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Abstract

In the Introduction to the Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Law, Marx’s so-called proposition of
“philosophy of elimination” can be interpreted by breaking down into two aspects: “the elimina-
tion of philosophy” and “the Philosophy of elimination”. “The elimination of philosophy” does not
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mean the “end” or “abolition” of philosophy itself. Behind this “elimination” is mainly the criticism
of speculative philosophy represented by Hegel’s philosophy. The most fundamental thing is to
make a clear line with the traditional thinking paradigm. The so-called “the elimination of philos-
ophy” is to reconstruct new practical philosophy by eliminating the old speculative philosophy
and the philosophy of pure reason. After the traditional philosophy has achieved its own “elimina-
tion”, the philosophy of elimination survives in the form of practical materialism and existential
ontology.
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