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Letter from Engels to Marx

In Paris

Written: [Barmen, beginning of October 1844]

First Published: abridged in Die Neue Zeit, Bd. 2, No.44, Stuttgart, 1900-01 and in full in Der
Briefwechsel zwischen F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 1, Stuttgart, 1913

Transcribed: Ken Campbell

HTML Markup: S. Ryan

Dear Marx,

No doubt you are surprised, and justifiably so, not to have heard from me sooner; however | still cannot
tell you even now anything about my return. I've been stuck here in Barmen for the past three weeks,
amusing myself as best | can with few friends and many relations amongst whom, fortunately, there are
half a dozen amiable women. Work is out of the question here, more especially since my sister [Marie]
has become engaged to the London communist, Emil Blank, an acquaintance of Ewerbeck's and, of
course, the houseis now in a hellish state of turmoil. Moreover, it's clear to me that considerable
obstacles will continue to be placed in the way of my return to Paris, and that | may well have to spend
six months or awhole year hanging about in Germany; | shall, of course, do everything | can to avoid
this, but you have no idea what petty considerations and superstitious fears | have to contend with.

| spent three days in Cologne and marvelled at the tremendous propaganda we had put out there. Our
people are very active, but the lack of adequate backing is greatly felt. Failing afew publicationsin
which the principles are logically and historically developed out of past ways of thinking and past
history, and as their necessary continuation, the whole thing will remain rather hazy and most people will
be groping in the dark. Later | was in Duesseldorf, where we aso have some able fellows. The ones | like
best, by the way, are my Elberfelders, in whom a humane way of thinking has truly become second
nature; these fellows have really begun to revolutionise their family lives and lecture their elders
whenever these try to come the aristocrat over the servants or workmen -- and that's saying a great deal in
patriarchal Elberfeld. But besides this particular group there's another in Elberfeld which is also very
good, though somewhat more muddled. In Barmen the police inspector is acommunist. The day before
yesterday | was called on by aformer schoolfellow, a grammar school teacher [1] , who's been
thoroughly bitten although he's had no contact whatever with communists. If we could bring direct
influence to bear on the people, we'd soon get the upper hand, but such athing is virtually impossible,
especially since we writers have to keep quiet if we're not to be nabbed. Otherwise it's safe enough here,
no one bothers much about us so long as we keep quiet, and it seems to me that Hess fears are little more
than phantoms. I've not been molested at all here so far, athough the public prosecutor once insistently
guestioned one of our people about me, but up till now | haven't had wind of anything else.
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According to the paper here, Bernays [2] has been charged by the government here and taken to court in
Paris. Let me know whether thisis true, and also how the pamphlet [3] is getting on; presumably it's

finished by now. Nothing has been heard of the Bauers here, nobody knows anything about them. On the
other hand, every oneis still scrambling to get hold of the Jahrbticher. [4] My article on Carlyle[5] has,

absurdly enough, earned me a tremendous reputation among the ‘'mass, whereas only very few have read
the one on Economy. [6] That's natural enough.

In Elberfeld, too, the clerical gentry have been preaching against us, at least Krummacher has; for the
present they confine themselves to the atheism of the young, but | hope this will soon be followed by a
philippic against communism. Last summer the whole of Elberfeld talked of nothing but these godless
fellows. By and large, the movement here is remarkable. Since | was herelast [7] , the Wupper valley has
made greater progress in every respect than in the preceding fifty years. Social manners have become
more civilised, participation in politics, in the opposition is widespread, industry has made enormous
progress, new districts have been added to the towns, entire woods have been grubbed up, and the level
of civilisation throughout the region is indeed above rather than below that in Germany as awhole,
whereas only four years ago it was far lower. In other words this promises to be first-rate soil for our
principle, and if only we can get our wild, hot-blooded dyers and bleachers on the move, the Wupper
valley will surprise you yet. Asit is, the workers had already reached the final stage of the old
civilisation afew years ago, and the rapid increase in crime, robbery and murder is their way of
protesting against the old social organisation. At night the streets are very unsafe, the bourgeoisieis
beaten, stabbed and robbed; and, if the proletarians here devel op according to the same laws asin
England, they will soon realise that this way of protesting as individuals and with violence against the
social order is useless, and they will protest, through communism, in their general capacity as human
beings. If only one could show these fellows the way! But that's impossible.

My brother [Hermann] is at present a soldier in Cologne and, so long as he remains above suspicion, will
provide a good address to which letters for Hess, etc., may be sent. At the moment | myself am not sure
of his exact address and cannot therefore let you have it.

Since writing the above | have been in Elberfeld, where | once again came across several communists |
had never heard of before. Turn where you will, go where you may, you'll stumble on a communist. A
very impassioned communist, a cartoonist and aspiring historical painter by the name of Seel will be
going to Parisin two months' time. I'll direct him to you; the fellow's enthusiasm and his painting and
love of music will appeal to you, and he may very well come in useful as a cartoonist. It's possible, but
not very probable, that | may be there myself by then.

A few copies of Vorwarts! [8] arrive here and | have seen to it that others place orders as well; ask the

dispatch department to send specimen copies to the following in Elberfeld: Richard Roth, Captain
Wilhelm Blank junior, F. W. Strijeker, Meyer, a Bavarian publican in the Funkenstrasse (a communist
beerhouse), all to be sent through Baedeker, the communist bookseller, and under sealed cover. Once the
fellows see that copies are coming in, they, too, will place orders. Also to W. Mueller, M.D., in
Duesseldorf; and, if you like, to d'Ester, M.D., Loellchen, [9] the publican, your brother-in-law [10] ,

etc., in Cologne. All of them, of course, through the booksellers and under sealed cover.

Seeto it that the material you've collected is soon launched into the world.[11] It's high time, heaven
knows! | too shall settle down to work and make a start thisvery day. The Teutons are all still very
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muddled about the practicability of communism; to dispose of this absurdity | intend to write a short
pamphlet showing that communism has already been put into practice and describing in popular terms
how thisis at present being done in England and America. [12] The thing will take me three days or so,
and should prove very enlightening for these fellows. I've already observed this when talking to people
here.

Down to work, then, and quickly into print! Convey my greetings to Ewerbeck, Bakunin, Guerrier and
the rest, not forgetting your wife, and write very soon to tell me al the news. If this letter reaches you
safely and unopened, send your reply under sealed cover to F. W. Struecker and Co., Elberfeld, with the
address written in as commercia a hand as possible; otherwise, to any of the other addresses | gave
Ewerbeck. | shall be curious to know whether the postal sleuth-hounds are deceived by the ladylike
appearance of this letter.

Goodbye for the present, dear Karl, and write very soon. | have not been able to recapture the mood of
cheerfulness and goodwill | experienced during the ten days | spent with you. | have not as yet had any
real opportunity of doing anything about the establishment we are to establish. [13]

NOTES
From MECW

BACKGROUND: Thisisthe earliest extant letter of Engelsto Marx, written soon after Engels return to
Germany from England. On hisway back to Germany, at the end of August 1844, he stopped in Paris,
where he met Marx. During the days they spent together they discovered that their theoretical views
coincided, and they immediately began their first joint work, directed against the Y oung Hegelians.
Engelsfinished his part before leaving Paris, while Marx continued to write his. At first, they intended to
call the book A Critique of Critical Criticism. Against Bruno Bauer and Co. But while it was being
printed, Marx added The Holy Family to thetitle.

