoly and -
competition, ate. - thiu whole elienation accompanying the :oney system.

Let us not’ zo back to a fictitlious primitive condition, as politieal
econoiy does, when it wants to explain. Such a primitive condition exnlains
nothing. It merely pushes the question back into a grey nebulous disianse. It
agoumes in the form of fact, of events what it should deduce, namely, the.
neceseary relatlion between two thinge, E.G. betwaen division of labor and
exchange. It is tkms that theology explaina the origin of evil through the
fell of man i.e., it poses &s & fact, in the form of history, what it ghould
explain.
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We procead from a political-economic and a present fact.

The more weslth the worker produces, the more his production tekes on
might and scope, the poorer he becomes. The more commodities he produces, the
cheaper tho worker becomse as a commodity. ‘he devaluation of the world of men
rroceeds in direct proportion to the increased utilization of the world of thingse.
Work produces not only commodities: It produces iteelf and the worker as a com-
modity end in precieely the same relation in which it produces commodities generally.

This fact expresses nothing more than this: the object which laber
produces, lts product, 1s opposed to it as an alien esgence, as & power independ-
ent of the producer, *he product of labor is labor which ig congealed in an
object has been materialized, It is the rmaterialization (Vergegenstiindlichung)
of labor. The realization of lzbor ig its materielization, In the political
economic condition, the realization of labor mppears as the loss of reality
(Tntwirklichung) of the worlker, the materiaslizstion as loge and gervitude of the
object, the appropriation as alienation, as estrangement (EntBusgserung), :

The realization of labor appears so mich es logs of reality that the
worker is depersonalized (entwirklicht) even to the point of starvetion. The
materialization sppesve o much as less of the object that the worker 1s robbed
not only of the objects necessary for 1life, but also of the tonls necegsary for
labor, Yes, labor itself becomes an object which the worker can only get hold of
by the greatest exertions end with the mogt irregular interruptions. a8
appropriation of the object appears so much as alienation that, the more objects
the worker produces, the less he can possess nnd the more he comes under the
Tule of hig products, of capital. . o .

All these consequences are inhercnt in the fast that the worker is
related to the product of his labor as to an alien object. For it ig olear,
according to this presupposition, that the more the worker exemks himgelf, the
more powerful becomes the alien, objective world which he crestes. the poorer he
himgelf, his inner world, becomes; the leass.belongs to himself, The eame applies
$0 religzlen, .TM Epore man nbtriontes to God, the lezs ks retalns ia hiuwself, The
worker puts his 1ife in the object; but now hig 1ife no longer belongs tohim but to
the object. Accordirgly, the greater is this activity, the more lacking in object-
ivity 1g the worker, Whatever the product of his labor is, that the worker ig nct., .
The entrangement of the worker in his product has the ‘slgnificance not only that -
hig labor hecomes an object, smomething extgting externally, but that 1t exiite

- outside bim, independent, alien to him, and is opposed to him as an alien.
power; that the life which he lent the object confronts him as hostile and alien.’

Let us now observe more closely the process of materialization, the )
production of the worker, and in thls process of production, the alienation,
the loss of the object, of his product. :

The worker can produce nothing without nature, without the sensudug
external world, It is the stuff in which his labor is realized, in which it e
active, out of which and by mesng of which he preduces.

. However, Just &8s nature, on the one hand, offers the mesns of Iive-
lihood to¢ labor in the mense that labor cannot live without objects to which it
applles 1ltself; on the other hand, it offers the means of lifs ip the marrower
sense; namely a8 the mesns of the physical exisience of the worker himself.

Thue, the more the worker appropriates the external world, sensuous
nature, through his labor, the more he withdraws from himgelf means of live- ..
lihood 1n two ways; first, the sensuoung external world more and more ceased to be an )
object belonging to bis labor, a means of 1livelihood for hisg laber; second, 1t more and
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more ceagas to bo m means of livelihood in an immediate unao; a8 a méans for the
phyaical zubsiastence of the worksr.

Thms, in this dual agpect the worker bacomes a slave of the object; first,
becanse ha refelives.an. .object,of labor; iie,; he raceives labor; and second, be-
caupe he recelves msans of pubsistence. In other wgrds, first, becanuwe hs ig &
worlkcer, and second, becaupe he exiatz ms & physical subject. The apex of this
slavery is that he can contimue to malntain himself as a physical subject only
by working, and ig a worker only by being a physical subject,

(According to the laws of political economy, the alienation of the worker
in hig object sxpresses iteelf in this way; the more the worker producea, the lsgp
he hag to coneyms; the more velue he crantes, the less valuable and mors uwnworthy
ho becomes; the more formal hig producte, the more deformed lp the worker; the more
civilized ths object, the mors barbaric the worker; the more powerful the lator,
the weanker becomes the worker; the more knolwledge is incorporated in the labor, the
more the worker becomes oplritless and a slave to nafure.) .

) Political economy concesls the alienation in the egaence of labor, ingsmach
as 1} does not observe the direct relation between the worker (labor) and pro-
duction. To be gurs, labor produces wondsrful things for the rich btut ‘desiiiution
for the worker, It produces palaces but lmts for the worker, It prodoces beanty
but 1a crippling for the worker. It replaces labor by machines; yet it throws
baclk one part of the worksr to barbaric labor and makes the other part into a ma-
chine. It produces intelligence and spirit, yet it produces imbacility. and cre-
tinlem for the worker, ’

Ths dirsct relation of laber to its products ig the relation of the worker .
to the objacts of his preduction. The relation of the wealtby to tho objestn .of
productlon and to production iteelf 1s only a coneegnence of this first relation,
And it, confirme thi% firet relation: ZLater, we shall conelder thig other agpect,

"What is the essential ralation of labor?® we ask mbout
to production, -

.
.
ar

Tha, vhen'we apls
the ralatian of the worl

Up to now wo have observed the alienntion, the estrangement of the worker
only from one papect, nemely, his relation to the products of hie labor. PBut the
alienation io revealed not only in the result. It is revealed in the act of Pro~
dnotion, inside the producing activity 1ts3lf. How could the worker confront the
product of hig activity iz an allen faghion 1f he himaslf were not alienated from
bimsplf in the very act of production., The product is only the resums of
activity, of production, Thus, if the product of labor is estrangement, product-
lon ltgelf mat be the active process of estrangement, the estrangement of mc- .
tivity, the activity of estrangement. In the alienation of the object of labor is
only crystallized the alienatlon, -the estrangement in the very activity of laber.

In what does the alienation of labor exist?

Firpt, that labor ig external to the worker, does not belong to his essence.
Therefore, ho does not affirm himsel? in his labor but negates himself. He does
not fesl contented dbut diesatiefied, He develops no free physical and spiritual
energy bat mortifies his body end ruinae his spirit. The worker therefore firgt
feels himgelf to be himself awny from labor and in labor he feels remote from
himsolf. He ism ab hoMe when ho doee not worie and when he works, he ig not at
home. His labor ip thersfors not free dut coerced, forced labor. Labor ig there-
fors not the satisfaction of a need bui is only the means to satisfy the needs out-
side of 1t, The strangenese of labor ir revealed cleerly in the fact that, as aocon

. w56




-]]l=

as 1no physlcal or other pressure exists, labor 1s fled from like a pestilenca.
Extarnal labor, labor in which man externalizes himself, is a lsbor of self-pac-
rifice, or mortification. Finally, the externaiity of ,Jabor for the worker
appears in the fact that it is not his own but another s, that it dose not bolong
to him, that he belongs in it not to himself but to another. Juss as in religlon,
the self-activity of the human imagination, of the human brain andof the human
heaxrt, operat:s independantly of the lndividual, f.e., operates on him as an
alien, divine or dimbolical activity; in the smme way, the activity of the workor
i not hie self-activity. It belongs to enother, it is the logs of himsalf.

Therafore, wo have the result that man {the worker) feele himeelf as
freely actlve more ir his animsl funcilons, eating, drinking, mroereating, or ot
its highest, in hig dwelling and in his dress; while in his human functicne he
- feels more like pn nnimal. The animsl becomes the hunan and the lumen the anlmsl,

Eating, drinking and procresfing are also, of course, roal buman func-
tions, Howaver, in the abstraction which eeparstes them from the rest of the
renge of humsn activity ard makes them the final nnd only ends, they are animel-like.

‘ Up %0 now we have observed the process of slispation of practicel human
‘actlvity according to .two aspects: 1) the relation of the worker to the product of
labor as an object allen {o end overpowering bim. This relation is at the same

time the relation to the sencuous external world, to natural objects as e world
alien to and hostilely confronting him, 2) the relation of labor to the act of
production inside lcbor. This relation is the relatlon of the worker to his own
actlvity as to an elien activity, not belonging to him, activity as suffering, ‘
strength as weakness, procreation -as impotence, the physical and gpiritual smarzy -
of -the worker, his personal.life - for what 1s 1ifo other than activity - as an
petivity turned against himeelf, independent of him, not belonging 4o him, Self~

_allenation, Just ae above, we had the alienntion of the thing,

There ig e8tlll a third cotogory of alienated labor to be deduced from
the two we have alreedy considered. :

: Mon is & specles-essence (Gattungewesen), not only insofar as he
oracticallyv- and theoretically becomes a spocies, meXing both his own end other
things into kis object; but also - and this is Just gnother expression for the
same thirg - insofer as ho is related to himeelf as a universsl and thersfore froe
assence, lnsofar as hs is related to himself as the present,. living species.

The lifa of the speciss, boeth in the case of men amnd in that of animals,
conelsts physicelly in this, that, in the first rlace , man {(1iks the wimal) lives
on inorgunic nature; gnd to the degroe that man 1s more universal then the animel,
the sphere of inorganic 1ife on which he lives is more widversal. Flants, snimals, -
siones, alr, light, efc. form theorstically a part of human consciousness, partly
ae objects of sclence, partly as objects of art — his gpiritual inorgenic nature,
spiritunl means of livelikood which he munt first prepare in order to enjoy and .
digest. Likewige, ther form practically a par:i of human living and of human activi-
ty. Fhyslcally, man lives only by means of thess products of neature, howso-
eysr they may now appsar in the form of nourishment, fuol, ciothing, shelter, etc.
Fracticelly, the universality of men appears precisely In the uriversallty which
makes all of nature into his inorganic body, both insofer as 1% ia (1) a direct
means of livelihood and insofar as it is (2) the material , the object aud the tool
of his life~activity. Nature is the inorgenic body of man, thit 1is, noture, inso-
far as 1% is not the human ody iteelf. That man lives by nature mesns that nature
1o hie body with which he must remain in conetent consenance in order not %o die.
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That the nhyeisc! and spiritunl 1ife of man is ‘connected with nature moans nothing
mors than that nature 1s connected with Ltpelf, for man is a part of naturas,

Inasmch ne allsnated labor alienates £row man (1) nature, (2) himeelrf,
hig own sctive funetion, his life~nctivity, it alienates the species from man. It
sakes the 1ifd of the ypecies intc a means of individual life. First it aliennten
the specles life and the individupl life; anrd secondly, it makes the individual
1ife in its abatraction the purpose of the species-1ife, likewliss in 143 abgtract
and ellenanted fornm,

For, in the first place, labor, 1ife-activity productive living 1tself
to men appear only as a means (o gatlafaction of hisg needs, of the nesds
of malntainlng his physical sxistence. But productlive liviag is the 1life of the
species. 1% is 1iving producing living, Thes whole character of a speciss, its
specles—character, lieg in the character of 1ts life-activity; and free eoneclcus ac~
tivity is the specien character of men, Even living appears only as a means to life.

The animal is immediately at one with ite life-activity. It is not 6iffor-
entiated therefrom, It is this life~-activity., Man, however, makes hig li1fe-gc-
tivity itself inte am object of his w111 and his consclousness., He has consclous
life-activity. Xife-activity ia not gomething with which he inmediately coineides.
Consclous life-activity immediately distinguishes the life-activity of man from
that of acimals. It $o precisely this which consiitutes hig particular species-
epsonce ag man, Or, he is only a consclous easence, l.e, his own 1ifs becomss
an'object to -him just becsvee he ig g speclas-essence, Orly for thig reasor is
hie cctivity free activity. Alienated labor reverses the relationship mo that
man, just DLecause he is a conscious essence, makes hig life-activity, his esgence,
"into a means for bhis exiptence, :

The practical production of an objective world, the working on inorganic
nsture, is the process of proving man as a consclous species—eggence, 1.e,, a8
an ®spence which 1s related to the spedies as to his won essence, or to himself
88 a spacles-sasence, Of cours, e anfual aleo. produces. He buflds ‘& nest, tmilds
shelter for himself, as for example, do the bees, heavers, snta. But the animpl
produces only what' is immedlately necessary for itgelf or for its young., Is pro-

+ duces one~sldely while man produces universally. It produces only under the dom-
ination of immediate physZcal sesde, while man, even when himself fres from phy-
sical needs produces and praduces freely for the firat time when free from these

.needs. The animal produces only 1tgelf vhile man reproduces all of naturs, The
anlmal's product belongs immediately to its rhyeical body, while man fresly con~
fronte hig product. The animal produces only sccording to nature and to the needs
of the cpecles to which it belonge, while man lknows how to produce according to the
nature of every specles and knows how to apply everywhers an inherent proportion to
the object. Man thersfore phapas things according to the laws of beanty as well.

