ABC Theology — Daily Research Note

October 31, 2026 | Research record — not a manuscript-ready conclusion

Karl Marx, Christian Witness, Mammon, and the Biblical Meaning of Nephesh

Research purpose

Today’s discussion explored the transition from Karl Marx’s 1835 Christian school essay to his critiques of
religion in the 1840s, while testing those writings against biblical teachings about wealth, persecution, and
the nature of human life. The guiding discipline was to distinguish documented texts from hypotheses
about Marx’s inward convictions or motives.

1. Historical points established for further study

Karl Marx was baptized in the Protestant church as a child in 1824, and in 1835 wrote a school
examination essay on believers’ union with Christ based on John 15:1-14. These facts establish his
exposure to Christian language and education; neither proves an enduring personal confession of faith. In
“On the Jewish Question” (written 1843; published 1844), Marx criticized money-centered civil society and
used derogatory associations between Judaism, commerce, and egoism. Those stereotypes must be
identified rather than excused by his broader social argument. In his 1843-44 “Introduction” to the
Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right, he advanced a more explicit critique of religion as a human and
social phenomenon.

2. Matthew 6:24: money as instrument versus mammon as master

Jesus’ warning that no one can serve both God and mammon (Matt. 6:24) concerns ultimate allegiance, not
a blanket prohibition of money or economic exchange. Money can facilitate specialization, prices, and
cooperation while also becoming an object of devotion or domination. Marx’s critique of money’s social
power may overlap with this biblical moral concern, but that overlap does not establish agreement about
God, salvation, or the nature of human liberation. The historical difficulties of centrally planned economies
are relevant to evaluating economic mechanisms; they do not by themselves prove Marx’s private motives
or settle every possible economic arrangement.

3. Matthew 10:28: the limit of bodily coercion

In the context of sending disciples into possible persecution, Jesus distinguishes those who can kill the
body from the One whose judgment concerns both body and soul (Matt. 10:28). Christian witness therefore
cannot be reduced to political influence, material security, or bodily survival. The discussion raised a
counterfactual question: what might Marx have thought had he encountered more convincing examples of
costly Christian discipleship? This remains a question, not a historical finding; we cannot assert that Marx
never encountered faithful Christians.

4. Genesis 2:7 and w9) (nephesh)

Genesis 2:7 says that the human being became a “living nephesh” (720 ¥937). Nephesh can denote a living
being, life, a person, appetite, or self, depending on context; it is not intrinsically a detachable, immortal
substance. “A breathing body” is a useful introductory image but not a complete lexical definition. Nor
should all Greek accounts of psyché be equated with Platonic dualism. Biblical anthropology takes
embodied human life seriously while affirming that life comes from God. Matthew 10:28 must be read
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within its own New Testament context rather than forced into either a simplistic materialism or a single
Greek philosophical scheme.

5. Marx’s Jewish family background: a research boundary

Marx came from a family with Jewish ancestry, but his father converted to Protestantism and Marx
received Protestant education. Jewish ancestry alone cannot demonstrate that Hebrew biblical
anthropology directly shaped his mature materialism. That intellectual link requires evidence from his
reading, citations, correspondence, and philosophical development. Similarity between an embodied
biblical account of human life and Marx’s attention to material and social existence is a comparative
observation, not a proven historical influence.

6. ABC theological distinction

Biblical claim: human life is embodied, created, and accountable to the LORD God. Philosophical
comparison: Marx’s mature framework explains human social life without making God its explanatory
premise. These positions may share concern for actual human suffering yet diverge over the source,
meaning, and final destiny of life. Within ABC Theology, the scriptural witness is normative for theological
interpretation; historical claims about Marx remain corrigible and must be tested against documentary
evidence. Neither social analysis nor natural science alone settles the theological question of humanity’s
ultimate relation to God.

Working hypothesis — not a conclusion

A possible research trajectory is: the young Marx’s Christian ethical vocabulary (1835) — his critique of
religious and social alienation (1843-44) — his mature analysis of material social relations. Whether this
represents continuity, rupture, selective transformation, or several processes at once must be established
through close reading. We should not attribute to Marx a calculated desire for a “world market” for his
ideas without direct evidence.

Next research tasks

Compare the complete 1835 essay with both parts of “On the Jewish Question” and the “Introduction” to
the Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right; locate reliable biographical evidence of Marx’s religious
instruction and personal reading between 1824 and 1844; examine the semantic range of nephesh in
Genesis 1:20-21, 2:7, and related texts; distinguish critiques of mammon, religious institutions, and belief
in God. Maintain a separate evidence ledger for established facts, interpretations, and open hypotheses.

Selected primary texts and historical orientation

Genesis 2:7; Matthew 6:24; Matthew 10:28; John 15:1-14. Karl Marx, “The Union of Believers with Christ
According to John 15:1-14" (1835), in Marx-Engels Collected Works, vol. 1, pp. 636-639. Karl Marx, “On
the Jewish Question” (1844); “Introduction” to A Contribution to the Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right
(1844). Michael Heinrich, Karl Marx and the Birth of Modern Society, vol. 1 (2019). These references orient
further verification; no new archival examination was performed for this note.

Closing reflection and prayer

May we neither dismiss a thinker through slogans nor excuse injustice through clever interpretation. May
we seek truth with intellectual care, recognize the dignity of embodied life, and remember that money is a
servant rather than a lord.
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Prayer. LORD our God, grant us humility in historical judgment, fidelity to Your Word, courage in Christian
witness, and love for our neighbors. Guard us from serving mammon or claiming knowledge that belongs
to You alone. In Jesus Christ’s name, Amen.
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