This meeting of Marx and Engels in Paris marked the beginning of their friendship, joint scientific work
and revolutionary struggle.

The extant original of this letter bears no date. The approximate time of its writing was determined on the
basis of Engels' letter to Marx of November 19 1844,

This letter was printed in English in full for the first timein: Marx and Engels, Selected
Correspondences, Foreign Languages Publishing House, M oscow, 1955.

[1] Gustav Wurm.

[2] Karl Bernays, one of the editors of the German newspaper Vorwarts!, published in Paris, was sued by
the French authorities in September 1844 at the request of the Prussian Government for not having paid
the caution-money required for the publication of a political newspaper. The real reason, however, was
the article "Attentat auf den Koenig von

[3] K. Marx and F. Engels, The Holy Family, or Critique of Critical Criticism.
[4] Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbticher

[5] F. Engels, 'The Condition of England. Past and Present by Thomas Carlyle."
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[6] F. Engels, 'Outlines of a Critique of Political Economy'.

[7] Engels left Germany in November 1842 and lived for nearly two yearsin England, working in the
office of aManchester cotton-mill of which the father was co-proprietor.

[8] In July 1844, Marx began to contribute to the newspaper Vorwarts!, which prior to that -- from early
1844 to the summer of the same year -- reflected the moderate liberalism of its publisher, the German
businessman H. Boernstein, and its editor A. Bornstedt. However, when Karl Bernays, a friend of Marx,
became its editor in the summer of 1844, the newspaper assumed a democratic character. By contributing
to the newspaper, Marx began to influence its policy and in September became on if its editors. Other
contributors were Engels, Heine, Herwegh, Ewerbeck and Bakunin. Under Marx's influence, the
newspaper came to express communist views and attacked Prussian absolutism and moderate German
liberalism. At the behest of the Prussian Government, the Guizot ministry took repressive measures
against its editors and contributors in January 1845, when publication ceased.

[9] J. A. Lodllgen
[10] Edgar von Westphalen.

[11] Engelsisreferring to Kritik der Politik und National-Okonomie, awork which Marx planned to
write. Marx began to study political economy at the end of 1843 and by spring 1844 he set himself the
task of writing a criticism of bourgeois political economy from the standpoint of materialism and
communism. The draft ""Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844", written at that time, have
reached us incomplete. Work on The Holy Family forced Marx to temporarily interrupt his study of
political economy until December 1844. In February 1845, just before his expulsion from Paris, he
signed a contract for his Kritik der Politik und National-6konomie with the publisher Leske. In Brussels,
Marx continued to study the works of English, French, German, Italian and other economist and added
several more notebooks of excerpts to those compiled in Paris, although his original plan for the book
was not carried out.

[12] F. Engels, 'Description of Recently Founded Communist Colonies Still in Existence’ was published
in the Deutsches Burgerbuch fur 1845 and not in pamphlet form.

[13] This seemsto refer to some literary plan.
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Written: Barmen, 19 November 1844[1]

First Published: Der Briefwechsel zwischen F. Engelsund K. Marx, Bd. 1, Stuttgart, 1913
K. Marx and F. Engels, On Britain, Foreign Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1953
and Letters of the Young Engels, 1838-1845, Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1976.
Transcribed: Ken Campbell

HTML Markup: S. Ryan

No. 2
Barmen, 19 November 1844
Dear M.,

About afortnight ago | received afew lines from you and Buergers dated 8 October and postmarked
Brussels, 27 October. [1] At about the same time you wrote your note | sent off aletter to you, addressed
to your wife, and trust that you received it. In order to make sure in future that our letters are not
tampered with, | suggest we number them, thus my present one is No 2 and, when you write, let me
know up to what number you have received and whether one is missing from the series

A couple of daysago | wasin Cologne and Bonn. All goes well in Cologne. Grun will have told you
about our people's activities. Hess is thinking of joining you in Paris, too, in afortnight or three weeks
time, provided he can get hold of sufficient money. Y ou now have Buergers there as well and hence
enough for a council. You will have al the less need of me and there is all the more need for me here.
Obvioudly I can't come now since it would mean falling out with my entire family. Besides | have alove
affair to clear up first And after all, one of us ought to be here because all our people need prodding if
they are to maintain a sufficient degree of activity and not fall into all manner of shuffling and shifting
Jung, for instance as well as many others, cannot be convinced that the difference between us and Ruge
isone of principle, [2] and still persistsin believing that it is merely a personal squabble. When told that
Ruge is no communist, they don't quite believe it and assert that in any case it would be a pity if such a
'literary authority' as Ruge were to be thoughtlessly discarded. What is one to say to that? One must wait
until Ruge once again delivers himself of some monumental stupidity, so that the fact can be
demonstrated ad oculos [3] to these people. | don't know, but there's something not quite right about

Jung; the fellow hasn't enough determination.

We are at present holding public meetings al over the place to set up societies for the advancement of
the workers[4] ; this causes a fine stir among the Teutons and draws the philistines attention to social
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problems. These meetings are arranged on the spur of the moment and without asking the police. We
have seen to it that half the rules-drafting committee in Cologne consists of our own people; in Elberfeld,
at least one of them was on it and, with the help of the rationalists, [5] we succeeded at two meetingsin

thoroughly trouncing the pious; by a huge majority, everything Christian was banned from the rules. [6]

It amused me to see what aridiculous figure these rationalists cut with their theoretical Christianity and
practical atheism. In principle they entirely agreed with the Christian opposition, although in practice,
Christianity, which according to their own assertions forms the basis of the society, must nowhere be
mentioned in the rules. The rules were to cover everything save the vital principle of the society! So
rigidly did the fellows cling to this absurd position that, even without my putting in asingle word, we
acquired a set of rules which, as things are now, leaves nothing to be desired. There is to be another
meeting next Sunday, but | shan't be able to attend because | am leaving for Westphalia tomorrow.

| am up to my eyebrows in English newspapers and books upon which | am drawing for my book on the
condition of the English proletarians. [ 7] | expect to finish it by the middle or the end of January, having

got through the arrangement of the material, the most arduous part of the work, about aweek or a
fortnight ago. | shall be presenting the English with afine bill of indictment; | accuse the English
bourgeoisie before the entire world of murder, robbery and other crimes on a massive scale, and | am
writing an English preface [8] which | shall have printed separately and sent to English party leaders,

men of letters and members of Parliament. That'll give those fellows something to remember me by. It
need hardly be said that my blows, though aimed at the panniers, are meant for the donkey, namely the
German bourgeoisie, to whom | make it plain enough that they are as bad as their English counterparts,
except that their sweat-shop methods are not as bold, thorough and ingenious.- As soon as I've finished
this, | shall make a start on the history of the social development of the English, [9] which will be still
less laborious, since | already have the material for it and have sorted it out in my head, and aso because
I'm perfectly clear about the matter. Meanwhile | shall probably write afew pamphlets, notably against
List [10] assoon as| have the time.