Precisely in working on the objedtive world doass man prove himgelf actu-
ally o o epeciec-esgence., This production is his prractical apecies-life,
Through 14 natureo appears as his dead and hias actuality. The object of labor ias
therefore the materimiization of tke specles-life of man, In it he duplicates .
himgelf not only in conaclousness, intellectually, but practlically and actually and
thus looks at himself iz a world which he has created, Inasmuch, therefors, as
allenuted labor tears man from the object of his production, it tears him away from
his specles~life, the actual objectiva reality of his specles, and tranefermg his
advantage over the animal into the disadvantege that hig inorzanic, natwre ig withe
drawn from him.

Jugt as alienated labor degrades self-activity, free activity, into a means,
in the same way it makos the species-life of man a means for hls physical exiutence.
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Tims, the consciousness which man possesses of hie species to which he belonge
ig trenaformad through allenation, with the reeult that species-life beecomes for him
A means, )

3, Allenated labor therefore transforms the specles-sssence of man, both his
natural and hia spiritual species-abilities, into an allen esgence, a moans for hie
individnsl oxistence. It slienates man from his own body, from nature outside him,
from his spiritusl eapence, from hig lumen easence, :

%, An immediate consequence of the fpet that men is allennted from the pro-
dnet of his laber, his life-activity, his ppecles-essence, is the sllenation of man
from man, Yher man i3 opposed to himpelf, he alsc stands opposed to other men, ¥What
18 trae of the relaticnship of man teo his labor, io the product of hlg labor and to
bimself, s true of the relationship of men to other men, and to the la'bor and the
object of labor of other men, e

In gensral, the proposition that man 1s alienatad from his speclep=sscence
meang that one man is aliena.ted. from enother, and every man is alien.s.ted from haman
©88ENCE,. Y

‘

The alienntion of man, in general every relation in shlch mgn ptands to hine
nelf, 11 firat reslized and e:.preased. in tb.e rela.t‘ on in. \-hich man atands to other
men.

.Locordingly, avery man regarda others 1n the r&la.t:l.onahip of a.:.iamted laYor
ta the dagree and according to the rela.tion in whlch hea ﬁnds himaelf K:"- worker,

Wa started from a fact of .politicul aconouv, "the ali.ene.tion of the worker a.nd.
of his production, We ha're expresaed the concept of “thia fact - mlienated, estranged
labor, Ye have anslyzed Yhe concept and therefore mrely analyzed a fa.ct of pelitical -
econow- . . - . . .

Ve now pror-ead. to congider how the concept of aJ.* enated eatra;ngeﬂ. 1a'bor o= .
Prosean and mizst express iteelf in actuality, . - . . :

. If the preduct of my labor.is slien to me, confront.s me aE &n alian power,
to whom dnar. it belong! . .

If uw own activity does not belong to _me, and ia an alien :E’orced. activity,
- to whom does Lt belong? .

%o & belng other than uyself, Who is this belsg?

The Gods! Of course, in earlier periodas, the main production, for example,
the nilding of temples in Egypt, the Indles, Mexico, was in the gervice of Gods
'pnd the producta belonged to the Gods, But the Gods alone ware never the ralers
of labor, Just ms little was nature, And what contradiction would there be indeed
1f -~ the more man subjects nature to himself through his own labo» smd the more
the miracles of (God become superfluoue because of the miracles of frnduatry - man
should renounce in faver of these powers the joy of productlon md. the enjoyment
of the product,

_ The allen egsence to which labor and the prodact of labor Telong, in whoze
‘gervice and for whose enjoyment labor stands, can only be man himgelf, If the .
product of the lpber dees not belong to the worker, but confreats him as an alien
power, this is only possible because it belongs to another man outalds the worker,

If bis activity is torture %o him, it must be. the en;loyment and setisfaction of
another, Hot the Gods, not na.tm:e. -only man himself cen be ihe alien power over men,

~
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¥We muat think over the pravi onaly #ads ptetement that the rolationship of
man. to himpelf first becomes objasctive and astual. threngh hie relation %0 other’
men, ,

Tima, when he ig relpnted to the prodact of his labor, to his materialiged
labor, as to an alien, hostile, powerful object independent of him, he im like-
wize related. to snothsr alien, hoatils, powsrful man, independsnt of him and %tha
master of this product, If he s related to hie own activity as to an unfree actl-
vity, he ig also rolated to it ad an activ&ty in the gpervice, under the mastery,
force and yoka of another msn.

e e e e e g e £ St b

Evary pelf-alienation of man from himself and from mabture appears in the re-
lationahip by which he surrsaders himself and naturs to another man differentiated
from him, Thaa, religlons solf-alienation necessarily appears in the relation of
the laymar to the priest, or slae, since it ig here a questlion of the intellectual
world, to a madiator. In the practical aciual world, self-alienation van only ap-

~ pear through ths practical sctuaml relation to annthsr man. The moans through -
which the alieration procesds ie ltself a practical one. By meana of allenaled
labor, man doea not only produce bls relation to the oblect and te the act of pro- |
duction as to an allen man hostils to him, He also produces ths relation in whick
other man stands ta his production and to his prodnet, and the relation In which he
stands to theso other men. Insofar ee hip own production is a process ef his isss
or reality, of his puniahmont ingofer as his own prodmst.is & Luss,. Anlhipréduct’
not belonging to him, insofar doss he produse the mastory of the non-producers over
produstion and the product. Insefor as he ia alienated from his owa mtﬂ.ty, ine
gofar does he mroyrnte %o tho slicn an aet!.vuy act !.h own.

Up o' now wo “heve oonstanud they ro:l.nuon from the side of the wﬂ::r. _'.'-_nt_ar
w will consider it aleg !rom the pide of tha ReR~WoTker.,

ﬂm, ,throuah alianxbed, ntnuad. Iador, the yorkey praducn to thiy Is'hor
the rolablons of » man alien to abor snd gtanding outsida of it, The velatian of
g worker po lebor produses the relation o letor of ths ospitelist, whom ws gall
the msstor of lahor. Private property i3 $herefore the pradust, the remals, “gha
ngoARSaTY apnNequenss of nﬁrmed 1abo:-. 62 the external ralation of the’ wrkuv
to pature and to h:lnn:.r. i

o !.‘hu.l private propqrty 48 the rwu.‘.'.ﬁ of gn analysis of the oonoc,pt of ar-
toanged labor, . that 43 40 say, oOf estranged man, of sllenated lavor, 01.' a!.!.m‘cod
living, of the nlhuﬁad- m.

b "

.‘..'c. .,'. vt

- Ye ha:ro, in&eed o‘b&‘ntud the coneupt o? utrsngod la.hor (u! sqtm’o&ad lifo)
from political econdmy ag the result of the movement of privste property, Pub in
analysing this concept, -it is revealad that even if privats property APPOATE s the
basls, as the opyse, of ettranged lador, i% i rather a consequense of 1%, . In the
sany way, the dods are ngt originslly the cause dbut the pffect of lmman eonmton
in understanding. Later th:l.l rol,ntiuauh;p bunomu interchanged, - .

.. This, the secret ot pr!.vatu praperty. ﬁrst veappearn at the ﬂna.'l. eli.m of
the dsvelapment of private property. 'Tho gecret ic that, on the one hand, private
property ig the product of estrangsd labor and meoondly, that it L& the nu.na throuch
which labor 1; aatranged the reali:ntion ef this ntrangemant. -

‘hig d.evalopmant :Lmd.iately throwu light on Va.rioua colltaionu horetofora
unsglved,

1) Politica‘i et;onunw pi'ocaedn from luhor as the raal asonld. orrproﬁuot.ten and
etusless sttributes atthing o' labor| éversthing to privats property. Pranthon. 760
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haa copcluded fzrom thie contradiction in favor of labor agalnat private property.
We have ssen, however, that this apparent contradiction is the contradiction of
labor allepatsd from itaelf, and that political economy has only expressed this
law of alienated labor.

We gee alzo that wage lator and private property are identical, For wage
labor, like the product, the objeet of labor, even labor paid for, 1s only a .
nacessary conscquence of the alieratlon of labor, For in wage labor, labor dces
wot appear as its cwn purpose but as tho servant of the wage, IDater we will taks
this further, Now we only draow soms conclusions,

4 large snforced raising of wagoes (leaving aside all diffiealtien, leaving
agide the feaet that as am anomaly it could be malntained only by fores) womld be
nothing more than a better paylng of plaves and wovld achieve hmman charzeteriatice
sud dignity aeither for the wozker or the lsbar, -

Even the equality of wages, proposed by Prouthon, only transforﬁa the re-
latlon of today'm workers to. thelr labor into the relation of all men to their
lahor, \'Society would then appear as an abstract capltaliat.;

The wage of labor is & direct cousequence of alienated labor and allenated
labor is the lmmediate camss of private property., They gtand and Tall together,

. 2) From the relation of allenated labor to vrivate propertiy, i1t followa
further that the emanclpation of goclety from private property, from asrvitude,
expresaes 1tself in the form of the emancipation of the worlkers, not ap if it were
a mavter of thelr emancipation-alone, tut because in their emancipation is involved
that of men in general, The latter is involved becamse all of lmman servituds ig

involved in the relation of the workers to prodaction, and all relations of gervi-
~ tude are only mudifisations and consequences of thias relationship, )

Jugt ag we have derivad the concept of rrivate property through avalysin of
the concept of alienated laber, we wiil be adle with the help of thece two factorw -
to develop all categories of political econmomy, And we will find again in every
category, for example, barter, competition, capitel, money, only a specific and
developed expresslon of these basiec foundations, : -

Howover, before we consider this formation let us try to solve two problens,

1)} The general ensence of private property as 1% has bwen produced as a result
of alienated labor, iz to be detormined in its relation to truly human and social
property. . ’ : -
, 2) ¥e have mssumed thig aliemnilon of labor, labor's estrangsment as a fact
and have analyzod thip faet, Eow, we now ask, does man arrive at this estrangemant
anl alienation of his labor? How 4e thips alienation grounded in the essence of hu-
man dovelopment? We have already mccomplished a groat deal for the solution of thig
problem insofer &s we have tranaformed the question as to the origine of private
property inte the quostion as to the relationship of aliennted labor to the process
of development of hmmanity. For when ran speaks of private proparty, he helieveg he
hag only to desl with a fact outside man, Vhen man speaks of labor, he hag to deal
directly with man, This new poaing of the question already includes itm resolution.

ad (1) Goneral essence of private property end 1ts relation to truly lmman
propexrty. -

Alienated labor has resolved itsolf for ue.in two elements which mtoally
condition each other, or waich are only different expressions of one and the same
relation., The appropriation oppesrs as allenntion, as estrangement, and the es-

. trengenent as appropriation, the slienatlon as the true enfranchigement, - . 761

-
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¥o have considersd ome side, estranged labor, in relaticn to the worker hin-
self, 1,e,. the relation of estranged labor to itself, We have found the property
relation of the non-wurker to the worker and labor as the preduct, as the necosoary
resilt of thls relation, Private property as the material collected expreselon of
estranged labor, embraces both relationships, the relation of the werker to labor,
pud to the product of hie labor and to the non-worker, and the relationship of the
non-worker %o the worker and to the preduct of his labvor, '

If we have now peen that in regard to the worker who appropriates mature o
bingelf throngh lebor, the appropriation appsars as alierpation, ths self-activity
88 activity for amother, and as activity of arother, 1life ms sacrifice of living,
production of the object ms lose of the object to an alien power, to an mliar man;
now we observe the relation of {hese men, allien to lator and to the werker 4o tha
worker, to lgbor and to 1ts object,

. Firat of all, it iz to be noted that everything which in tho ¢awe of the »
worker sppears as estranged, alienated activity, appears in the case of the non= -
worker as a sltumation of estrangemen$, of aiienation.

. Second, that the actnal practical relating of the worke’r'in pmdncéion and
to tke product (as state of mind} sppoare in the cage of the non-worker cppoalng
him as a theorctical relating. . ‘ : :

Third: The nog-worker doos all the things sgainst the worker whieh the.

worker doeg ageinet himself, but he does nothing ngainst himaelf vhich he does
‘against the worker, : . S

Let us consider these three relationships more elesely.*

* The next three epsaye dsel with “Phe Helatlons of Private Froperty®, "Private
Property and Labor®, "Private Property snd Commmnism," - Tr, ‘ ‘




FPRIVATE PROPERTY AND COMMUNISM

However, the opposition between propertylesesness and property, so jong
as 1t 18 not conceived ss the oppesition of lgbor and cepltel, is an copposition not
yet comprehended ag contradiction., It is a still undifferentiated opposition, not
in 1ts actlve relation to ifs own inner sltuation. Moreover, where the developed
novement of private property is abeent, for example, in ancient Bome, in Tarkey,
ete., thls opposition car be oxpressed only in its ifpitial form, Pmms, 1t does not
yet sppear as posited tlrough private property iteself, Eut labor, the subjective
essence of private property, as excluding property, and cepltal, objeckive laber
ae excluding labnr, is private property ac its develcoped relatlon of contradiction
and 1g therefore en active relation driving toward regolution, .

