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Abstract	

The	generation	and	development	of	any	thought	has	its	source.	We	know	that	the	three	
theoretical	sources	of	Marxism	are	the	German	classical	philosophy,	the	British	classical	
political	economy	and	the	Utopian	socialist	theory	of	Britain	and	France.	The	emergence	
of	Marxism	is	not	only	the	criticism	and	inheritance	of	these	three	theoretical	sources,	
but	also	the	creation	of	a	large	number	of	social	practices	in	combination	with	the	social	
and	historical	conditions	at	that	time.	As	one	of	the	branches	of	Marxism,	Marxist	legal	
thought	is	naturally	inseparable	from	the	support	of	these	three	theoretical	sources.	
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1. The	Reference	and	Absorption	of	German	Classical	Philosophy	

Modern	 German	 classical	 philosophy	 is	 the	 highest	 theoretical	 achievement	 of	 western	
philosophy	development	before	Marxism	came	 into	being.	Before	 the	 emergence	of	Marxist	
jurisprudence,	the	thinkers	of	western	countries	have	produced	many	seemingly	true	studies	
on	jurisprudence,	but	they	have	not	been	separated	from	the	category	of	idealism.	Nevertheless,	
it	also	provides	a	lot	of	theoretical	guidance	for	the	creation	of	Marx	and	Engels,	which	is	helpful	
for	 us	 to	 scientifically	 understand	 and	 understand	 the	 theoretical	 origin	 of	 Marxist	
jurisprudence.	
Speaking	of	German	classical	philosophy,	we	have	to	say	that	their	representatives	Kant	and	
Hegel.	As	 the	 founder	of	German	classical	philosophy,	Kant's	 "three	critiques"	constitute	his	
great	philosophical	system,	namely	"Critique	of	Pure	Reason",Critique	of	Practical	Reason"	and	
"Critique	 of	 Judgment".	 In	 Critique	 of	 Pure	 Reason,	 Kant	 mainly	 investigated	 the	 cognitive	
ability	and	scope	of	human	beings	and	held	that	reason	does	not	follow	the	mode	of	subject	
according	to	object	in	cognition,	but	the	mode	of	object	according	to	subject.	The	essence	of	this	
kind	of	thinking	mode	revolution	is	the	reversal	of	the	relation	between	subject	and	object.In	
Critique	of	Practical	Reason,	Kant	examined	human	desire	and	Olivetti	ability,	and	explored	the	
field	of	free	morality.	He	believes	that	good	will	accords	with	the	characteristics	of	freedom,	
good	will	is	the	will	with	good	itself	as	the	purpose,	get	rid	of	the	rational	rule	guidance	of	all	
experience	 factors,	 good	 will	 legislates	 for	 itself	 and	 obeys	 the	 law,	 which	 is	 moral	 self‐
discipline,	 and	 emphasizes	 the	 good	 motive	 of	 morality	 at	 the	 same	 time.	 In	 Critique	 of	
Judgment,	 Kant	 believes	 that	 human	mind	 has	 cognitive	 ability,	 desire	 ability	 and	 emotion	
ability,	and	these	three	abilities	all	have	their	own	innate	principles.	The	innate	principles	of	
the	first	two	abilities	correspond	to	the	first	two	kinds	of	criticism	respectively.	Therefore,	the	
innate	 principles	 of	 emotion	 ability	 should	 also	 be	 found	 in	 judgment	 criticism.	 He	 saw	
judgment	as	an	intermediate	link	between	understanding	and	reason.	In	Critique	of	Judgment,	
Kant	put	forward	reflective	judgment,	which	is	divided	into	aesthetic	judgment	and	teleological	
judgment,	and	explained	that	human	art	and	culture	are	the	ultimate	basis	of	natural	law	and	
moral	self‐discipline.	Compilation	Group	of	History	of	Western	Philosophy.		
Hegel	 is	 the	 integrator	 of	 modern	 German	 classical	 philosophy.	 Through	 his	 criticism	 and	
absorption	 of	western	philosophy	 and	German	 classical	 philosophy	 since	modern	 times,	 he	
established	 his	 huge	 philosophical	 system,	 which	 represents	 the	 peak	 of	 German	 classical	
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philosophy.	First	of	all,	Hegel	criticizes	the	direction	error	of	modern	western	philosophers	who	
take	 epistemology	 as	 the	 center.	 In	 epidemiological	 philosophy,	 they	 regard	 the	 means	 to	
achieve	the	goal	of	truth	as	the	end	and	the	tools	of	cognition	as	the	truth	itself,	thus	abandoning	
the	goal	of	philosophy	to	pursue	truth	and	knowledge.	Compilation	Group	of	History	of	Western	
Philosophy.	 It	 then	 critically	 explains	 that	 the	 methodological	 premise	 of	 modern	 western	
philosophy	 is	 "wrong",	 pointing	 out	 that	 philosophers	 in	 modern	 times	 always	 assume	 a	
method	of	avoiding	and	eliminating	errors	before	exploring	truth,	so	as	to	approach	truth	is	
wrong.	Finally,	it	criticizes	the	metaphysical	mode	of	thinking	popular	in	western	philosophy	
since	modern	times,	and	reveals	that	metaphysical	thinking	is	static,	one‐sided,	 isolated	and	
either‐or,	and	reveals	the	opposition	between	this	mode	of	thinking	and	dialectics.	
German	classical	philosophy	is	an	important	summary	of	western	philosophy,	their	research	
and	 understanding	 of	 thinking	 and	 existence,	 knowable	 and	 unknowable,	metaphysics	 and	
dialectics	 and	 other	 issues,	 for	 the	 formation	 and	 development	 of	 dialectical	 materialism,	
historical	materialism	is	of	great	significance.	In	particular,	Kant	and	Hegel	had	a	great	impact	
on	 the	 formation	 of	Marx	 and	 Engels'	 legal	 thoughts	 in	 the	 early	 stage.	 Through	 the	 above	
discussion	of	 their	 thoughts,	 it	 is	conducive	 to	deepen	our	knowledge	and	understanding	of	
Marxist	legal	thoughts.	