You will have heard of Stirner's book, Der Einzige und sein Eigenthum[11] , if it hasn't reached you yet.

Wigand sent me the specimen sheets, which | took with me to Cologne and left with Hess. The noble
Stirner -- you'll recall Schmidt of Berlin, who wrote about the Mysteres in Buhl's magazine [12] -- takes

for his principle Bentham's egoism, except that in one respect it is carried through more logically and in
the other less so. More logically in the sense that Stirner as an atheist sets the ego above God, or rather
depicts him as the be-all and end-all, whereas Bentham still allows God to remain remote and nebul ous
above him; that Stirner, in short, isriding on German idealism, an idealist who has turned to materialism
and empiricism, whereas Bentham is ssmply an empiricist. Stirner islesslogical in the sense that he
would like to avoid the reconstruction effected by Bentham of a society reduced to atoms, but cannot do
s0. Thisegoism is simply the essence of present society and present man brought to consciousness, the
ultimate that can be said against us by present society, the culmination of all the theory intrinsic to the
prevailing stupidity. But that's precisely what makes the thing important, more important than Hess, for
one, holds it to be. We must not ssmply cast it aside, but rather use it as the perfect expression of
present-day folly and, while inverting it, continue to build on it. This egoism is taken to such apitch, itis
so absurd and at the same time so self-aware, that it cannot maintain itself even for an instant in its
one-sidedness, but must immediately change into communism. In the first place it's a simple matter to
proveto Stirner that his egoistic man is bound to become communist out of sheer egoism. That's the way
to answer the fellow. In the second place he must be told that in its egoism the human heart is of itself,
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from the very outset, unselfish and self-sacrificing, so that he finally ends up with what he is combating.
These few platitudes will suffice to refute the one-sidedness. But we must also adopt such truth as there
isin the principle. And it is certainly true that we must first make a cause our own, egoistic cause, before
we can do anything to further it -- and hence that in this sense, irrespective of any eventual material
aspirations, we are communists out of egoism also, and it is out of egoism that we wish to be human
beings, not mere individuals. Or to put it another way. Stirner isright in rglecting Feuerbach's 'man’, or at
least the 'man’ of Das Wesen des Christentums. [13] Feuerbach deduces his'man’ from God, it isfrom

God that he arrives at 'man’, and hence 'man is crowned with atheological halo of abstraction. The true
way to arrive at 'man’ is the other way about. We must take our departure from the Ego, the empirical,
flesh-and-blood individual, if we are not, like Stirner, to remain stuck at this point but rather proceed to
raise ourselves to 'man'. 'Man' will always remain awraith so long as his basisis not empirical man. In
short we must take our departure from empiricism and materialism if our concepts, and notably our
'man’, are to be something real; we must deduce the general from the particular, not from itself or, ala
Hegel, from thin air. All these are platitudes needing no explanation; they have aready been spelled out
by Feuerbach and | wouldn't have reiterated them had not Hess-presumably because of his earlier
idealistic leanings -- so dreadfully traduced empiricism, more especially Feuerbach and now Stirner.
Much of what Hess says about Feuerbach is right; on the other hand he still seems to suffer from a
number of idealistic aberrations -- whenever he begins to talk about theoretical matters he always
proceeds by categories and therefore cannot write in a popular fashion because he is much too abstract.
Hence he also hates any and every kind of egoism, and preaches the love of humanity, etc., which again
boils down to Christian self-sacrifice. If, however, the flesh-and-blood individual isthe true basis, the
true point of departure, for our ‘'man’, it follows that egoism-not of course Stirner's intellectual egoism
alone, but also the egoism of the heart -- isthe point of departure for our love of humanity, which
otherwise isleft hanging in the air. Since Hess will soon be with you, you'll be able to discuss this with
him yourself. Incidentally, | find all this theoretical twaddle daily more tedious and am irritated by every
word that has to be expended on the subject of ‘'man’, by every line that has to be read or written against
theology and abstraction no less than against crude materialism. But it's quite another matter when,
instead of concerning oneself with all these phantasms -- for such even unrealised man remains until the
moment of hisrealisation -- one turnsto real, live things, to historical developments and consequences.
That, at least, isthe best we can hope for so long as we're confined exclusively to wielding a pen and
cannot realise our thoughts directly with our hands or, if need be, with our fists.

But Stirner's book demonstrates yet again how deeply abstraction is rooted in the Berliners nature.
Clearly Stirner isthe most talented, independent and hard-working of the 'Free', [14] but for al that he
tumbles out of idealistic into materialistic abstraction and ends up in limbo. From all over Germany
comes news of the progress made by socialism, but from Berlin not awhisper. When property has been
abolished throughout Germany these clever-clever Berliners will set up a democratie pacifique [15] on
the Hasenheide -- but the fellows will certainly get no further. Watch out! A new Messiah will presently
arise in the Uckermark, a Messiah who will tailor Fourier to accord with Hegel; erect a phalanstery upon
the eternal categories and lay it down as an eternal law of the self-developing idea that capital, talent and
labour all have a definite share in the product. Thiswill be the New Testament of Hegelianism, old Hegel
will be the Old Testament, the 'state, the law, will be a ‘taskmaster over Christ', [16] and the phalanstery,
in which the privies are located in accordance with logical necessity, will be the 'new Heaven' and the
'new Earth', the new Jerusalem descending from heaven decked out like abride, [17] all of which the
reader will be able to find expounded at greater length in the new Revelation. And when all this has been
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completed, Critical Criticism will supervene, declarethat itisall in all, that it combinesin its head
capital, talent and labour, that everything that is produced is produced by it, and not by the powerless
masses -- and sequestrate everything for itself. That will be the end of Berlin's Hegelian [ peace] ful
democracy.

If Critical Criticism[18] isfinished, send me afew copies under sealed cover through the booksellers --

they might be confiscated. In case you [didn't re]ceive my last |etter, | repeat that you can write to me
either [...] F. E. junior, Barmen, or under sealed cover to F. W. Struecker and Co., Elberfeld. Thisletter is
being sent to you by a roundabout route.

Write soon -- it's more than two months since | last heard from you -- how goes it with Vorwarts? My
greetingsto all.

Y our
[signatureillegible]

[ Address on envelope]
aMonsieur Charles Marx
Rue Vanneau N 38
Faubg. St. Germain, Paris

NOTES
From MECW

[1] The letter written by Marx and Buergers to Engels on 8 October 1844 has not been found.

[2] The disagreement between Marx and Engels on the one hand and Arnold Ruge on the other dated
back to the time of the publication of the Deutsch-Franzdsi sche Jahrbticher, under the editorship of
Marx and Ruge. These disagreements were due to Ruge's negative attitude towards communism and the
revolutionary proletarian movement, the fundamental difference between Marx's view and those of the
Y oung Hegelian Ruge, who was an adherent of philosophical idealism. The final break between Marx
and Ruge occurred in March 1844. Ruge's condemnation of the Silesian weavers rising in June 1844
impelled Marx to criticize his viewsin the article "Critical Marginal Notes on the Article 'The King of
Prussiaand Social Reform. By a Prussian.”