*%p3 ibidem, The transcendence of gelf—allenatlon follows the same
course ag self-aitenation, Flrst, private property is regarded only from ite
objective aspoct —~ tut with leber as its ecssence, Its form of exlstence ix thusn
espital which 1s to be tranecended "ag such” (Proudhon). Or a specific mode of
lobor, as uvniform, distrituted and thue vniree labor, is regarded as the pourcs of
the perniciousness of private property and of its exlstence as humanwallemstion - -
Fourier, who, corresponding to the Physiccrats, also regarded sgrienlturel labor
as at least the best, while 8%, Simon, opposing him, considered infustrial labor
&5 ' guch as bhe easence and deslred only the sxcluilve rule of imdusiry and the.
improvement of the worlkers status., Filnally, commmniem 1g the positive expresslen
of transcanded private property; to begln with, uvriversnl private property. Io-
asmch as Commnisnm grasps this relation in its universulity, 1t (1}Sin 1tg flrst
form'only ite goneralization ad completion, A4s such, 1t exhibits iteelf in two
formg., On the cne hand, the rule of material property bullts so large before it
that it would abolish averything vhich is not espable of belng posgezeed by overy-
body as private property. . It would abstraet by force from talent, etc. It Judges
physical and immediate posseselon as the sole purpose of life and existence, Labor

"ig not trangeended but extended to all men, The relatlionag of private property
‘remain the relation of the commnity 4o the world of things. Iinally, this move-
ment of counterposing private property to universal private property is edpressed
in the'aniual form that marriege (vhich, of courss, iz a form of exclusive privaste
property) is counterposed to ‘having women 1n cotmon; hence the woman hecomss come.
mrongl and coumon property. We might say that this thought of commmael women is
the gecret of this quite vulgar and ucthinking commmism made explicit, In the
same way that the woman is to gbandon marriage for general prostitution, so the
whole world of wealth, that 1g, the objective essance of man, is to sbandon the
relation of exclusive marrisge wifth the private property owner for the rolntion

of universal prestitution with the community, -

This type of communiam, insofar as 1t completely negzates the personality
of man, ls merely the loglcel expression of private property which iy Just this -
negation. Univereal envy, constituted zs power, 1s only the gecret gniwe in which
greed has arisen and is to be patipfied in merely another way. The thought of
every private propeity owner, as suoh, ig directed at least ogalnst wealthier
private property as envy and a desire to raduce all to a common level, so that
the latter even constltutes the essence of compwtition, The vulgar comist is
only the coneummation of this envy and leveling, proceeding from the presecribed.
medium, Ha has a definitely limited standard, How little this transcendence of
private property is an actual appropriamtion is proved precisely by its gbsiract
negation of the entire cultivated and civilized world, and its retrogression to
the unnatural simplicliy of the pnor man free from needs, whe not only has not
gone beyoend private property but has not even attained it,

The commmunity is only a community of labor and the equality of wezes
vhich the communal capital or the community as the universal capltalist counts out :Both
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eides ¢f the relatica ars clevated into an arbitrary universslity, labor as the cat-
egory in which everything le posited, caplisl &t the recognized univorsality a.nd PoW-
or of the community. .

In the relation to the women ae the spolls and handmaid of commnal lust is
expressed the infinite degredeiioz in which man existe for himself. For ths seerst
of man's relaotionship to himgelf finds ite unambiguous, distinctive, patent and un-
dinguiged expresalon in the relationship of man to women and in the way in which the
immedinte uatursl relationehip between the sexes {s regarded. The immediate natural
necessary relationship of man to wman 1s the relationship of man to woman. In this
autural relationship of %he oexes, the relationghip of man to nmture is immedielel;
hia relationsghip t0 man, Jjus% as the relaotionship of men to man is hie ralatlornship
to nature, his owmn natural determinetion. In this reletlonship, theres is sgensuoacly
digcloped, reduced to an evident facl, to what extent the human esdonce of man nna
become that of nature or to whet sxtent nature has become the human essence of irzn.
Prom this relationship wo can judge the vhole stage of development of man. Fron
the character of this ralatioushinr it follows to what degree man as a epecies hes
becoms human and has recogeizsd himseif as such. The relationship of man to womsn
1s the most natural velationehip ¢f man to men. In 4% is revealed o what degree
the neturel behavioer of nan has become humen or to waat degree human essence hae
become his vatural essance, to what degrez his human nature has become his natusre.
In this ralatisnship is also ghown to what degree the needs of men have become hum-
un needs, Lo what dégres anotner husas beling Lo needed &6 & haman being, to vhat
degrse, he, in hin nost~individusl existence, has at the game time a comminal ee-
BeNCe.

The first positive transcendence of private properiy, wvulgar commnism, 1is
- thun enly a form of appesrance -of the destruction of private property which seeks
to posit itgelf ap t1~a _pogitive cormmmal €g8ance.

. (2) Commuinism {=) still political, democratic or despotic- {v) tranacending
the state, but at the zame time etil) uncompleted essence and estill affected with
private property, 1.e., the slienution of man. In both forms, {a) and (b}, com-
minizm is already recognized as reintegratlon or return of men to himself, as
transcendence of human self-alienation.. But jusofar as it has not yet grasped the
positive essence of private properiy amd to Lhe pane degrae has 1ittle understocd
the human nature of needs, commuienm remains the priponex of private property and
infected therewith. It hea, to be- .gure, caught hold of itg corcept but nni yet of
ite espence. . o

{3) Commnisn as positive trangseendence of privete propexrty, of humen gelf~
alienation, and therefore sg an actual appropriatinn of humer nzture through and
for men: thug the returr of man to himself as socisal, {.e., Munan man, complete)
congclious and matured within the entire wealth of developments to dete. This com -
munism ae completed neturalism - humanism, es completed humanism- naturaliem. It ‘
iz the gennine solution of the mtrife between man and nature and between men and wen;
the ‘trus reaclution of the conflict between oxlstence and essence, between reifica-
tion and self-aifirmation, between freedom and necessity, between individual and
species. ‘It is the solution of the riddle of history and Jmows itaelf as this so--

lution.

' For itg thinking ccnﬁci‘ou;neaa. the whele movement of history is therefors
like 4ts actusl act of creaation - the act by which its empiricel existence wae born -
the realized and recognized process of its development. On the other band, the for-
mer rtill incomplete communisw seeks a histerical justifieation in the partiemlar
_historical structures opposing private property, a Justification in the past. Thile
18 the csee inaamch ge incomplete cormunism seirzes upon particular moments from the
proasss of development (Cgbet, Villegarde, ete. especimlly ride this horse) and re-
gards these as proof of 1ts historical pedigree. Thereby, incomplets comrmmniam -
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only demonstrates that the disproportionately greatar part of thig development con-
tradicts its claims snd that, 1f it has once exianed the very tmt that 1t ig past
refutes its pratansicns of being essential. .

¥rom thig 1% 1. easy Lo see the necosslity for the whole revolutionary move-
ment to find both Lite ewpiricel and bheoretical base in tho movemant of private
property, fi.e., of the economy.

This mnterial, immedistely sensuous private property ls the material sen-
sucus ewpresalen of alienated buman living., Its movement ~ production and consump-
zion, - is the sensuous wanifestation of the movement of all preduction up to now,
that 18, the actualizatiod or the actuality of man. Religion, the family,
the ntete, law, morals, sciemce, art_ ete. are only specific modee of production
&ud Tall under ite universal law. The positive transcendence of private properiy,
1ilke the apuropriaricn of human 1living, is therefore the positive trenscendence of
slisnatiopr and thus the retemm of man from religion, the famiiy, the state, etc.
to his humen, i.a. sovial existence. Religious alienavion ms such tzlea place ounly
in the sphere of inner humsn coneclousness but ecoromic alienation is that of ac~
tual life. Thorefore, its transcendence encompasses beth aspects. It is gelf-
avident thet the movement makes 1ts initial appearance with varioas types of peaples
according to the extent that the real recoznized 1ife of the people occurs msre 1in
wonsciousness or in the external world, is more ideal or rezl 1living. Communism
bezins directly (Owen} with Athelsn. The pore this atheism 13 an abstraction, the )
more remote it Is at first from Commnism.

At first. therafore, tha philanthropy of atheism is only & phllesophieally
abstract nhilanthropy: that of communism is 1inked real].y and mmediataly to action.
¥We have seen, how, by- nresupposinz the poaitive transcendence of private pro—
party, man producen men, himself and other mani how the object which is the lmmediate
aggeriion of his i1ndividuality is at the same time his ~wn exisience for other men,
for their existence and their existence for him, In the sume way, both the material
of labor and man as subject are equally the regult and the sterting point of the de-
“welopment. (And it is just the historical necessity of private property that they
mwast be this starting point)- Thun, 1%s character as social is the universal char-
aater of the whole movement. Just as socclety iteelf proda.ces man as man, go it.
- 1s produced by him. Activity and spirit, Deth in content and in origir, are social
~ goclal activity snd soclal spirit. The human essence of nature is present for the
--.first time for social man. Here,for the first time, it le presont for him as his
Tink with men, as his existence for others and of others for him. As the living
alement of human reality, it is pressnt here for the first.time rs the basle of his
own humen existence. Here for the firat time hls natural existence 1s his husan
existence and nature has become human for him. Thus, society Lls the complete es-
sential unity of man with nature, the true resurrection of nature, -the achieved
naturelism of man, and the achiaved humanism of nature.

. _Suelal activity and social spirit by no meams exist marely In the form of
-direct community activity and direct community spiiit, although cemmmunity activi-
ty and spirit, i1.e., activity and spirit which are expresged and asserted directly
in actual sociaety with other men, are to be found wherever such an immediate expres~
sion of soclality is based in the cssential content of the activity and are suited

to its nature.

However, whonover I nam active scientifienlly, ete..engaged i aotivity which
I mygelf can pursue in direct community with otherm, I am socilal because I am active
as a man. Not oaly the materlal of my activity is given to me a8 a socizl produet,
- as 18 the case oven with language in which the thinker is active - my own exist -
ence is social aotivity inasmuch as what I make for myeelf 1 meke also for soclety
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and with ths consclouaness of myself as a soclal essence.

Yy universnl cousciousness is only the theoretical form of that whose
living form is the reel commnzl essence, the soecial egsence, Nowedeys, universal
conaciousness 1s on mbstraction from real 1ife end as such is inimicel to it.
Hance nlso, the activity of my univarspl consciousness - as one such ~ ig my
theoretical ‘existence as a sociel being.

We should especially avoid re~establishing"soclety" as an abstraction
oprosed to the individuel. The individual is the soelal essence. Hig expression
of life, although it nsy not appear in the direct form of o commnal~type life
carried out simmltaneously with others, is therefore an expression and aesertion of
social living. The individunl and the species life of mon are not distinet. fThus,
also end of necessity, the mede of existence of an individnal life is a more
specific or more universal manner of existunce of the species 1ife, or the species
life 1ls a more specific or universal individaal 1ife.

As species-conscious, mon msserts hic real social 1ife end merely

» recapitulates his neina) existence in thought: In the same way, conversely, the
existence of the species is afrirmed in the consciousneszs of the species and in

its mniversality, as thinking essence, is for itself, : o

The more men is a specific individual - and Preclsely his specificity
mekes him an Individual and an actusl individual commenal essence - the more he is
the totality, the ideal totality., the subjective existence of society, thought out
and experienced for itself. Likeéwise, ke is in actuality, both in perception and-
in the zctual spirit of sccial existance, present as a tetality of human expression

Thinking and belng thus are of courss distinguishable from one ancther
but at the seme time in unity with one another. .

. Death eppears as a harsh victory of the specie'e over the individuai'
and as =z contradiction of this unity, But the detorminate individual 1s only a
determinate speclos-2ssence and as such mortal. : o

- (4) Private property is cnly the sensuous expression of the fact that
mgn &% one and the same time, Leccmes obJective for himself and becomes an-alien
end inhuman object. In expressing his 1ife, he alienates hig lifa; his realization
is a separatior from reality, an alien reality. - Hemce, the pesitive trangcond-
ence of private preperty, 1.0.,. tho sensuous approrriation of human essence and )
living, of objective humanity, of human achievememts for end through men, is io be
conceived not only in the sense of direct one-alded ‘enjoyment nop only in the gense.
of possession or a sense of having. Man appropriates himself? ss an all-sided
essence in ay all-sided way, hence, as & whole man. Each of hig bunan relationships ,
to the world, aeeinz, henring, omell, taste, feeling, thousht, prerception, .
experience, wishing, sctivity, loving; in short g11 orgens of his individuality,
like the organs which exist direstly in the form of commmnal organs, are in thoir
objective behavior or in their behavior toward ‘the object, the appropristion of
it. The appropriation of humau actualit » 1t8 relation to the object is the affirm-
ation of human aectuality; human action and human passion, for passion, conceived
in a human way, is a source of solf-enjoyment to man. .

