Marx’s Description of His Dialectics

From Capital, vol. 1, Postface to the Second Edition

My dialectical method is, in its foundations, not only different from the Hegelian, but
exactly opposite to it. For Hegel, the process of thinking, which he even transforms into an
independent subject, under the name of 'the Idea’, is the creator of the real world, and the
real world is only the external appearance of the idea. With me the reverse is true: the ideal is
nothing but the material world reflected in the mind of man, and translated into forms of
thought.

| criticized the mystificatory side of the Hegelian dialectic nearly thirty years ago, at a time
when it was still the fashion. But just when | was working at the first volume of Capital, the ill-
humored, arrogant and mediocre epigones who now talk large in educated German circles
began to take pleasure in treating Hegel in the same way as the good Moses Mendelssohn
treated Spinoza in Lessing's time, namely as a 'dead dog'.- | therefore openly avowed myself
the pupil of that mighty thinker, and even, here and there in the chapter on the theory of
value, coquetted with the mode of expression peculiar to him. The mystification which the
dialectic suffers in Hegel's hands by no means prevents him from being the first to present its
general forms of motion in a comprehensive and conscious manner. With him it is standing
on its head. It must be inverted, in order to discover the rational kernel within the mystical
shell.

In its mystified form, the dialectic became the fashion in Germany, because it seemed to
transfigure and glorify what exists. In its rational form it is a scandal and an abomination to
the bourgeoisie and its doctrinaire spokesmen, because it includes in its positive
understanding of what exists a simultaneous recognition of its negation, its inevitable
destruction; because it regards every historically developed form as being in a fluid state, in
motion, and therefore grasps its transient aspect as well; and because it does not let itself be
impressed by anything, being in its very essence critical and revolutionary.

The fact that the movement of capitalist society is full of contradictions impresses itself
most strikingly on the practical bourgeois in the changes of the periodic cycle through which
modern industry passes, the summit of which is the general crisis. That crisis is once again
approaching, although as yet it is only in its preliminary stages, and by the universality of its
field of action and the intensity of its impact it will drum dialectics even into the heads of the
upstarts in charge of the new Holy Prussian-German Empire.