2. Criticism	and	Absorption	of	British	Classical	Political	Economy	

British	 classical	 political	 economy,	 as	 the	 source	 of	 Marxist	 political	 economy	 thought	 and	
theory,	 has	 experienced	 three	 stages	 of	 development,	 the	 three	 stages	 have	 their	
representatives,	the	early	representative	of	William	Petty,	the	middle	representative	of	Adam	
Smith,	and	the	end	of	David	Ricardo.	
With	the	emergence	of	capitalism,	the	first	theoretical	mercantilism	of	capitalist	society	came	
into	being.	 It	 can	be	 said	 that	mercantilism	 is	 both	 a	policy	 and	 a	doctrine.	The	purpose	of	
mercantilism	is	to	increase	the	monetary	wealth	of	capitalism.	The	early	mercantilism	policy	is	
mainly	to	prohibit	the	export	of	domestic	precious	metals	and	introduce	foreign	gold	and	silver.	
The	policy	of	the	late	period	was	mainly	to	run	a	trade	surplus,	that	is,	to	require	a	country	to	
export	 more	 than	 it	 imports.	 With	 the	 development	 of	 capitalist	 production,	 the	 study	 of	
economic	problems	is	gradually	transferred	from	the	circulation	field	to	the	production	field,	
and	political	economy	comes	into	being.	
As	the	founder	of	political	economy,	William	Petty,	whose	economic	theory	was	built	on	the	
ruins	of	mercantilism,	his	most	 important	contribution	is	to	put	forward	the	labor	theory	of	
value,	an	important	theory.	He	believed	that	the	source	of	value	is	labor,	that	is,	the	labor	time	
needed	 to	 produce	 goods.	 But	 because	 Petty	 did	 not	 understand	 the	 duality	 of	 labor	 in	
producing	goods,	his	labor	theory	of	value	has	serious	shortcomings.	Paddy	confused	concrete	
labor	with	abstract	labor,	and	regarded	concrete	labor	as	the	creator	of	value.	In	fact,	the	source	
of	value	is	abstract	labor.	In	addition,	although	he	is	wrong	to	think	that	land	rent	is	the	only	
transformation	 form	 of	 surplus	 value,	 but	 according	 to	 his	 theory	 of	 labor	 value,	 he	
unconsciously	found	the	existence	of	surplus	value.	
Adam	Smith,	known	as	the	father	of	economics,	his	book	"The	Wealth	of	Nations"	has	a	great	
influence	on	later	generations.	In	the	book,	he	discussed	the	reasons	for	the	improvement	of	
labor	productivity	and	explained	the	order	of	the	natural	distribution	of	labor	output	among	
different	social	classes.	He	divided	the	people	in	the	society	into	three	classes.	They	were	the	
first	kind	of	workers	who	had	no	means	of	production	and	could	only	live	on	their	wages.	A	
second	class	of	capitalist	who	possesses	the	means	of	production	and	thus	can	make	a	profit;	
The	third	type	is	the	landowner	who	owns	the	land	and	can	get	the	rent	from	it,	that	is	to	say,	
corresponding	to	the	distribution	of	wages,	profits	and	rent	respectively.	It	also	mentioned	the	
division	of	labor	and	the	accumulation	of	capital.	Division	of	labor	can	improve	the	productivity	
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of	labor,	and	capital	can	increase	the	number	of	workers,	both	of	which	can	increase	the	wealth	
of	a	country.	He	also	advocated	liberal	economy	and	opposed	state	intervention	in	economic	
development.	 At	 the	 same	 time,	 Smith	 also	 criticized	 the	 shortcomings	 of	 mercantilism,	
believing	 that	mercantilism	hindered	 the	 freedom	of	 economic	 activities	 and	 the	 growth	 of	
national	wealth.	In	the	end,	Smith	also	demonstrated	the	financial	problems	of	the	country,	and	
believed	that	the	wealth	of	the	country	could	promote	the	accumulation	of	capital	and	increase	
the	national	wealth	only	when	the	income	was	greater	than	the	expenditure.	Although	Smith	
recognized	the	true	origin	of	surplus	value	 in	his	economic	studies,	 the	scientific	and	vulgar	
elements	 of	 his	 theoretical	 system	 were	 intertwined,	 so	 his	 scientific	 contributions	 were	
overshadowed	by	his	own	vulgar	elements.David	Ricardo,	the	great	architect	of	British	political	
economy,	developed	classical	British	political	economy	to	its	pinnacle.	Ricardo	also	adhered	to	
the	labor	theory	of	value.	In	his	book	Political	Economy	and	Taxation	Principles,	he	discussed	
the	principle	that	the	basis	of	capitalist	relations	of	production	is	determined	by	the	labor	time,	
and	demonstrated	the	contradiction	between	labor	and	capital.	He	believed	that	as	long	as	the	
labor	hours	did	not	change,	the	value	of	goods	produced	by	labor	would	not	change	with	the	
change	of	wages,	and	the	increase	of	wages	would	only	cause	the	relative	decrease	of	profits,	
and	vice	verse.	Finally,	he	also	developed	the	theory	of	distribution	on	the	basis	of	the	labor	
theory	of	value,	and	elaborated	the	contradiction	between	the	rent	and	the	profit.	He	believed	
that	with	the	development	of	the	society,	the	rent	would	continue	to	increase,	and	the	profit	
would	correspondingly	decrease.	Although	the	nominal	wage	would	also	increase,	the	actual	
wage	 would	 decrease.	 Although	 these	 views	 played	 a	 role	 in	 the	 development	 of	 political	
economy,	he	still	failed	to	understand	the	duality	of	labor,	and	failed	to	understand	the	logical	
connection	 among	 value,	 surplus	 value,	 profit,	 average	 profit	 and	 production	 price,	 thus	
confusing	the	wrong	view	of	value	and	production	price.	
Generally	 speaking,	 the	British	classical	political	economy,	as	 it	 started	 from	the	 theoretical	
study	of	the	bourgeois,	naturally	had	certain	limitations,	but	the	fact	that	they	found	the	theory	
of	 surplus	 value	also	prepared	 the	 conditions	 for	 the	 scientific	 theory	of	 surplus	value,	 and	
made	a	great	contribution	to	the	emergence	of	Marxist	political	economy.	