Private property has made us so stupid and one~sided that an object is
ours only when we heve 1%, when 1% exlsts for us ag capital, or when we possess 1t
directly, eat it, drink it, wear 1t on our body, live in it, in short, uge 1it,

Al though private property continues %o regard all these iimediate actualizations
of posessslons only as means of 1ife; and the 1life for which these means serve
is the life of privata property, lebor ond capltalization.
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For vil the physicel and spirituel sense, tharefore, the sense of
bossesslion which is thc simple alienaotion of all these senses, has been subgtite
uted. Human essence has to be roduced to this sbsolute poverty with which it is
supposad to give birth to ite inner wealth (regarding the category of possession,
ses Hesy, 21 Bogem).* A )

The trenscendence of private property is therefore the complete emen~
cipation of all the human senses and qualities. However, L%t 1is this emancipation
precisely because thesa senses end qualities have becoms huwnan, both cubject-
ively and oblectively. The sya hes becoms s human eye when its object iz a
52clal human object, proceeding from man for man. The senses in that way have
become thecrstical in their immediszte practice. They are related to the thing
for the sgke of the thing, but the thing itself is an objective human relation
to itself cnd to man, and vice verse. Thus, need or anjoyment have lost their
egolstic character and nature has lost its character of mere utility, inasmuch
as using has become human wsing. -

Likewleo tha sanse gnd spirit of other men heve hecome oy owvn. appropri-
ation, Besldes these direct organs, soeial organs are tharefore devaloped in
the form of society, o.g., activity directly in society with others hagomes an
organ for expressing life and a mode for appropriating human iife. .

It is celf~ovident thaet appreciation by 'thé human eye is different from
that of the crude unhuman eys, that by the human ear difforent from that of the
erude ear. . . o

i

Lo This we have seen. Man is not lost in his object only if the latter
bectmss hise as a human object or as objective man. Thig is only possible insofar
a8 it becomes a soclial object for him, he becomes o socisl essence, and socliety
as sssence comes to be for him in this object.

On the one hand, therefors, inasmuch as everynkere for man in society,
objective actnality bocomes the actuality of humun essentlal caparities; humen
actuality, and thus the sctuality of his own-essential cepecities, all objects
bacoms Ffor him the objectifisation of himself: objects affivming and resliging = -
his individusllty, his objects, i.s., he himself becomes the object. . How they
become his depands on-the nature of the object and the character of tne essentisl
capacity corresponding to it. ¥or just the determinateness of this ralation-

" ship constitutes the specific actual manner of affirnation. For the .gye an
odJect develops diffsrently than for the ear and the object for the eye is .
different from that for the sar. The uniguensss of every capacity is Just its -
anlque essence. Likewise, the unique mode of its objectification, .1ts objective,
active living being. Wot only in thought but with all his senges, men is thus
affirmed. in tne objective world.

. On the other hend, from the subjective point of view, st as msic
first arouses the muaical senslitivity of man, Jjust as for the unmusical esr the
mos$ beeutiful msic makes no sense, 1s not an object becavse my object can only
be the assertion of my own essontial capacity; in tho same way an object hae
gsense for me, only insofar as my essentipl cepacity is subjective capacity for
itself, beceuss the senso of an ohjeet for me (only has sense for a corraspond-
ing gsensitivity gces Just eo far as my sensitivity gooa. Therefore, the pen~
altivities of the social man are other thun those of the unsocial. The weslth
of subjective human sensitivity develops for the first time - through the.objec- ,

*Einundgwangiz Bogen gus der Schwely, Ergter Teil. Zurich und Winterthur, 1843, p.239
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tively unfolded weslth of human nature. There will develop a mmasical ear, an eye
for the bemuty of form, in short, for the firat time there will develop senges
which are capable of huwman appreciation, which will agsert themselves as human
essentlal capncities. For the #irst time, these will be created and developed,
For not only the flve senses but also the go-called spiritual senses, the prace
tical eenses (volition, love, etc.), in a word, human sengitivity, the humanity
of the sznses wlll be achleved for the first time by meang of the exlstence of
their object, Ly means of hurenized nature. The cultivation of the five senges

is the woik of the whole histuey of the world to date. Sensitivity preoccupled
with crude practical necessity is only limited semsitivity, For the starved man,
thore does not exist the human form of food but only i1te mbstract existence ag
nourisghment, It would be Just as good placed before him in its erudest form,

and it ig impossible to say what distinguishes thig activity of nourishment from
the animal activity of nourishment, The anxious, needy man has no sengitivity
for the most beautiful drama, The dealer in minerals sees only their market value
but not the beauty and wnique charascter of minerals. He has no nineraleglesd sen-
sltivity.” Thus, the objectification of human essence, both theoretically and
practically, 1s a function of making the smesitivity of man human and of creabting
for the whole wealth of human and natursl essence a comparable humsn sensitivity,

Just as through the movement of private property snd its wealth and pow
orty ~ or material and spiritual wealth snd poverty — the developing secdety
finds the formation of all naterisal thinga; in the same way the developed society
produces mar in thig total wealth of hig nature, the rich and profoundiy sen—
sitive man'ag 1ts permsnent actuality. -

We can see how eubjectivism and objectiviem, ‘spiritus’ism and naterialism,

activity and passivity, first lose thelr cheracter as oppositos wnder novdgl
conditions, and therefore their existence as such opposites, We can gee hoy the
solution of theoretical oppositions is only possible in a practical way, only
through the practical énergy of man, Their resolution is therefore by no mesma
a project for knowledge but a project of sctual living. - Philesophy cannot solve
them preclsely becanse philoaophy graspe then only as theoretical prohleimg.’

We can pee how the nistory of indusitry and the objectively develspel exlat~
ence of indastry are the opened Book of human capaeities, which 1z human psyeb-
ology sensucusly considered, Up to now industry has not been rogarded in comect~ .
ion with the eseence of man but hae always been regarded only in terms of externsl |
relations of utility. That is bVecause, moving within the framework of alleaation,
va have only known how to0 concelve as the actuality of human epgential cepacition .
and as acte of the humen speecies the univarsal existence of man, religion, er
bistory in 1ts gbstractly universal essence, polltics, art, literature, ete. «Wa
have been confronted with the objectifiod essential capaclties of men under the
form of sensuous, alien, useful objects in ordinary material industry (which we
can regard as a part of the former univergal movement, just as we can regard
this movemeni iiself as a spocial part of industry, since all human activity
Up to now has been labor and thus industry has been allensted activity), A
peychology to which this book, pracisely the sensuously most concrete, most accee-
pible part of higtory, 1s cloged, cennst becoms a really profound and geunine selence,
In general, what should we think of a sclence which rresumptuously abstracts fron
this enormous section of human labor and does not feel its own inadequacy?! What
should e think of a sclence as long as such an extensive Tealt of humen setivity
says no wore %o’ it than what can be gald in one word: “Heed, common nead, "

The natural sclences have developed an enormous activity and havé ‘appro-
priated for themselves a constantly expanding subject mattar, Philogophy ham .
remoined alien to them to the game extent that they remain allen to philegophy.
Thelr mouwentury reconclliaption wag only s fantestlc illusion. The will was thsre L
but not the capacity, Historicel writing {tself pays the natural sciences only
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oureory consideration. aa moments of enlightenment, of utility, of individuelly
great discoveries. But the more practical has been the invasion of human living
by natural sclence, through industry transforming it and preparing human emanci-
pation, the more directly 1t had to complete the dehumanizatlon. Induntry &8s
the mctual historical relationship of naturs to man and therefore of the nstural
sclencens to man., If it 1g regarded therefors as the axoteric unfolding of human
aagential capacitiea, the human essence of paturs and the natural essence of man
in also understood. Then natural eclience loses 1% abstract materialistic or
rather ideallgtic direction end becomes the baulm for human sclence. Today, 1t
hus already bacome — although in an alienated form ~ the basia of actual human
1ifo. To have one basls for life and another for science, 18 apriorl a lie.

' Wature developing in human history - the birtk of human society - 1a the
actual nature of man. Therefore,nature as it develops through industry, even ir
in alieneted form, is reml anthropologicel nature.

Sensuousness (see Feuerbach) must be the basis of all science. -Sclence
1g real only when it procesds from sensiousnens in the dual aspect both of sen- .
oucus congclougnese and sensuous needs, in other words only when sclence proceads ~
from nature. All of history is the history of preparatlon for men® becoming the
object of sensuous consciousness, and the need of "men as wmou' becoming the hasis
of needs. Such a history is an actual part of the history of nature, of nature's
development -into man. lLater natural science will become the sclence of man, Jjust
as the sclence of mén subsumes natural science under 1t. It will be a sclence.
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Man ia the immediate objest of natiral science hecsuse the immediste gen-
gicuz nature for man 1 immedlately human sensitivity (a tautology)..immediately
as snother men sensucusly present for him;. becsuse his own gsensitivity Tirst de-
velops for him as humen sensitivity through other men. But if neture is the im-’
mediate object of the science of man, the first object of man - namely man - is
nature, sensitivity snd the specifisally human essentisl senguous capscities,
which cen find their objective reallzation only in netural objects and can in
general find their self-reccgunition ealy in the science of natural essence. The
el-ment of thinking itself, the slement of the living expresslon of thought,
namely, lenguege, le sensuous nature. The soclal sctuplity of nature end human
natural sciences or the natural sclence of men - these are all identical exnres-

alaons.
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It is clear how the wealthy man’ and the wealth of human needs will take
the place of the weslth and poverty of political economy. The wealthy man is
at the same time the man needing a totelity of human modes of living. - Man existe
in his own realization, as innar necesglty, as need. 0On the dbasis of gocialiam,
not only the wealth but alsoc the noverty of men likewlmo attaln a humaa &nd thera-
fore socinl significence, It is the passive link vhich permits man to feel the
need for his greatest wealth, viz., other men. The mastery of objective esgence
in me, the sensuous cutburst of my essentinl activity, is the_emotlon which in
this case bececmes the activity of my essence. '

e pnis A Pl
S e

(5) An epsence first Judges itnelf as independent as aoon aos it stands on
1ts own feot. And it stands first on its own feet when it owes its existence to
itgelf. A mzn vho lives by the grace of another, regarda himeelf as & depondent
being. However, 1 live completely by the grace of another when I owe him not ondy
the maintenance of my life but when he hes even produced my life, 1s its sounrce.
And my 1life neceacarily has smuch a base outside itself whenever 1t 1s not my own
creation; Oreation 1s therefora a concept which it is very difficult to dinlodge. 4.
from the conseiousnese of peonle. They are unable to concelive that nature and .
men exist through themselves, berause 14 contradicts ell the obvious facts of prac-

tical life. '
L S ?69
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The theory of tho earth's creation has received a powerful hlow
from geology. the sclence which presents the formntion and development of tho
sarth as a process of self-production. "Generzstle Equiveca™ is the only
practical refutation of theories of creation. .

=N

Now 1t is certainly eacy to say to a single individual what Aristotle
has eplresdy said: "You were produced by your father and mother. Hence you are
the coupling of two people. Thus a sex act of men produced men. You see that
man cnes hig physical existence to men. Thus, you must not only bear in mind
the cno side, nmmwely, the interminability of the series which leads you %o
inquire further, 'Whe has produced my father, his grandfather, etc.?! You must
also kaep in mird tho cirewlarity of the process which is sensuously observ—
gble in this progression, sccordiug to vwhich a mon recapituletas himeelf in .
procrention wnd mon thus remcins the subject.® But you will reply: nI'1l grant °
you this eirculer process if you will gront me the interningble series which
continupdly drives me further until I ask you who has produced the first man
and nature in general.! I can only snswer you: "Your questios is Liself tho
product of aboiraction. Ask yourself how you arrived at this gpestion. As:
yourself vhether your question deoes noi oceur from a point of view which T,
canno® answer bacauce it is on ebsurd one. Ask yourself whether thnt prozressisn
exists ag such for reasonable thought. Whenever you ask sbout the crestion of
nature and men, you abstiract from man and naeture. - You presuppose them as not
eristing and yet you demand that I prove them %o you as sxisting. I now say to
you, Abandon your sbstraction snd you will give up your question. Or if you hold
fast 1o your abstraction, accept the concequences. VWhenever you think of man and
nature as non-existent, regard yourself ss non-existent; you wito ere natural and
buman. Think rot, ask me not ~ for as soon as you think, and ask, your shstractions
from the exiastence of nature and man mekes no sense. Or are you such and. egotist
that you posit everything as nothing and will yourself to exist?® o .