[3] "visibly"

[4] A reference to the Associations for the Benefit of the Working Classes formed in a number of
Prussian towns in 1844 and 1845 on the initiatives of the German liberal bourgeoisie, who were alarmed
at therising of the Silesian weaversin the summer of 1844, and hoped that the associations would help to
divert the German workers from militant struggle. Despite the efforts of the bourgeoisie and the
government authorities to give these associations a harmless philanthropic appearance, they gave afresh
impulse to the growing political activity of the urban masses and drew the attention of broad sections of
German society to social questions. The movement to establish such associations was particularly
widespread in the towns of the industrial Rhine Province.
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Seeing the associations had taken such an unexpected direction, the Prussian Government hastily cut
short their activity in the spring of 1845 by refusing to approve their statutes and forbidding them to
continue their work.

[5] Rationalists -- Representatives of a Protestant trend which tried to combine theology with philosophy
and to prove that "divine truths' can be explained by reason. Rationalism opposed pietism, an extremely
mystical trend in Lutheranism.

[6] At the meeting held in Cologne on 10 November 1844 and attended by former shareholders of and
contributors to the Rheinische Zeitung, liberals Ludolf Camphausen, Gustav Mevissen, radicals Georg
Jung, Karl d'Ester, Franz Raveaux and others among them, a General Association for Relief and
Education was set up with the aim of improving the workers' condition (the measures to be taken
included raising funds for mutual assistance and relief to the sick, etc.). Despite the opposition of the
liberals, the meeting adopted democratic rules which provided for the workers' active participation in the
work of the Association. Subsequently a definitive split took place between the radical-democratic
elements and the liberals. The latter headed by Camphausen withdrew from the Association, which was
soon prohibited by the Authorities.

In November 1844, an Educational Society was set up in Elberfeld. Its founders had from the very start
to fight against the local clergy, who attempted to bring the Society under the influence and giveits
activity areligious colouring. Engels and his friends wished to use the Society's meetings and its
committee to spread communist views. As Engels had expected, the statute of the Society was not
approved by the authorities, and the Society itself ceased to exist in the spring of 1845.

[7] F. Engels, The Condition of the Working-Classin England
[8] F. Engels, "To the Working-Classes of Great Britain”.

[9] Originally Engels planned to write a book on the social history of England and to devote one of its
chapters to the condition of the working class in England. But, realizing the special role played by the
proletariat in bourgeois society, he decided to deal with this problem in a separate book, which he wrote
on hisreturn to Germany, between September 1844 and March 1845. Excerpts in Engels’ notebooks
made in July and August 1845, and the letters of the publisher Leske to Marx of 14 May and 7 June 1845
show that in the spring and summer of 1845 Engels continued to work on the social history of England.
Though he did not abandon his plan up to the end of 1847, asis seen from an item in the
Deutsche-Brusseler-Zeitung, No. 91 or 14 November 1847, he failed to put it into effect.

[10] Engels did not write a pamphlet on Friedrich List's book Das nationale System der politischen
Ookonomie (Stuttgart und Tuebingen, 1841) though later he continued to discuss thisidea with Marx, who
in his turn intended to publish acritical analysis of List's reviews. Engels criticized the German
advocates of protectionism, and List above al, in one of his" Speechesin Elberfeld.”

[11] The book came out at the end of October 1844, though imprinted as 1845

[12] Review of Les Mysteres de Paris by Eugene Sue published in Berliner Monatsschrift.

[13] The Essence of Christianity

[14] "The Free" -- A Berlin group of Y oung Hegelians formed early in 1842. Among its prominent

members were Edgar Bauer, Eduard Meven, Ludwig Buhl and Max Stirner (pseudonym of Kaspar
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Schmidt). Their criticism of the prevailing conditions was abstract, devoid of real revolutionary content
and ultra-radical in form. The fact that "The Free" lacked any positive programme and ignored the
realities of political struggle soon led to differences between them and the representatives of the
revolutionary-democratic wing of the German opposition movement. A sharp conflict arose between
"The Free" and Marx in the autumn of 1842, when Marx had become editor of the Rheinische Zeitung.

During the last two years which had elapsed since Marx's clash with "The Free" (1843-44), Marx and
Engels disagreement with the Y oung Hegelians on questions of theory and politics had deepened still
more. This was accounted for not only by Marx's and Engels' transition to materialism and communism,
but also by the evolution in the ideas of the Bauer brothers and their fellow-thinkers. In the Allgemeine
Literatur-Zeitung, Bauer and his group renounced the "radicalism of 1842" and, besides professing
subjective idealist views and counterprosing chosen personalities, the bearers of "pure Criticism", to the
allegedly sluggish and inert masses, they began spreading the ideas of moderate liberal philanthropy.

It was to the exposure of the Y oung Hegelians' view in the form which they had acquired in 1844 and to
the defence of their own new materialistic and communistic outlook that Marx and Engels decided to
devote their first joint work The Holy Family, or Critique of Critical Criticism. Against Bruno Bauer and
Co.

[15] Anironical allusion to the Fourierist newspaper La Democratie pacifigue known for its sectarian
and dogmatic leanings.

[16] Cf. Galatians 3:24
[17] Cf. Revelation 21:1 and 2.
[18] K. Marx and F. Engels, The Holy Family.

L etters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/eng-marx/44_11_19.htm (6 of 6) [26/08/2000 00:28:29]



Letters: Engels to Marx, 7 March 1845

Letter from Engels to Marx

In Brussels

Written: Barmen, 22 February-7 March 1845 [1]

First Published: abridged in Die Neue Zeit, Bd. 2, No.44, Stuttgart, 1900-01 and in full in Der
Briefwechsel zwischen F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 1, Stuttgart, 1913

Transcribed: Ken Campbell

HTML Markup: S. Ryan

Dear Marx,

After much writing here and there | have at last received your address from Cologne and at once sit down
to write to you. The moment | heard of your expulsion [2] | thought it necessary to open a subscription
list, so that the extra expense you have incurred thereby should be shared out communist-fashion
between us al. The thing has made good progress and three weeks ago | sent fifty odd talers to Jung; |
also approached the Duesseldorfers, who have collected the same amount, and in Westphalia, too, | have
instigated through Hess the agitation necessary to that end. Meanwhile the subscription list here has not
yet been closed. Koettgen, the painter, has been dragging hisfeet and thus | am not yet in possession of
all the money we can expect. However, | hope everything will have come in within afew days, and then

| will send you abill on Brussels. Since | don't, by the way, know whether thiswill be enough to enable
you to set up house in Brussels, | shall, needless to say, have the greatest pleasure in placing at your
disposal my fee for my first English piece, [3] some of which at least | hope will soon be paid me, and
which | can dispense with for the time being as my old man [4] is obliged to keep me primed. At least the
curs shan't have the satisfaction of seeing their infamy cause you pecuniary embarrassment. The fact that
you should have been compelled to pay your rent in advance is the height of turpitude. But | fear that in
the end you'll be molested in Belgium too, [5] so that you'll be left with no alternative but England.

