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Community and Morality: On How Marx’s Moral Theory Transcends German
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Abstract: Starting from the misunderstanding of Marx by Ténnies this essay examines
the moral meaning of communism from the perspective of community theories based on
German historicism. The starting point of Marxs communist doctrine has a very strong
affinity with the tradition of German community theories—to protect the integrity of
personality—but it is quite different from the latter’s approach. Marxs solution
transcends the latter in terms of moral problems. German community theorists criticize
the political and economic institutional design of the Enlightenment rationalism and try to
rebuild the community spirit through cultural approaches. They want to sacrifice certain
“equality” at the level of political economy to open up space for the “conscientious
freedom” with a kind of moral “hierarchy” in order to preserve the integrity of the
personality. This culturally oriented humanitarianism does not give a proper place for the
political and economic structure thus fails to free itself from the cycle of “restoring the
community in a society shaped by social forces. ” Marx attempts to fundamentally
overthrow the political and economic structure that has led to this cycle. The goal is to
completely liberate one’s personality. Marx and Engels hold that it is necessary to open
up a new space for moral freedom on the basis of true political and economic equality in
order to eliminate the hierarchical differences among human beings and to safeguard the
integrity of personality of the human beings thus transcend German community theories

and elevate community to a new level.
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Abstract: From the perspective of state governance we analyze the mechanisms of
vertical fiscal imbalance ( VFI) in China. We find that the VFI is endogenously
determined by the central-Hocal political arrangements as a vertical control mechanism to
manage the local governments and coordinate regional development. The central
government seeks for better governance by adjusting the vertical political control and
vertical fiscal control. The flexible fiscal control complements the more stable political
control in improving the state governance. However there are also some latent problems

that need to be considered with regard to the fiscal control mechanisms. Policymakers
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