You can reply to me. I will not presuppbse the nothingness of nature,
.ete. I will ask you chout its origin, as I ask the anatomist about the

formation of bones, etc.. '

_ . Howover, inasmich as for the socialist men, the whole so-called’
history of the world is none other than the production of mon through human
labor, none other than the becoming of nature for man, he has the obvioue
irrefutable proof of his dirth through himself and of his process of generation.
Insofor ag the essential character of man and nature, i.e., the extatence of
man for men as the exlstence of nature and of nature for man as the existence of
man, hags become practical, sensuous sad observeble, the question of am alien
esgencsd, an essence bayond nature and men -~ a question which involvee the con-
fesslon of the unessentiality of nature and men - becomes Practicelly imposoitla.
Atheism es the denlial of this unesnentielity mskes no more sensn, for athelsm
1s a negatlon of God-and poses the existence of men through this negation.
It soclalisn® as socialism no longer needs such mediation. It begins from the
theoretical and practicel sensuous consclousness of men and nature as thoe :
egsence. It 1s the popitive self-conseiousness of man no longar mediated by
the tranacendence of religion. ILike veal 1ife it is the positive actuality of men
no longer mediated like Communiem by the trenscendenca of Private property.
Communiem 1s pesitive as negetion of ths mszaticn and therofore the actued
monent of human emancipation ard reconquest of humenity necessary for the future
historical development. Communism is the nacessary form and tho energetic
bprineciple of the immediete future but commmism ig not as such the goal of hupen
development, the form of Juman society. :

*Boclaiism snd Communism are hore interchanged. - Tr. o
. 7:70
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ORITIQTY OF THE HEGELIAX DIALXCTIC AND PHILOSOPHY I¥ (RNERAL

. Thig iy probably the place to make gome remarks both about the
understanding and Justification of the Negeliamn Dialectic in general and more
in porticular sbout its exposition o the Phagomenoloxy (1) and the Legig (2),
snd finally its relation to the aew Oritical sovement. : o

Ths presccupetion with the coptent of the old world and tha de-
velopment of modern German Critical philosophy from the polint of view of materlal
was g0 overwhelming that there emerged a cosplete unconsclousnese of the partly
formal but actunlly essentisl guestien: "In whut relation do we now stand to
ths Hegelian Dialeciic? The unconsciousness of the relation of modern Criticlem
to the Hegelian philogophy in general and to the Hegelian dialectic in particular
was so great that Criticel philosophers like Strauss and Pruno Baver are still
completely caught, at least potentlally, within the Hegelimn Logic; the
former completoly and the latter in his "Synoptiker* (3) (vhere in contrast %o
§ranss he substltutes the self-consciousneas of abrtract man for the substance
of mbetract nature) (4) and later again in his "Christianity Exposed,” (5
For example, we read in "Christianity Expomwed®: "As if self-consciousnenn,
inagsmch as it produces the world, does not pesit the difference and does neot
produse 1tself in what 1t bas generated; since it szain transcends.the dlfference
of what ls generated from itself, since it ls itself only in the generation and
in the movement - ag if it did not bave its purpose in thie movement," eote, (6)
Or: "They (the French materisllasts) have not yet baen able to see that the
movement of the unlverse f£irst becomss actual for iteelf and first arrives ab

ty with itself ae the movement of melf-congelousness.” (7?) These sxpressicns
do not show oven apy verbal difference from the Hegellan conception,: They
* rather repaat it litersily, ' '

: Baner {the Syncptist) proves how little consclousness there was
of the relation to the Hegellan Diglectic durips the development of that
eriticiam, Re also proves how little this conncicusness arese even after .
the develoument of Haterial Oriticism, when, in his "Good Things of Freedom,
~ he dodges the anawer to tha lmpertinent quéstion of Mr, Gruppe, "What about
the Logic nowt? by 'a reference to the "future” Uritieal philosophers. &)

: Even now after Feuerbach has subverted the roots of the old

dulectic sad philosophy, both in hie "Theses" in the Anecdotes (3) and,

pore elaborately, in "Phe Philosophy of the Tature” (10); even after the .

former Critical philosophy which, slthougn it did not know how to complete -the -

tagk, yet regavded the tagk as completed, had pronounced its criticlsm pure, .
declsive, abeolute and self-clarifying; even after the Critical philosephy with :
apiritual arrogance had reduced the whole historiecal movement to the relation of j i
the regt of the world to itself - which world 1t subsumed under t)e category - -
of the Mass (11) in antithesls to 1tself; even after it had regolv 3d all dogmatic
oppouitions into the one dogmatic oppositiun between 1.ta own wisdou and the.

stupidity of the world, between the eritical Christ and manity as "mulbitede;¥ ™ -

sven after it nad demonstrated hourly and dally ite own superiority to the
aneplrituality of the maages; after 1% had finally announced the Critical

Day of Judgment in thisg form - that the day epproaches when all of degenerate
" humapity will assemble in front of it, segregated into groups, each particular

aechion of which will receive itc "Teetimonium paupertabis;® {12) even afier 1%

had proclaimed its elsvation above human feelings and the vorld, over which 1t

towers in ezreglous sollitude, except for occaslonal outburets of Olyrmimsn labgh~

ter from ite sarcastic lips; even after all these amieing oxhibitions of this
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Idealisn (of the Young Hexellans) expiring under the dlsgrise of Gritical philo-
sophy it hes not oven_once expressed the susplclon that one mist now settle
accounts with its mother, the Hegelien dlalectic. Indeed, the Criticel philosophy

has not aven basn sble to trace a critical relation %0 the Feuertachian dislectic.
In this it atends in a completely uwncritical reletion to itself.

Pauerbech 18 the only one who has a serious and critical reletion
%o the Hegeldimn dlalentic, who hes made genuine discoveries in this spheras,
and who 1s truly the real congueror of the old philesophy generslly. The great-
ness of the accompliphment and the quiet aimpiicity with which XYeuerbaech has
glven it %o the world atend in a striklng conirast to the reverse hehavior.

‘Pouerbachle graat feat consiats in the followlng:

L 1) The proct that philosophy i nothing else than religion,
transleted inte thoughts end worked out by thinking, that 1t is therefore
likewiss to be condemned as pnother form and mode of existence of ¢the aliemation

ef human omsence,

. 2) The foundation of ganuine materialiem and real science by making
the sooial relation Pof man to map! likewlno the basio prinoiplae of theory.

/T T 3) The counterposition to the negation of the negation, which
deslares itsel? to be the sbaoclute poettive, of the Positiva which resis op
itself and ip posiilveiy grourded in iteolf. '

. Fewerbesh oxplains the Hogelian dialuctic (and thereby Justifies
‘the dsparture from the positive, from sense—certainty) in the follewing menner: -

... Hegel procesds Zrom the slienation of Substance (loglcally! the
Infinito, ths abstractly universel), the aliemation of absolute and fixed

mhad duih

| Abetradtion; populorly epesldng, Mis point of departure 15 Roligion and Theology.

: * Secondly, He transcends the Infinite, posits the actusl, sensuous, -
real, finite, particular. (Philosophy, the sublation of Religion' and Theology.)

Thirdly, he egain trenscends the positive, we-introduces the
sbetraction, the infinite, Re-introduction of Religlon and Theology.

: Thus, Fenerbach conceives the negation of the negatien only as
the contradiction of phileaophy with itself, as rhilosophy which affirme. .
Theology (Pranscendentalism) efter it has denied 1%, and accordingly affirms
1% in opposition to itself. : . . '

_ The Positive or self-affirmation and self-confirmation which

inherses inthe zegation of the negation is here concelved as the positive which

is not yet certain of itself, and therefore charged with its opposite, something
which 1s doubtiful of itpelf, and therefore in need of proof, comething incapable
of proving itself through its own exietence ond hance unacknowledged. Consequent-
1y, to it i1s directly and immediatsly counterposed the Positive of sense~
certainty which is grounded in itself. .

Bat ineemuch a® Hegel comprehends the negation of the negatiou in
accordance with the positive relation which is irmenent in 1t, as the only truly
positive and in accordance with the negative relation which is irmenment ia 1t,
as the only true act end act of self-manifestation of all being, he has only
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ddncovered the abetract, 1ogica.1 and spsculative a:pression :Eor the movement of
higtory. This is the not yet petun) higtory of man as & presupﬂnud ‘Bubject,
but only the act of genaratian the higtory of tho origin of man, We ghall

now axplain the abstract form as well as the difference between thig movement:
in Hegel, in opposi.tian 5 the modern criticlem, and the same proceas In
Faunerbzeh's "Epsence of Christisnity." (13) Or, we might say, that we are %o
oxplaln the critical form of thia movement which 1g 8til)l uncritieal in Hagal

A glance pt the Hegelian system, We must begin with the
Hegelian Phenomenolosgy, the irue birthplace and the secret of the Hegellan
philoeophy.

Phenomenoiowy.
A, Self-consclonsness

I. Consclousness
8., Senre-certalnty or the This and the Mine
b. Perception or the Thing with itc character- -
istics and illasion ' '
¢, Force and under sta.nding, Anpen.‘re.nce a.nd. the -
Supersensuous world, T

Self-consciousness. The Truth of Oertalnty of Itkélf

"a., Independence and dependence of sel’-conscltms-
ness, Lordship and Bondage

Y. Freedom of Self-coneciousneac, Stniclsm
Beepticism, the Unhan'cy Consciousnese,

III. _Reason. Oertainty and Truth of Reason. .

a. Obaerving Hearon: Obgervaiion of Natura and.
of Self-consciousness .

Y. Realization of reasoning Salf—--.onsciousneas
through’ itself. Desire and I-ereasity, ‘the. Iaaw
of the Heart and the Delusion of Comeelt. . -~
VTirtue ani tha Course of the World, R
Individuality which ie real in and for 1%self
The Spiritual realm of enimala:end the Fraud
or the fact itself. The Law-e;iv‘ g Beu.son.

The Law-teeting Reason.

B. Spiriy
I. The True Spirit. Ethics.
I1. The Allenated Spirit, Culture,

III. The Spirit sure of itself, Morality.

C. Religion. MNatural Religion in the form of Art. Revealed:
Religlon, .- . B

D. Abrolute Enowing.

'l‘he Hegalinn Enovelore 't (14) begius wlth Lorir. And ends with'
pure gpeculative thought, Absolute Knowing, self-conpoious nhi]osophic or a.baoluta
spi.rit grasping 1tse1; i.c,, auper‘twan abstrack spir:l.t : .




Hence the whole Encyclopedia is nothing Dut the expanded essence of the phil-
ogophlc spirit, its aelf-ob.jactificgtion (Selbstvergeganst!ndlichu;zg). In

the same way the philosphic spirit is nothing but the alienated spirit of the
 world, thinking within ite eelf~zlienation, i.e., grasping iteelf ebsiractly.

! Tha Loglc is the money of the splrit, the apeculative, the value of the thoughts
of men end Katnre. It has become completely indifferent to all actual de~
ferminateness and is therefure unactuel eesence. It is estraonged { sathnzserts) (15)
_thinking, thue abatracting from Kature avd from acteal man. It is abstract
thinking. The extornality of this abstract thining is Halure, as 1% axiaste for
this abstract thinking. Neture le extaernal to this thinking, lis loss of itself
and this thinking aleo grasps “Jisture merely in an external way, as sbatract
thonghts, but as estrazged abatract thinking. Finally, there ia Spirit, this
thinking returning $o 1ts omn birthplace. It first asserts iéself as anthré~ -
pological, thnn as phenominological, paychological, okhical, artistic-religicus
spirit aotil it finelly finds itself as sbsolute kmowing and relates to itself

" in the now mbmolnte, i.e., atatract,spirit, and thus attaine itscoprsbtans and
apprapriate existence. For its sctusl existence is sbstracticn.

In Begal there iz a doudble error.