However, not aword more of the vile business. Kriege will already be with you by the time this arrives.
The fellow's a capital agitator. He will tell you a great deal about Feuerbach. The day after he left here |
received a letter from Feuerbach -- we had, after all, written to the fellow. [6] Feuerbach maintains that

until he has thoroughly demolished the religious piffle, he cannot concern himself with communism to
the extent of supporting it in print, and also that, in Bavaria, he is too much cut off from the mainstream
of lifeto be able to do so. However, he says he's a communist and that his only problem is how to
practise communism. There's apossibility of hisvisiting the Rhineland this summer, in which case he
must come to Brussels and we'll soon show him how.,

Here in Elberfeld wondrous things are afoot. Y esterday we held our third communist meeting in the
town's largest hall and leading inn. [7] The first meeting was forty strong, the second 130 and the third at
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least 200. All Elberfeld and Barmen, from the financial aristocracy to epicerie[8] , was represented, only
the proletariat being excluded. Hess gave alecture. Poems by Mueller and Puettmann and excerpts from
Shelley were read, also an article from the Burgerbuch on existing communist colonies.[9] The ensuing
discussion lasted until one o'clock. The subject is atremendous draw. All thetalk is of communism and
every day brings us new supporters. The Wuppertal communism is une verite, [10] indeed, already
amost aforce. Y ou have no idea how favourable the soil is here. The most stupid, indolent, philistine
people, hitherto without any interest in anything in the world, are beginning almost to rave about
communism. How long it will still be tolerated | do not know, but the police at any rate are completely at
aloss, themselves not knowing where they stand, and just at a time when the chief swine, the District
President, isin Berlin. But should they impose a ban, we'll find some way round it and if we can't, welll
at least have stirred things up so mightily that every publication representing our interest will be
voraciously read here. As| shall be leaving at Easter, it isall to the good that Hess should settle here and
at the same time publish amonthly [11] at Baedeker'sin Elberfeld; Kriege, | believe, has a prospectus of
this. [12] In any case, as | have probably told you already, | shall be going to Bonn. [13] My projected

journey to Paris has now fallen through, there no longer being any reason for me to go there, but anyhow
| shall be coming to Brussels instead, the more so since my mother and two sisters [14] will be visiting
Ostend in the summer. | must also pay another visit to Bielefeld and the communists there [15] and, if
Feuerbach doesn't come, | shall go to him and then, provided | have the time and the money, visit
England once again. Asyou see, | have agood deal ahead of me. Bergenroth told me that he, too, would
probably be going to Brussels in afew weeks or so. Together with some Duesseldorfers, he attended our
second meeting, at which he spoke. Incidentally, standing up in front of real, live people and holding
forth to them directly and straightforwardly, so that they see and hear you is something quite different
from engaging in this devilishly abstract quillpushing with an abstract audience in one's 'mind's eye'.

| am to request you once more on Hess' behalf -- and do so on my own as well -- to send Puettmann
something for his quarterly. [16] It's essential that we all appear in the very first issue, so that the thing

acquires some character. In any case, without usit will never so much as materialise.
25 February

Y esterday evening we got news that our next meeting was to be broken up by gendarmes and the
speakers arrested.

26 February

Y esterday morning the chief burgomaster [17] forbade Mrs. Obermeyer to permit such meetings on her
premises, and | received atip to the effect that if the meeting was held notwithstanding, arrest and
prosecution would follow. We have now of course given it up and can only wait and see whether we
shall be prosecuted, though this seems hardly likely as we were wily enough not to provide a pretext, and
the whole dirty business could only lead to the government's being made a terrible fool of. In any case
the public prosecutors and the entire district court were present and the chief prosecutor himself took part
In the discussion.

7 March

Since writing the above | have spent a week in Bonn and Cologne. The people in Cologne are now
permitted to hold their meeting in connection with the Association. [18] Asregards matters here, [16] a
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rescript has come in from the Duesseldorf government whereby further meetings are forbidden. Hess and
K oettgen have protested. Won't do any good, of course, but these people will see from the tone of the
protest that they can't get the better of us. Hess is once more tremendously sanguine because in all other
respects everything is going so famously and we have made really tremendous progress. The good fellow
isaways full of dreams.

Our Gesellschaftsspiegel will be splendid, the first sheet has already been censored and everything
passed. A mass of contributions. Hess is living in Barmen, in the Sadt London. It seems unlikely that
Bergenroth will come to Brusselsin the immediate future, though someone else will, whose name | won't
mention as this letter will probably be opened. If it can somehow be managed, | too shall come to see you
againin April. At the moment my chief problem is money, since the meeting caused some family
ructions, after which my old man made up his mind to support me only as regards my 'studia’ but not as
regards communist aims of any description.

There'sawholelot more | should tell you if | knew of a safe address in Brussels, which in any case you
must send me. Much of what has happened here could be harmful to a great many peopleif perused in a
cabinet noir. [19] | shall stay here, then, another four weeks and leave for Bonn at the beginning of April.
Anyhow, write to me again before then, so that | know how things are with you. Most of the money has
been collected, though | don't yet know what it amounts to; it will be sent off directly. My manuscript
[20] will be leaving any day now.

The Critical Criticism has till not arrived! [21] Its new title, The Holy Family, will probably get meinto

hot water with my pious and already highly incensed parent, though you, of course, could not have
known that. | see from the announcement that you have put my name first. Why? | contributed
practically nothing to it and anyone can identify your [22] style.

Let me know by return whether you are still in need of money. Wigand is due to send me some in about a
fortnight's time and then all you have to do is dispose of it. | fear that the outstanding subscriptions will
not amount to more than 120 or 150 francs.

Apropos, we here are planning to trandlate Fourier and, if at al possible, to produce a'library of the best
foreign socialist writers. [23] Fourier would seem to be the best to start off with. We've found people to

do the trandation. Hess has just told me about a Fourier glossary brought out in France by some
Fourierist or other. You will know of it. Could you send me particulars at once and, if possible, post me a
copy. At the same time recommend what French writings you think suitable for translation for our
'library’. But look sharp; the matter is urgent, as we are already negotiating with a publisher. [24] How far

have you got with your book? | must now get down to my manuscript, so goodbye for the present and
write directly about the points | have mentioned.

Y our
F.E.

Greetings to Kriege and Buergers.
|s Bernays there?

[ On the fourth page of the letter]
A Madame Marx. Bois Sauvage, Plaine Ste Gudule, Chez Monsieur J. B. Lannoy, Bruxelles
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NOTES
From MECW

[1] In the original the first date is written at the beginning of the letter and the second at the end of it.

[2] Marx, Ruge and Bernays were expelled from France for contributing to the newspaper Vorwarts!
Expulsion decreeissued 11 January 1845. Soon after his arrival in Brussels from Paris, Marx was
followed by hiswife Jenny Marx and daughter Jenny (born on 1 May 1844). It was with great difficulty
that Jenny Marx had managed to get the money for the journey.