3. Criticism	and	Inheritance	of	Utopian	Socialist	Thought	in	England	and	
France	

Utopian	 socialism,	 a	 doctrine	 first	 seen	 in	 Thomas	More's	 Utopia	 in	 the	 16th	 century,	 is	 a	
collision	between	Plato's	Utopia	and	the	unjust	reality	of	Europe.	Under	the	 influence	of	the	
humanist	atmosphere	of	the	Renaissance,	a	considerable	number	of	contemporaries	of	Thomas	
More	explored	this	idea,	but	more	is	generally	regarded	as	the	first	founder	of	Utopian	socialism.	
Utopian	socialists	of	this	period	mainly	put	forward	the	basic	socialist	principles	such	as	public	
ownership	and	distribution	according	to	needs,	but	they	were	only	an	embryonic	form.	In	the	
18th	century,	Utopian	socialists	began	to	discuss	and	demonstrate	socialism	in	theory.	They	
criticized	the	capitalist	system	and	advocated	the	implementation	of	absolute	egalitarianism	
and	Spartan	communism.	In	the	early	19th	century,	the	founders	of	Utopian	socialism	of	France	
saint‐simony,	leader,	Fourier	and	Owen	in	the	UK	shows,	their	profound	critique	of	capitalism,	
revealed	its	evil,	put	forward	the	economy	is	the	precondition	of	political	system,	private	view	
of	class	and	class	exploitation,	and	put	forward	many	ideas	for	future	rational	society,	Owen	
even	tried	social	experiments,	but	they	all	failed.	
Main	reason	for	the	failure	of	the	Utopian	socialism	is	no	understand	fundamental	contradiction	
and	law	of	development	of	the	capitalist	class,	the	bourgeoisie	not	ourselves	out	history,	they	
do	not	know	the	use	of	the	class	struggle	to	win,	not	fundamentally	change	the	social	system,	
not	a	revolution	based	on	scientific	theory	to	guide	them	to	fight	for	the	proletariat.	But	Utopian	
socialism	to	a	certain	extent	promoted	the	consciousness	of	the	working	class,	promoted	the	
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development	 of	 society,	 and	 provided	 theoretical	 and	 practical	 enlightenment	 for	 the	
establishment	of	scientific	socialism	by	Marx	and	Engels.	
To	sum	up,	through	the	combing	of	the	three	theoretical	sources	of	Marxism,	we	can	more	easily	
understand	and	grasp	the	profound	connotation	of	Marxist	legal	thought,	so	as	to	lay	a	solid	
theoretical	foundation	for	social	development.	
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