The first aprears most clearly in the ?henomenolegg as the eradle of -
- the Haga].ian philosophy. When, for example, Hegel conslders Wealih, State Power.
etc., as Esgenceg alien to Fuman Esseace, this occurs only in their thought-form. .
Ihsry are espences of thcught, and therefore mersly an aliemation of pure, i.e.,
. Bbatract, philosopbical thinking. The whole movement, therefore, emds with -
Absolnte Knowing. I% 1s precisely abetract thinking from which these cbjecte are
fonated and tc which they atand opposed with thelr pratension of reality. . -.\
The philosopher, who 1z, hiuself, an abstract form of zlienated msn, estsblishes’
himself as the yardetick of the allenated world. The whole history of estrangeuemt
(ht&usserung}. the whole re-appropriation of this estrangememt is therafore no_'bhi,ng,
more than the history of the production of abstract thinking, that im, absolute, .
"logical, speculative thiunking. Hemce, the slienation which forms the real Intoyest
of this externalization (Ent#nsserung) and the transcendence of this externalization,
.18 the orveositlion between Being-in-itself and Belng —for-itself, botwsen congclons «
ness and self~consclousness, between object and subject, i.e., the oppositéon be-.
tween abstract thimking ‘and seasuous actuallty or actusl sensuousness, within the .~ -
process of thinking itgelf. All other oppositipns~and movements of these oppo~ = -
sitions are only the gsemblence, the vell, the exoteric guise of these oppositions L
which are the solely interesting ones and which constitute the intrinsic meaaing ' ¢
of allenatfon which 1s posed and transcended 1s nofl the fact that human essence
matorializesitself in an inhuman manner in opposition to itakiz, but the fact
that it materinlizes 1tsel! from and #r opposition to abstract thinding. :

~ Thus, the appropriation.of the eusential capacltles of men which
havae become objectifi ed and objJectifiéd in strange objects is, in the firat
placs, only an appropriation which proceeds in consclousnoss, in pure thinking, -
that is, in sbstraction. It is an appropriation of these ocbjects as thoughts .
‘and ep movements of thought. Hence, there is already latemnt in the Phenomenology-
‘'desplte 1is thoroughly negatlve and eritical appearance end despite the eriticlsm..
actually contalned in it which often far surpssses the later development - the
uncriticel Positiviea and the equally uncritical Ideallism of the later Hegeliamn
"worke. We have hers the germ, the potentlality and the secret to the ph.ilosophic
_aolution and re-introductlon of the extant Empiricism.




. Seccnd: The vindication of the objective world for men, eZ., .
the Imowledge that the semsuous consciousness is no ebstractly sensucus consclous- .
ness but a humanly sensuous consclousness, that Religion, Wesmlth, ete. are only '
the alienated actuality of human objectlfication, of the human essentisl I
capacities expressed in deeds and therefore only the road to true bumen actuallty -
thia appropriation or the indl ght into this process therefors appears in Hegel: - '
in guch a way that Semnsucusness, Religion, State Power, atc.,’ are splritual .. ;
eonences. For in Hegal, only the spirlt is the trus essence of man, and the
trus form of the opirit is the thinking spirit, the lozical speculative spirit.
The humanity of Nature and of the Nature produced by history, the products of
men, appeor in it as products of the abstraci spirlt and thua as gpiritual
momanis, thought-~essences. The Phenomanology is therefore the concealed, the
internally still unclarified and mystifying critical thilosophy, Howevar, -
insofar ao it holds fast the alienation of men, evem if Man appears only intha x1
form of Spirit, all elemeats of criticism lie hidden in it and are often ‘r Jj
. already prepasd end worked out in s manner extending far beyond the Hegell :
. standpoint. 'IheJ | PUnbappy Consciousness,!fthe "Honorable -Consciousness,® (16)
the fight of the ncble and downtrodden consciousness, eic., etc., these '
individusl sectione conteln the critical elements — though still in an slien-
ated form — of whole spheres like Religion, the State, Civic Life, etc. k
Insofar as the cuscuce is the object ag-thought-essence, the subject is dlways -
. consciousness Or self-consciousness. Or rather, the object appescs only as =~ -
‘abstract conscicusness, man orly as self~consclousness. The diverse forms of . -
~ allenation which appear are therefore only diverse forms of consciousness and
self-conscicusness. Inasmuchk as sbatract consclousneas in itself ~ as that by .
whilch the object is grasped - is merely a differentiating monent of gelf- T
censcliousness, the idenbtity of self-consciousnees with conselousnass appears -
a8 the result of the movement, Absolute Knowlng which no longor goes cutside -
bot merely continues within its own process of zbstract thinking., That is,
the dialectic of pure thought is the result. : L

[
<’/_'\--,

Thuc, the greatnoss of-the Hegelian Fhemomanology and of its
final reslt ~ithe dinlactie of negetivity ns tho moving ond. creativo Principle -
lles, in the firat place, in the circumstance that Hegel regards the melf~ -
rroduction of man as a Tocess), ‘regards. chjectification as contra-~position,
83 externalizabion and”as the transcendence of this externalization; that ) g
he therefore.grasps the essence of Labor and conceives objective Man, true - V’F
Man because he is actual Man, as the result of his own ldber. The true and’
actlve ralating of man to bhimself as speciec-essence or hig activity ap an
actual species-essence, that is, as human essence, ls only possible becaune he
actually produces all the capacities of his spacies ~ which is only possible
through the collective action of men, only as a result of history - becausq he
relates himself to the capacities of his specles as objects which is at first
only possible inthe form of alienation.

. We will now present in a.detailedfachion the sne-sidedness
and the limitation of Hegel in the concluding chepter of’ the Fhenomenology, ,
in Absclute Knowing - o chapter which containe both the concentrated spirit of
the Fhencmenology, its ralation to speculative dialectlc, and the consclousness
of Hegel regardlng their mutuval end many-sided relations. :

: .. Tor the present we are still amssuming: Hegel has the voint of L-
view of iﬁodern political economy, He conceives Labor as the essence, as the
self~presorving essence of man, He sees only the positive side of Labor and .
not lts negative eide. labor ie man's becoming-Yor-self within externalisation
or ag oxternalized man. The only labor which Hegel lmew and acknowledged is
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tha abitisctly spiritusl. Therefore, vhat constitutes gemerally the essence of .
rhilceophy, the extermalization of man Imowing himself or externalized selence
feinking iteelf, is regarded by Hegel as man's essence. And it is for this
reason that he ie capeble of summarizing the precedlng philogsophy in terms of
its particuler mements and presenting hls philesophy ms the philosophy. Waat
all other philosophers have dons - viz. that they bave concelved particalar
momente of Nature snd of human Life as momeats of sslf-consciousness or gnther.
of mbstract self-consclousness - this Hegel kmows from the Tery nature of the
activity of philoscphy. Therafors,his science is absolute.

¥o rroceed now to our object: Absolute Enowing ~ the laat
chapter of the Phenomenology.

Ite main subject-matter is that the object of consciousness is
none other than self~consciousness or that the object is only objectified
self-conseiousnass, self-consciousness as object. (The positing of Man w
self-consciousness.)

Therefore, 1t 1s the aim of self-consciousness to transeend its L
cbiect, Objeetivity as such is to be regarded as an alienated rolmtionchip of '
man, not apnropriate to human essence, to solf-consciousness. - The re~appropri- -

- ation of the objective essence of man as alien and produced wnder the determin-
ation of allenation, thus not only has the meaning of transcending alienation -
but also of transcending objectivity. That is, Man is to be regarded ma an
un-ohjective wmpiritual essence. : . " _ :

o : Hegel now describes the movement of transcending the object of
consciousness as follows!: The object doss not show itgelf only as returning
to the Belf. (That is, according to Hegel, a one-sided comprahenaion of that
uovenent which grasps mersly one aspect of it.) By this act the very nature
of man 43 Self is pogited. The Self, howaver, i only men abstractly conceived -
and sbatractly produced. Man is Self-ish. Hio eye, hls ear, etc., are Self-ish,
Each of his essentinl capacities has in him the character of Self-ishness. - .

. But on thls account it is now quite falss to agy! Self-consclousness hag ayes, -
_ears, easantlal cepacities. Self<congciousness 1s rather a quality of human - .

datore, of the human eye,: etc.: ' human nature.is not o quality of sélf-consclousr . ™ .

nesy.

The Self abstracted for itself and fixed is man as abatract
“egotist, egotiem in its pure abatraction elevated to the level of thinking.
{we ¥ill return to this point later.) _ _

Buman essence,Man, is regarded by Hegel as equal to self-
‘consclovsness. All alienation of human essence isg therefere no mors than
alienation of self-consciousnese, The alienation of self-conscionaness ig
régarded not as an expression of the actusl alienation of humsn essence, re-
fleoting iteelf in kmowing and thinking, Rather, the agtual allenstion which
appears as real, 1s -« according to its innermost concealed osaence, firat
revealed through philesophy - nothing but the appenrence of the alicuntion o2
actual human sssence, of self-consciousness, The science which comprehende thig .
io therefors called Phenomanology. A1l reappropriation of the allenated e
obJactive Gmsonce eppears, tasrefors, as an inco into his self-conscious-
ness. Man, irsofar ds he is taking posseswtsi of his essence, isg only self-. -
aongclousness taking posssszion of the objective essence; return of the object
to the self ig therefore the resppropriation of the obJject. T

Multifariously expressed, the trenscendence of the objeat of
congolousnesn is as follows (17):
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1) the object as such presents itsalf to the self as a
. vanishing factor;

2) the emptying of self-consciousness lteelf establlshes
thinghood;

3) this externalization of self-consciousacss has not- merely
negative but positive elgnificance;

" 4) significance not merely for ug or per sa but for gelf-
consciousness itself;

5) The negativity of the object, 1ts cancelling its owa exisuence.
gete for salf-consciousnees a positvive significance; or, self-consciousness
knows this nothingness of the object because, on the one hand, self-consclous-
ness itself exteraslizes itself; for in dolng so, it establiches ltaelf as
object, or by reagon of the indivisible u.nity cha.racterizing 1te geif~exiotence,
sets un the object as its self. .

&) On the other hand, there is alsu thisg other moment in the °
procese, that self-cornsclousness has .']u.st as reslly cancelled and superseded .°
this self-relinguichment and objectification and has resumed them into itself
a.ud. is thus at home with iteelf in its o‘nhern\.as as such,

7 Tuls ie the novement of consciousness and consciousnesn
isg therufore the totalit.y o¥ its moments.

8) Gonsciousneas, at the sane time, must have {aken u.p a
relation to the object in all its mspects and phases, snd have grasped itae-
meaning from the psint of view of each of tham, This totality of ite determinate
characteriatics makes the object par ge or inherently a spirifual 1esllty;
 and it besomss so in truthk for censclousness when the latfer apprehsnda every
individusl one of them s aolf, i.e., vhen it {akes up towards -tham the.
gpiritusl. relationship ,just spo]»en of. .

ad. 1. That the object as such presents itgelf to coneclousness
a8 vn.nishing 1s the above-mentioned return of the object to thea aelf, :

" ad,2. The extarnalization of self-consciousness poslts the
category of thingness. Because man ~ self-conacioupness, his axternalized
objective sgsence or thingness eguals externslized self-cunsciousness, and
thingness is posited through this externalizatica. (Thingness is that which
1y object for nim, and object is vruly for him only what ie esseniislly objeect,
which ig thus his objective esgence, Since it is not actunl ran end likewise
not Hature as such - man is human nature — which is made the sunject but only
the abatraction of Man, namely, self-consciourness, thingness can only be
externalized self-conacicusnoss.) That a living natural Being, endowsd and
gif'ted with objective, i.e., material essentinl cacncities, also nossesses
actual natural objects of iis own essence ir quite natural, and it is just as
nptural that his self-externaiization ghould he the determ;:mtian of an actval
objective world, under the rorm of extornality, thus more powerful than and
not btelonging to his essence. There is nothing inconseivable and perplexing
in thls. Rather the reverse would bo porplexing. But 1t is Just ag clear that
aelf-congeiousness, vie., its externalization, could only nosit thingnees, i.e,,
only an atstract thing, a thing of abetraction and no actual thing. It ie
furthar cvident that thingmess therefores 1s not at all independent and =neentizl
over ngninet self-congoiouaness ut o mare creature, something nogited by
consciouensag and that that whioh is posltsd, inetead of being something which
gonfirms itaelf, im only a confirmatlon of the act of poslting, whish momntnrily
fixes its emergy ns a product and in appearance apportlona to it the rols -

. but ouly for one moment - of en independent actual casence. .
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¥hsa actual corporeal Man, standing on firm and well-rounded

agrth, inhaling nnd exhaling all natural forces, posilts hie actusl objective
essential copacliies as alien objects through his externalization, it is not ‘
the act of positing which 1z the subject. It 1s the subjectivity of objestive

- eseentinl capacities whope aection must thoerefore almo bhe objective. Objective
osgence werks osbjectively, and it would not work objectively if objectivity
did not inhere in the dotermination of its essence, It creates, posits only
obJects becauss 1% i pogited through objects, because its home belongs to
Hature, In the act of positing, it thus does not depart from its purs pcte
ivity in order §o create the object, but its abjective product confirms
marely iis objective pctivity, its activity as an activity of nn objective
aaturel egeenca. '

¥e see here how thurougzhgoing Naturaliam or Humaniem distinguiches
itself both from Ideslism and from Materialism, and is at the same time the .

. truth uniting both. We see at the same time how only Naturalism 1g capable of
grasping the act of world higtory. ) .