[3] F. Engels, The Condition of the Working-Class in England
[4] Friedrich Engels senior, Engels father.

[5] Engels apprehension proved to be well-founded. When Marx arrived in Brussels, the Belgian
authorities demanded that Marx should undertake not to publish anything concerning politicsin Belgium.
Marx was compelled to undertake such an obligation on 22 March 1845. The Prussian Government, too,
did not leave Marx in peace and pressed for his expulsion from Belgium. To deprive the Prussian
authorities of the pretext for interfering in hislife, Marx, officially renounced his Prussian citizenship in
December 1845.

[6] Feuerbach's letter to Engels and that of Marx and Engels to Feuerbach have not been found.

[7] The meetingsin Elberfeld on 8, 15 and 22 February 1845 were described by Engelsin the third article
of the series "Rapid Progress of Communism in Germany" published in The New Moral World in May
1845. Engels speeches at the first two meetings were published in the Rheinische Jahrbticher zur
gesellschaftlichen Reform. Further meetings were banned by the police.

[8] "grocers’

[9] F. Engels, 'Description of Recently Founded Communist Colonies Still in Existence'.
[10] "areality"”

[11] Thisrefersto the Geseltschaftsspiegel.

[12] Engelstook part in preparing Geseltschaftsspiegel. It reflected hisintention it expose the evils of the
capitalist system and defend the interests of the workers by criticizing half-measures and advocating a
radical transformation of the social system.

[13] In hisletter to Marx of 20 January 1945.
[14] Apparently, Elise and Hedwig.

[15] The socidlist circle in Westphalia and the Rhine Province, with which Engels maintained close
contacts and whose members were Otto Luening and Julius Meyer, was mentioned in the report of the
Prussian police superintendent Duncker to the Minister of the Interior Bodel schwingh of 18 October
1845. This report contains the following remark concerning Engels. "Friedrich Engels of Barmenisa
guite reliable man, but he was a son who is arabid communist and wanders about as a man of letters; itis
possible that hisnameis Frederick."
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[16] Rheinische Jahrblcher.
[17] Johann Adolph Carnap.

[18] Thisrefersto the General Association for Relief and Education founded in Cologne in November
1844.

[19] Cabinets noirs (secret officers or black officers) were established under the postal departmentsin
France, Prussia, Austria and a number of other countries to deal with the inspection of correspondence.
They have been in existence since the time of the absolute monarchiesin Europe.

[20] F. Engels, The Condition of the Working-Class in England.
[21] The Holy Family by Marx and Engels was published about 24 February 1845.
[22] The manuscript is damaged here, but the text is decipherable.

[23] The projected publication in Germany of the "Library of the Best Foreign Socialist Writers' was
also discussed by Marx and Engelsin their subsequent letters. Engels mentioned it in the third article of
his series "Rapid Progress of Communism in Germany" published in May 1845 in The New Moral
World. In early March 1845, Marx drew up alist of authorsto be included in the "Library". Thislist
shows that "Library" was intended to be an extensive publication in German of works by French and
English utopian socialists. The project was not realized because of publishing difficulties. The only work
completed was"A Fragment of Fourier's on Trade" compiled by Engels and published with his
introduction and conclusion in the Deutsches Burgerbuch fur 1846.

[24] Julius Theodor Baedeker

L etters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive
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Letter from Engels to Marx

In Brussels

Written: [Paris, 23-24 November 1847]

First Published: Der Briefwechsel zwischen F. Engels and K. Marx, Bd. 1, Stuttgart, 1913
Trandated: Peter and Betty Ross

Transcribed: Ken Campbell

HTML Markup: S. Ryan

[Paris, 23-24 November 1847]

Dear Marx,

Not until thisevening was it decided that | should be coming. Saturday evening, [1] then, in Ostend,

Hotel dela Couronne, just opposite the railway station beside the harbour, and Sunday morning across
the water. If you take the train that |eaves between 4 and 5, you'll arrive at about the sametime as| do.

If, contrary to expectations, there is no packet-boat to Dover on Sundays, write and tell me by return. |.e.,
since you will receive this letter on Thursday morning, you must make inquiries at once and, should a
letter be necessary, it must be posted the same evening -- before five o'clock, | think -- at the main post
office. So if you want to make any changes as regards the meeting place thereis still time. If | haven't
heard by Friday morning | shall count on meeting you and Tedesco on Saturday evening at the Couronne.
We shall then have time enough to talk things over; this congress must be a decisive one, as this time we
shall have it all our own way.

For along time now | have been completely at aloss to understand why you have not put a stop to
Moses gossip. [2] It's been giving rise to the most devilish confusion for me here and the most tedious

contradictory speeches to the workers. Entire district sittings have been wasted over it, nor isthere any
possibility of effectively combating this 'vapid' nonsense in the communities; particularly before the
elections there could be no question of it.

| expect to see L. Blanc again tomorrow. If not, | shall in any case see him the day after tomorrow. If |
have nothing to add at the end of thisletter, you will hear the sequel on Saturday.

By the way, Reinhardt talked nonsense to me about the number of copies sold [3] -- not 37, but 96 had

been sold aweek ago today. That same day | myself took your book to L. Blanc. All the copies had been
despatched save to Lamartine (not here), L. Blanc and Vidal, whose address cannot be found. | have had
it taken to the Presse.

By the way, Frank's despatch arrangements have been truly appalling.
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At least see that Moses doesn't get up to any nonsense during our absence! Au revoir, then!
Y our

E.

Tuesday evening

Verte[4]

Give alittle thought to the Confession of Faith. | think we would do best to abandon the catachetical
form and call the thing Communist Manifesto.[5] Since a certain amount of history has to be narrated in

it, the form hitherto adopted is quite unsuitable. | shall be bringing with me the one from here, which |
did [6]; it isin ssimple narrative form, but wretchedly worded, in atearing hurry. | start off by asking:

What is communism? and then straight on to the proletariat -- the history of its origins, how it differs
from earlier workers, development of the antithesis between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, crises,
conclusions. In between, al kinds of secondary matter and, finally, the communists' party policy, in so
far asit should be made public. The one here has not yet been submitted in its entirety for endorsement
but, save for afew quite minor points, | think | can get it through in such aform that at least thereis
nothing in it which conflicts with our views.

Wednesday morning

Have just received your letter [7] to which the above is an answer. | went to see L. Blanc. I'm remarkably
unlucky with him -- il est en voyage, ii reviendra peut-?tre aujourd'hui. [8] | shall go there again
tomorrow and, if necessary, the day after.

| can't be in Ostend by Friday evening because the money won't have been got together until Friday.
This morning your cousin Philips came to see me.