Han I inmedistely a natursl esgence. As natural essencs and
a8 living naturel esasence, ha is endowed partly with natural forces, with
1iving forces, and active matural esgence. Thege forces exlet in him asy dig-
positions and capabilities, as inatinects. A= netural, corporoal, GERELIUD,
objeciive essence he is partly a pasoive (leidenden); conditioned and limited
belng, like the animal and the plant. That is, the objects of his inmtincts ‘
exipt outslde him ms objects dindependent of him, but these objects are objects
of his neods, emsantial cbiects indigpensable to the action and confirmation of
.ble own dsgential capacities, Thal. man ie a corporenl, living, .actual sensuous
ebjective esgence, endowed with natural force, means that he has actual aensuons
" objects aa objects of his esasence, of his llfe-expressinn, or that he is capable
of expressing his 1ife only 'in actual senguous objects. It 4s the game thing
to be objective, natural and sensuous, or to have object, nature, mense oute.
gide onegelf, or evan to be object, nature, sense for a third heing. FHunger is
a natural necessity. - Therefore, one requires a nature outslde oneself, an :
object outelds cneself in order Yo gatloly and appease oneself, Hunger is the
obJectlvs need of a body for an object outside of itself, indispensable to, _
ite integratlon and expression of essence. The sun ig the object Tor the pleat, .
an object indispensable to it, confirming its 1ife, In the same way, the
'plant ip mn object to the sun, as expression of the lifo-producing power of .
the sun, of tha objective enpential force of the oun. N

dn essence which does not have its mature outeids 1taelf ip not -
a natural essence, fakes no part in the essence of nature, An essence which has
no object outeide of itself ip not an objective esmence. An essence which ig
not ltself object for a third esaence has no esgence for 1tz object, that is,

does not behave objectively; its being 18 not object_.ive.'

A non-objective essence is not an esgence at all,

Suppose there were an essence nelther itaself an object nor
having an'object. Such an espence would #irgt of all ba the only essence,. -
There would exist no essence outside of it. . It would exlst alone and eol-
itavy. Por as soon ms there are objects outslde of mygelf, as goon as I am not
slone, I am an othor, snother «tuslity than the obJect outside of ms, For

" thie third object I am thus an actuality other than it, i.s., its object.
An essence which is not object to another essence presuppeses thus that no
objeotive essence existe. As soon as.l have an cbject, thig object has me

.18
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for 1te object. But an unobjective essence is an unactual, unsensucus essence,
merely thought, i.e., only fancied, an essence of abetraction. To be sansucus,
i.e., to be actual, 1s to be an object of sense, to be & sensuous object;
therefore to have sensuous objects outside onegelf, to have objects for one's
sensuousneas. To be sensuous is to be pageive,

Man as an objective gensuous essence ig therefure a passive
essecce, and eince he is on espence experiencing his passlvity, he is a pea-
slonate essence. Bmstlon, passion, is the essential power of men striving
energetically toward ite object. -

However, mgn 18 not merely a natural essence, Mut he 1s also a
humen natural essence, i.e, an essence which ig for-itself, therefors a
specles—essence which mot confirm and arfirm itgelf both in its being and
.in its knowing. Haman objects are therefore nelther those ocbjecte of nmature
which offer themnelvep immediately, nor is human genes, insofar as it is
iumediate- and objective, human gensuousnega, human objectivity., Nelther
Meture taken objectively nor Hature taken subjectively is immediately adequate
to human essence. And just as all natural things must emarge, man also mus}
have hig act of emergence - dietory. . Thiz, howsver, is Zor him & XnoWh act
of emergence and therefoye an act of emergence which is transcended in con~
sciousness. History ia the true natural history of Man, (We wiil return %o
thig point.) '

A T by e s

Third, because tais positing of thingness is itself only an
eppesrance, an aot contradicting the essence of pure activity, 1t must also
sgain be transcended. Thinghood must be denied.

ad, 3,4, 5, 6, 3) This externslization of congciousness hag
not only negative but aleo positive meaning, and 4) thie positive meaning is
B0t only for us or in iteelf but for 1%, consclousnees itself. 5) The N
negativity of the object, its tra.nacepden’ce of iteelf, hes for consclousness
the positive meanipg, that ia, 1% knowe this negativity of itspelf becange 1t
externalizes 1tself. For in this externalization, 1% knows ite own self
as object or the object for the sake of the ingeparable unity of itg for-
itselfness. 6) On the other hand, the other Moment is herein implied at the
some time, namely, that it haa to the same extent also transcended and with-
drawvn into itself thie externslization and objectivity, and that, cecordingly,
it ig in ite otherness as such with itgelf,

"We have already seen that, for Hegel, the appropriation of
allenated objective essence or the transcendence of cbjectivity under the de-
termination of alienation -~ which is to develop from indifferent sirangeness

" into actunlly hostile alienation - has at the same tims, or even mainiy,
%he slgnificance of transcending objectivity, because the stunbling-block in
the alisnation is not the determinate character of the object but ite cbjective
" character for self-econsciousness, The object in tharefore something negative,
something transcending itself, a nothingness. For consciousness, this nothing-
ness of the object has not only a negative but almo a positive méaning, for
this nothingnees of the objset ig the very self-affirmation of un-objectivity,
of abstraction of itgelf, For counsclousness iteelf, the nothingness of the
object has therefore a poeitive meaning, namely, that it kmowr this nothingness,
the objective oswence as lts seli-externalization, that 4% knows that it only
exists through ite eelf-externalization,

. Knoving is the way in which consciousness existe and in whish
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sonething exists for it. Xnowing 16 its sole act. Something therefore. cones
into being for it ingofar as it knows this thing. EKnowing 1s ite unique
objectiva relation, Now it knows the nothingness of the objeet, 1.e., the
abgence of distinction of the object from it, the not-belng of the object for
i¢. It knows thie beceuse it knows the object ag its seli-externallzation,
i,e., 1t knows itgelf - the knowing as object - hecanse the object 1s only the
sppecrarce ¢f an object, an artificlel vapor, in itz essence no other then
knowing 1tself, which is counterposed to itself aud therafors has counterpossd
to 1ceelf a nothingnegs, esomething which has 1o objectivity outside of knowing.
Or knowing knows that only ipsofer ca 1t ig related to an obnjact, 1s it outelde
of 1tpelf, does it externalize itself, that it only appears to itself as object,
or that what appears to it as object is only 1tgelf. -

On the other hend, saye Eegel, there is algo contalned in thig
at the same time the obther Moment, that it has likewigc transeended and with-
drawn into itself this externmlization and objectivity. Hence, that in ita
otherness it ig av such by 1teelf. . -

, In this exposition ave concentrated mll the illusions of
spoeculative thinking. ' ‘ :

’ In ‘the first pleee, consciousnesa, solf-conselousness is in
1te othernese as such with itself, It is thus - or if we abstract here from
the Hegollan abstraction and substitute for eelf-consclousness the a8lf-con-

sclovaneas of msn -~ it ig in its otherness as suech by iteelf. In this is implied,

on the one hand, that consciousness - knowing as knowing, thinking as thinking -
pretenda to be directly the other of 1tself, pretends to be eonsucusnegs,
actuality, life - thirking surpassing itsilf in thinking (Peuerbach). Thip
ezpect 1as hore implied insofar as consciousness as mere consciousness mate

an obstruction rot in alienated objectivity but in objectivity as such. ”

N )

~ In the second place, what is lwplied here, ig that self-conscious
man, insofar as he hac recognized the spiritual world - or, the gspiritual
Junlversal existence of hies world as exterialization, and transcended 1%,
nevertheless confirms it again in thig externaligzed form and proclaims it to
be hia true exlstence, restures it and pretends to be with himgelf in hig
otherness as such, Thus, after transcending, for example, religion, aiter
the recognition of religlon as a product of self-externalization, he still
finde himself confirmed in religion us religion. Here we huve the root of the
false positivism of Hegel, or his only apparently critical position: what -
? ensrbach characterizes as positing, negating and the restoration of religion
or theology - which ie, however, to be conceived mors ‘generally. Thus reason
1s by iteelf in unreason as unresson, Man who has recognized that in law,
politics ete. he 1s lgading an externalized life, pursues in this external-
ized life as such his true human 1ife. Self-affirmation and self-coniirm-
atimm in contradiction wlth itself, both in regard to knowing and to the ossence
of tie object, is therefore true knowing and living, Thus, nothing more neod e
eald of Hegel's adaptation to religion, the atate, ete., for this lie is the lle
of his progress.

1

When I know religion as externalized human salf-consoiousness,
I therefore know that I confirm in it ag religion not my self-consciousness
but my externalized self--consciousness. I thersfore know my self-consciouaness

belonging to ituelf and to its esmgence to e gonflrmed not in religion but
rather in negated, transcended religlon.

‘

1
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In Hegel, the negation of the negation is therefore not the
contirmation of true essence, namely, through negation of apparent essgencs,
but the confirmation of apparent essence, or of anlienated essence in its denial,
or the denlpl of this appaTent essence as an objective essence exiating outeide
man and independent of him, and its trangformation into the subject. '

Therafore, transcendence plays a peculiar role, in which negatlon
and preservation or affiruation are connected.

Thes, for example, in Hegel’s Fhilogophy of Bight irangcended
private right is morality, trangcended morality is the pame as family, tran
geended faxily the same as civil gociaety, transcended eivil seciety the same
ag the state, transcended state the same as world Wlstory. In acitusliliy,
private right, morality, family, civil society, the siate, etc. renain in
exigbence. Only they have become moment, modes of existence and being of men,
which are not valid in their lsolatien, which resolve and produce on¢ another
reciprocally, etc. Moments of the movenent, :

, Thig, their moving essence, is concealed in thelr actual exist-
ence., It appears and is revealod firgt in thought, in philosophr, That is
why ny true religlous exlstence 16 ny religiouns-philosophical existencs, my
trie political existence ny existence in the philogophy of right, my true
patural existenmce my existence in the philosophy of nature, my true artistic
existence my existence in the philosophy of art, my true human existence
my philosophic existence, In the same way the philosophies of religion,

" pature, the state aud art are the true eristence of raligion, etate, nature
and art. If, ‘however, the philesophy of religion, ete, is for me only the true
existence of religion, I am truly religious oniy as a philosopher of religlon,
and thus I deny actual reoliglousness and the actuelly religious man, BEBul at
the name time, I affirm them, partly within my own exisience or within alien
exietence which I counterpose to fthem, for thie iy only tneir pnilosophic
exprescion: partly, in their peculiar original form, for to me they are valid
only as apparent otherness, as allegories, as contigurations niddsn undsr
senstous hiska of their own true existence, vhich iz my philegophic existence.

. In the same way, ‘transcended quality ls the game as quantity,
transcended -quantity the came ag measure, transcended measure the safte as
epsence, trensceaded essence the same as appearance, tranpoended appearance
the same ag actuelity, transcended actuality the same as concept, transcended.
concept the ssme as objectivity, transcended objectivity the same as nbsolute
1den, transcended absolute idea the pame ms nature, transcended nature the same
as the subjective spirit, transceanded suugective spirit the same ag the ethical
ebjective suirit, trenmscended eshicel gpirit the seme as art, tianscended art
the some as religion, transceaded rellgion +he peme abeolnte knoving,

On the one hand, this tranacendence is & transcendence of
epsence insofar as it is thought, Hence, private property ag thought of is
trangcended in the thoughts of morallty. 4And because thinking fancles 1tself
to be Lumediately the other of itself, sensuous actunlity, therefore its
action ceems to it also to be sensuously actual action, *hus, this transcend-
ence through thinking, which permits its object to remain in actuality, belleves
1t hap actually overcome the object. And on the other hand, becavuse the object

 has now becoma for it a moment of thought, thig object is also token by it in -
its actuality, as the self-confirmation of itself, of self-consciousnesns,
of abetractlon,

e
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In one respect, thersfore, the sxistence vhich Hegel transcends
in pallosopiy 18 not metual religlon, the state, nature, ut religion itgelf
already besome mn object of knowing, dogmstism end in the sawe vay, Juris-
prudence, tha selence cf the state, the secience of nature. Therefors, in this'
respact, he opposes both the actual essence and immediate unphilosophic
sclence, or the unphilosophie concepts of this eseence, He contradiets there-
fore tnsir accepted concepts.

In ancther respect, the religlous ete. man cen find in Hegel
hig fiual confiruation.

Now we must try tc¢ grasp the positive moments of the Hegelian
dialectic, within the determipation of alienation.