Born should make quite a good speech if you drum something into him. It's good that the Germans are
represented by aworking man. [9] But Lupus must be purged of all trace of his excessive modesty. The

good fellow is one of those rare people who have to be thrust into the foreground. Not Weerth, for
heaven's sake, as representative! A man who was aways too lazy, until pitchforked by his succes d'un
jour [10] at the Congress. [11] And who, to boot, wishes to be an independent member. |1 faut e retenir

dans sa sphere. [12]

NOTES
From MECW

BACKGROUND: Engels sent this|etter to Marx on the eve of the Second Congress of the Communist
L eague for which they both made thorough preparations and expected to reach a final agreement
concerning their stand during their meeting on the way to London. What Engels writes here on certain
points, e.g. a Communist L eague programme not in the form of a catechism or confession of faith but of
amanifesto, found expression in the congress decisions.

The Second Congress of the Communist League was held in London from 29 November to 8 December
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1847. It was attended by delegates from Germany, France, Belgium, Switzerland, Poland and Denmark.
Marx represented the L eague's Brussels communities, Engels the Paris communities and Victor Tedesco
the Liege communities. During many days of discussion Marx and Engels defended the principles of
scientific communism on which the congress based its decisions. It was resolved that in all its external
relations the League would come out openly as a communist party. The congress adopted the previously
drawn up Rulesin an improved form, a clause clearly defining the League's communist aim being
included. On the instruction of the Second Congress Marx and Engels wrote as the L eagu€e's programme
the Manifesto of the Communist Party, which was published in February 1848.

[1] 27 November 1847

[2] Probably a series of articles by Moses Hess.

[3] K. Marx, The Poverty of Philosophy.

[4] PTO

[5] Cf. K. Marx and F. Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party.

[6] F. Engels, 'Principles of Communism'.

[7] The working man referred to was Stephan Born, who was to speak at the meeting of the Democratic
Association in Brussels held to mark the seventeenth anniversary of the Polish revolution of 1830 instead
of Marx who at that time was to take part in the Second Congress of the Communist League in London.
Below Engels mentions Wilhelm Wolff (Lupus) and Georg Weerth as possible representatives, with
Born, of the German Workers Society at the Brussels meeting. It was held on 29 November 1847, and
Born spoke on behalf of the German workers.

A report on the meeting was published in the Deutsche-Brusseler-Zeitung No. 96, 2 December 1847.
[8] "he'stravelling and will perhaps be back today."

[9] Marx's |etter to Engels written about 22 November 1847 has not been found.

[10] "fleeting success'

[11] Engelsrefersto the Congress of Economistsin Brussels where Georg Weerth made a speech on 18
September.

[12] "He must be kept to his own sphere.”
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The crapauds* are doing well. With the temporary prosperity, and prospects of the glory of an empire,
the workers seem to have become completely bourgeois after al. It will take a severe chastisement by
crisesif they are to become good for anything again soon. If the next crisisis amild one Bonaparte may
be able to steer through it. But it looks as if it was going to be damned serious. No crisisis worse than
one in which over-speculation in production is slowly developing, for it requires as many yearsto
develop itsresults as acrisisin the trade in products and stocks an shares requires months. And with old
Wellington has been buried not only the common sense of old England but old England itself, in the

person of its sole surviving representative. What remains are inconsequent sporting characters like Derby
and Jewish swindlers like Disragli--who are as much caricatures of the old Tories as Monsieur Bonaparte
isof hisuncle.

* Literally toads, but used as a slang nickname by Marx and Engels for the French bourgeais.
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...I am getting some nice developments. For instance, | have thrown over the whole doctrine of profit as
it has existed up to now. In the method of treatment of treatment the fact by mere accident | have again
glanced through Hegel's Logic has been of great service to me--Freiligrath found some volumes of Hegel
which originally belonged to Bakunin and sent them to me as a present. If there should ever be time for
such work again, | should greatly like to make accessible to the ordinary human intelligence, in two or
three printer's sheets, what is rational in the method which Hegel discovered but at the same time
enveloped in mysticism.... What do you say to friend Jones? That the fellow has sold himself | am not yet
willing to believe. His experience in 1848 may lie heavy on his stomach. With his great belief in himself
he may think himself capable of exploiting the middle class or may imagine that if only Ernest Jones
were got into Parliament, one way or another, the history of the world would be bound to take a new
turn. The best of it isthat Reynolds* has now come out in his paper as a furious opponent of the middle
class and of all compromise-of course out of spite against Jones. Mr. B. O'Brien, likewise, has now

become an irrepressible Chartist at any price. The only excuse for Jones is the inertia which at present
pervades the working classin England. However thismay be, heis at present on the way to becoming a
dupe of the middle class or arenegade. The fact that he, who used anxioudly to consult me about every
hit of rubbish, is now equally anxious to avoid me, shows anything but a good conscience. ...

*Reynolds, George William (1814-79) Chartist. Editor of Reynolds \Weekly Newspaper .
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What isto be done with Lassalleit is hard to say; after all, | should assume that it would be beneath the
dignity of the great Itzig [Lassall€] to bring out the heavy artillery of aformal denial against such petty
gossip asthat of Meyen. Let the fellow get out of his own dirty mess himsdlf; if he can do anything he
will not need any testimonial from you, and why should you compromise yourself after once having told
him that he cannot go with us all the same, or we with him. What stupidity, to start with, to mix himself
up in the Schulze-Delitzsch Knoten business and to attempt to form a party there, of al places, on the
basis of our former work. We can only welcome the fact that Schulze-Delitzsch and other rabble are
trying during this bourgeois period to raise the Knoten to the heights of the bourgeois point of view, for
otherwise we should have had this business to wade through during the revolution, and in Germany,
where everything is so much complicated by the mentality of the petty state, this small beer might have
been held up to us as something new and practical. That is finished with now; we have got out opponents
in the right position and the Knote has become conscious and so transferred himself to the ranks of the
petty-bourgeois democracy. But to regard these chaps as representatives of the proletariat! It takes Itzig
to do that.
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| expected Bismarck to knock at your door, though scarcely with such rapidity. It istypical of the fellow's

horizon and way of thinking that he judges everyone by himself. Well may the bourgeoisie admire the
great men of to-day--it seesits own reflection in them. All the qualities by which Bonaparte and
Bismarck achieved success are the qualities of the merchant: the pursuit of a definite end by waiting and
experimenting until the right moment is hit upon, the diplomacy of the ever-open loophole of escape, the
compromising and haggling, the swallowing of insults if interest demandsit, the "do not let us be
thieves'--in short, everywhere the merchant. Gottfried Ermen isjust as great a statesman as Bismarck in
hisway, and if one follows al the tricks of these great men one always finds oneself back again on the
Manchester Exchange. Bismarck thinksto himself: if | go on knocking at Marx's door | shall, after all, be
sure to hit on the right moment in the end and then we will do alittle business together. Gottfried Ermen
al over.
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It is difficult to come to an absolutely definite judgment about the thing [Dietzgen's manuscript]. Asa
philosopher the man is no child of nature, and added to that isonly half self-taught. Some of his sources
(e.g., Feuerbach, your book, and various rubbishy popular works on natural science) can be immediately

recognised from his terminology, but one cannot tell what else he has read. Histerminology is of course
still very confused--hence thereis alack of sharpness and frequent repetition in new terms. Thereisaso
some dialectic in it, but appearing more in flashes than as a connected whole. The account of the
thing-in-itself as Gedankending [thing made of thought] would be very nice and even brilliant if one
could be sure that he had discovered it for himself. Thereisalot of wit and, despite the lack of grammar,
amarked talent for style. On the whole, aremarkable instinct for arguing out so much correctly with such
deficient preliminary training.