: . a) Transcendence, ac objective movement withdrawing external- .
ization into itself, This is the insight, expregsed within alienation, of the .
appropriation of objective eecence through the transcendence of 1ts alienation,
the alienated insight into the actual objectification of man, into the actual
‘appropriation of nls objective essence through the destruction of the alienated
determination of the obJective world, through ite transcendence in its nlienated
existence, In the same way, athiesm, as transcendence of God, 1s the beconing

\ of Stheoreticel humanism; communism, Bs trauscendence of private property is the
‘, vindication of actusl human *:ving as its own property, which is the becoming
iof practical hunmanism or Athelsm is humanigm nedigted by transcendence of -
religion ané communisnm iz humanism mediated Ly transcendence of private S
property, Not until the transcendence of this mediation, which ig nevertheless
& necessaly pre-supposition, doess there arige positive Humanlsm beginning

from itself. . : -

Athelsm and commnism, however, are.not a flight or abstraction’
froum nor ‘a loss of the objective world produced by man or of hle esnsential
capreities brought to objectivity. It is not a poverty raturning to unnatural
undeveloped cimplicity. Atheism and communiem are rather the first actual
process of Decomlng the actualization of his essence become actual For nan- and
of his essence as actuel. . ' - :

Thus, Kegel, incofer as he grasps the meaning of the nogitive
sense oI the negabion r&lated to ltwelf, even 1f in an slienated woy, concelves
self-alienation, exterunlization of essence, contraposition and the separation
of men from reality as a process of self~conquest, alteratlon of esnence,
objectification and realization. Briefly, within an abatrect framework, he
corslders Laebor to be the seli-productive act of men, the relation 4o Mmpelf
Be an elien essence and its wanifestntion rs alien essence &g the developing

" conscioueness and life of the species. ) -

v}  In Hayel, apart {rom or rather as & conssquencs of tha
perversity already deseribed, thls act appears, on the one hand, only ag= |
formal becamse it is abatvact, because human essence iteelf is regarded only
a8 an abstract thinking essence, as self-consciousness; or secondly, because the
conseption io abstract and formal, transcendence of externalization -becomes
confirmation of externalization, That is, for Hegel, that movement of golf-
production, of self-objectification ms celf-externalization and self-alien
ation, is the ahsolute and therefore the final expression of human 1life, ite
self-purpose, restirg in Ltrelf and arrived at itsg esaence,

This movement in its abstract forn ag dialeétice is therefors

\
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regarded as truly humas living. ‘l;et, becauge it is an é.‘batraction, an alienation
of human life, it 1e¢ regarded ss a divine process, hence as the divine process

of man, a proceas carried out by its abstract, pure, absolute essence distinet
fron ian,

: Thirdly, this process must have s supporter, a subject, but the
subject :merges firet as a result, Thip result, the subject lknowlng itsel?
as ahsolute gelf-counsciousness 1ig therefors God, abaolute spirit, the Idea
knowing and affirming 1taelf. Actual man and actusl nature become mare pred-
lcates, symbole of this concenled unactual men and this unactusl nature.
BubJect and predicate, therefore, hove a relation of absolute inversion to
each other, mystical subject~object or a subjectivity extending beyond Lhe
object, the abgolute subject as a process, a eubject externalizing itself and
returning to iteelf from this externalization, but returning it at the name
time into itgelf and the subject ag this process; the pure restless circling
within itself, . : '

First of all, we have & formal and abstract conception of the
human act of self-production or the act of self-objectification of man, The
allenated object, the alienated actusl esgence of man — gines Hegel guppoges

-man to be the same ag self-consciousness - ig nothing more than consclougness,
ip only the thought of alienation, its abstract and therefore empty unactusl -
expression, negetion. The transcendence of this externalization is. hence .
likewige only an abstract empty transcendence of the former empty abstraotion,
the negation of the negation, The full living sensmous concrete activity of
self-objectification, therefors, becomes its mere abatraction, sheolute negativ-
ity, -en abatraction which ig again fixed as such and is thoughtasz an independent
activity, as slmply activity, Because this so-called negativity is nothing
but the abstract empty form of the former actual living act, I1ts content alao
can be merely a formal content produced Ty the mbstraction from all confent,
Thare are therefors thege universal forms of- abstractiong, pertaining to every
content, therefore glso boih indiffersnt to 211 content and for that reasoen y :
applieable to any content, thought~forms, loglcal categoriwmg torn away from . ;

" scturl gpirit ond from mctusl nature, (We witl davelop the loglcal corbent 'K""“W &
of absolute negativity further down in this treatise.) ‘

) The poeitive contribution which Hugel has nade in-hie specule~ :
tive Loglc is this: The definite concepts, the universal fixed thought~forms,

in thelr independence of nature and spirit, are a necessary result of the

universal slienation of human esgence and hence algo of human thinking., Hegel

- has presented and collected them together as moments of the process of abstraction,

For example, transcended being 1s ecsence, transcended sgsence ig concept, !
tranccended concept is the Absolute Iden. 3But what then is the Absolute Idea?

It syain transcends itself 1f it ig not going to carry out again the whole
rrevious act of abstraction, and if it ig not going to be satisfied with being
& totality of abstractions or the abetraction grasplng itself, 3ut the
abastractlon grasping itrelf as nbstraction knows itself as nothing, It must
abendon the abestraction and arrive at an sgsence which ig ita very opposlte,

i.e., at Nature. The whole Loglo 1g therefore the proof that abstract thinking
is nothing for itaelf, that the Absolute Idea ip nothing for itself until
Rature 1s something.

The Abeolute Idea, tha abstract Idea which "when viewed on the |
polnt of this its unity with itgelf, in Intuition," (Hegel, Engvclopadis,
3. Ausg. p. 222), (18), which, l.c., "in its own absolute truth...resolves
to let tha ‘moment! of it particularity or of the first characterization and

other-being, the immediate ldea, as 1ts reflectsd image, go forth frasly as
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Hature," 1.e.; this whole Tdes behaving in such a strange and baroque way which
has cansed the Hegelinns tremendoug headaches, is nothing more than mere ab-
straction, i.e., the abatract thinker, who, made clever by experience and
enllghtened beyond its truth, hus decided under many false and still pbatract
conditicns, to abandon himself and to substitute his othernese, the particular,
the determined, for his self-containsd being, his nothingness, hig unlversality
and his indeterminateness. It decides to release freely from itaelf Hature
vhich it bad concealsd within itself only as an abstraction, as a thing of
thought, 1.e., to abandon abstraction and to observe Hature free from abatraction,
The abstract Idea which becomas immediate intultion iz nothing tut abptract
thinking which standons iteelf and decides to intult, This whole transition
from the Loglc to the Philosophy of Nature is mersly the transition from
abgtraction to inwuitien, a transitlon difiicult for the abastract thinker to
executs and therefore described by him in such a fantastic fashion., The mystieal
feeling which drives the Dhilosophers from gbatract thinking into intuition

is borsdom, the yearning for a content.

(Man alienated from himself is also the thinker who is sllemsted
from hia essence, 1.e,, his natural and Immgn ‘essence. Him thoughts are there—
fore fixed spirits, residing outside Hature and Man, Hepel has impriconed ail
theas fixed aspirits in his Logle and has concelved emch of them firet as
nggation, &s externalization of human thinking, then as negation of negation,
i.s., 8s transcendence of this externalization, as the actual expression of ;
human thinking. 3But since it 'ig gtill caught in the alienation, this negation
of the negation is partly .th: restoration of -this thought in its aliexntion,
parily a remaining in the finnl act, the relation to Ltgpelf in it externnl-
ization as the true existence of thege fixed spirits, E {That 1s Hegel has
mubstituted the act of abstraction, circling withia iteelf, for the former .
fixed abstractions. Thereby, he has performed the service of tracing the origin
of all these improper conceptions of the individual philosophies according to

their atandpoint. He hns collectad them and, instead of s determinats abstraction, -

bas created the abstraction in its entire range as the object of the ecritieal
philosophy, ) {(Vuoy Hegel separates. thinking fesm the subject we shall gae
later. "It ig nov, however, already clear that Af there is no man, the sxpressioa
of his esgence can slso not be human; hence, thatthinking cannot be regarded
.88 the expression of human essence, consideved ag a human aaturel gubject with
eyes and ears, living in scciety and in the world and in nature,) ; Pargly,
ingofar as this abstraction (of the Negation of the nezation) colprehends
itself and expsriences aboul itself an infinite boredom, thers mppsara h .
Hegel the abandonment of abstrect thought which.only moves in thought, which is
without eyee, without taeth, without ears, without anything, namely, as the
decision to ackrowledge Naturs as Besence and to apply ltgelf to intueition,)

But aleo, Nature, saken in its abstraction, for itcelf, fixed
izn ito separztion from man, ic nothing for Man. That the abotract thifnlcer who
has decided te intuit Nature gerves it abstractly, is pelf-svident, dJust ag
Hature remsined enclosed by the thinker, in its concealed and mysterious form,
a8 Absvlute Jdea, as a thing of thought, so, in releasing 1t, he has in truth
released only this alstract Nature from himself, only the thought of Natuve,
But now 1t ham the meaning that it is the otherneas of thought, that it 4p
zetual observed nature distinguished from abstract thinking. Or, to speak
human language, the abstrect thinker in his intultlon of Nature experiences
that the essences which ho meant to create in the divine Diplectic out of
nothing, out of pure absiraction, as pure products of the work of thought,
weaving in itself and anowhere looking out into actuality, are nothing but
abstractions of the determinntions of Nature, The vhole of Nature thus repeats

1)
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for him the logical abstractlons, oxcept in a sensuous sxternal form. He

pgeir snglyzes 1t and these sbstractione, Tims his conception of Nature 1s

only the mct which confirms his abstraction from the observation of Nature, the

gonerative proceep of his abestraction consciously repented by himself, In this

way, for exawnple, time im 1ike the negativitv which relates itsslf to itgelf.

(p: 238, 1.2.) (19). Corresponding in & natural form to tranecended becoming -

as oxlstence, is tranacended movement as matter. Light in the mural form of

reflexion in itself, Body, as moon and conet, is the natural form of the

oppoeition which, according to the Logic, ias, on the one hand, the positive

regsting in 1tself, on the other, the negative resting in itself, The earth

ip ths natural form of loglcal ground, as the negative unity of ocpposites, etc.
Hoture as Nature, i.e., insofar as it still distinguipghes itself '

sensuously from the sbove-mentloned secrst meaning hidden in 1%, Nature, asparsted

snd distingulehed from these abstractions, 1s nothing, a nothing pregerving

itself ag nothing., I4 is sonselegs or has only the senge of an eztermlity

which hae been transcended. .

"In the finite-teleological standpoint, we flnd ths corrsct
rasnpposition, that Nature does not contaln in itself an abeolute purpose,®
p.225) (20} Its purpose is the confirmation of shatracticn, "Meture hes
gkown itealf to be tha Idea in the form of otherness., Since the Idea thus
oxists a3 the negativo of itself or externsl to itself, Nature likewlse ie no%

‘externsl, except relative to this Idea but Externality constltutos the determin-

ation ander which the ldea ie as Nature." (p.227} (21) _
,-

Externality ie hsre not to be understood as aenauouanaea aXm

pressing 1teelf and revealed in light and te sensuoccs man. Externnlit,v in to

he taken here in the mense of externalization, of a fault, of a defect which
~ought not to be, For the frue ie still the Idea. Nature is onldy the form of
its otherness. And slnce abetract thinking is the essence, whatover is outside |,
of 1t, is, according to its essence, only external, The abgtract thinker
acknowledges at the same time that sensuousnesg is the essence of Hature,
externality in opposition to thinking weawing in itself. Dut ab thy same time
he expresses this opposition in the following way, that this externality of
Neture 1s its opposition to thinking, the latter's leficiency and thus, that.

" ipsofar as it im diatinguished from ababtraction, ‘it 1s a_deficient’ essence,

an essence which ig not only deficient for me, in my eyes, but e gelf-deficient
egsence, has somothing outside itself which it lacks. That i, i%s esesnce la
so’methinb other than ltself. For the abstract thinker, Nature must therefure
transcend itself, since it is presupposed 'by him es an easence potentially
tranccended, . . o .

¥From our point of view Mind has for its m*aggrmg_:;itign Nature,
of which it is the truth, and for that renson its gbgolute prius, In this,
ite truth, Nature has vanished, and mind has resulted aw the 'Idea' ontered
into possession of 1iself, whose object ar well as subject is the ooncept.
This identity is gbmolute nezptivity - because in Nature the concept hag its
completely external objectivity which has however tranacended its externalization
and it hes in thip become ldentical with itself. Thus at the seme time 1t ig $this
identity only eo far as it 1s a return out of nature." 122)

“Ravelation, which as the abatract idea is an immediate transition,
the becoming of nature, 1s as revelation of gpirit, which is free, the positing
of nature aes its world; a positing which as reflexion is at the same time pre-
‘supposltion of the world as independent nature, Revelation in the concept im:
creation of nature am its belng, in which it gives itself the affirmation and
truth of its frecdom, Tho Absolute i1s epirity this is the highest definltion of
the Abzolute." (23) ' :
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first and third sections have been translated into Bnglich as The logic
of Hegal and The Fhilosophy of Hind, The second part, The 2hilosophy of

Hature has net bean translated, - Tr.

Enthusserung in this essay is variously tranelated as esirangement or as
externalization. The latter is used when Marx is applying the strict

philosophic meanlngs In the French, EntHusse is gometimes translated
aliematiorn and sometimes exteriosation. (Deuvres FPhilosophi ue, ed.

Molitor, v.6) - Tr..
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