As| said, the repetitions are the result partly of the deficient terminology and partly of unfamiliarity with
the discipline of logic. It will be very hard to get them all out. If the man absolutely insists on having his
things printed | am not sure that to limit him to two printer's sheets would be the best for him--in any
case it would give him the devil's own job as he is not conscious of his repetitions, and then | am not sure
either whether two sheets would get any attention paid them at all. More likely six to eight. And he will
never get it into aperiodical.
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What do you say to the elections in the factory districts? Once again the proletariat has discredited itself
terribly. Manchester and Salford return three Toriesto two Liberals, including moreover the
milk-and-water Bayley. Bolton, Preston, Blackburn, etc., practically nothing but Tories. In Ashton it
looks asif M[ilner] Gibson would go to the wall. Ernest Jones nowhere, despite the cheering.
Everywhere the proletariat are the tag, rag and bobtail of the official parties, and if any party has gained
additional strength from the new voters, it isthe Tories. The small towns, the half rotten boroughs are the
salvation of bourgeois liberalism and the roles will be reversed: the Tories will now be in favour of more
members for the big towns and the Liberals for unequal representation.

Here the electors have increased from 24,000 to not quite 48,000, while the Tories have increased their
voters from 6,000 to 14,000--15,000. The Liberas threw away alot and Mr. Henry did alot of harm, but
it cannot be denied that the increase of working-class voters has brought the Tories more than their mere
additional percentage and has improved their relative position. On the whole thisis to the good. It looks
at present asif Gladstone will get a narrow majority and so be compelled to keep the ball rolling and

reform the Reform Act; with abig majority he would have left it all to God as usual.

But it remains a hopeless certificate of destitution for the English proletariat, all the same. The parson
has shown unexpected power and so has the cringing to respectability. Not a single working-class
candidate had a ghost of a chance, but my Lord Tomnoddy or any parvenu snob could have the workers
votes with pleasure.
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Many thanks for Ténot and the Baudin trial. As soon as | have read the latter | will send them both back.
Y ou can keep the Provinces for | have ordered both volumes for myself from the bookseller, as one must
possess a copy of athing of thiskind. It is anecessary result of every victorious reaction that the
causation of the revolution and especially of the counter-revolution should pass into utter oblivion; the
younger generation in Germany knows absolutely nothing about 1848 except the groans of the
Kreuzzeitung, which were echoed by all the other papers from 1849-52 ; history suddenly comesto an
end therein 1847-
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Nothing can in any case be done with Wilhelm [Liebknecht] until he has quite definitely separated his
organisation from the Peopl€e's Party and placed himself at most in aloose cartel relation with them. Very

nice too hisintending to put the International in the title of hislittle paper, which would then be the organ
of the International Workingmen's Association and of the People's Party at the same time! The organ

both of the German petty bourgeoisie and of the European workers!

Another fineidea of Wilhelm's, that one must neither accept nor even force concessions to the workers
from the "present state." Thiswill get him the hell of along way with the workers....

[In Tridon's pamphlet--Gironde et Girondins (1869)--there is] the comic idea that the dictatorship of
Paris over France, which was the reason why the first revolution went to pieces, could be carried out in
just the same sort of way to-day but with a successful result.
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Irish history shows one how disastrousit is for a nation when it has subjugated another nation. All the
abominations of the English have their origin in the Irish Pale. | have still to work through the
Cromwellian period, but this much seems certain to me, that things would have taken another turnin
England but for the necessity for military rulein Ireland and the creation of a new aristocracy there.
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| never thought that Mr. Carey would be such amusing reading.... The fellow imagines that the reason
why rent is so high in South Lancashire and, among other places, in the Forest of Rossendale (a
thickly-populated industrial centre) is because the land here is exceptionally good corn-producing land! |
am making a heap of marginal notes for you and as soon as | have read his theory of rent will write you
my opinion and send the book back. Of course he explains the origin of rent by just as wild and senseless
astory as Ricardo, and hisideatoo of how it took place is as absurd as the way in which all economists
represent this sort of thing to themselves. But that has nothing to do with the theory of rent itself. What
Carey callsthe "best land" you can see from the fact that, according to his own statement, it is
exceptional now for the so-called best land, even in the Northern States, to yield a profit when taken into
cultivation.
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...And now for Carey.

The whole question at issue does not seem to me to have any direct connection with economics proper.
Ricardo says, rent isthe surplus yield of the more fertile pieces of land over that of the lessfertile. Carey

saysjust the same. ... They are therefore agreed on what rent is. The dispute is only about how rent
arises. Now Ricardo's description of the process by which rent originates (Carey, p. 104) isjust as
unhistorical as all the similar detailed stories of the economists and as Carey's own great
Robinson-Crusoeade about Adam and Eve (p. 96 seq.). In the older economists, including Ricardo, thisis
still excusable to a certain extent; they do not want any historical knowledge, they are just as unhistorical
in their whole conception as the other apostles of the eighteenth century Enlightenment, with whom such
alleged historical digressions are nothing more than a manner of speech enabling them to represent the
origin of this, that or the other to themselvesin arational way, and in which primitive man always thinks
and behaves exactly as if he were an apostle of eighteenth-century Enlightenment. But when Carey, who
wants to develop his own historical theory, proceeds to introduce Adam and Eve to us as Y ankee
backwoodsmen, he cannot expect us to believe him, he has not the same excuse.

There would be no dispute at all if Ricardo had not been naive enough to call the more productive land
simply "fertile.” The most fertile and most favourably situated land "is, according to Ricardo, the first
cultivated. Just the way athoughtful bourgeoisin aland that has been cultivated for centuries would be
bound to represent the thing to himself. Now Carey fastens on to the "fertile,” foists on to Ricardo the
assertion that the lands most capable of productivity in themselves are those taken into cultivation, and
says. No, on the contrary, the most naturally fertile lands (the valley of the Amazon, the Ganges delta,
tropical Africa, Borneo and New Guinea, etc.) are not cultivated even yet; the first settlers, because they
cannot help themselves, start cultivation on land which drainsitself, namely, strips lying on hills and
slopes, but these are by nature poorer land. And when Ricardo says. fertile and the most favourably
situated, he is saying the same thing, without noticing that he is expressing himself loosely and that a
contradiction can be introduced between these two qualifications connected by "and." But when Carey
inserts a sketch on page 138 and declares that Ricardo puts hisfirst settlersin the valley while Carey puts
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them on the hills (on bare crags and impracticable declivities of 45 degrees, in the sketch) heis simply
lying about Ricardo.

Carey's historical illustrations, in so far asthey refer to America, are the only useful thing in the book. As
a 'Y ankee he was ableto live through the process of settlement himself and could follow it from the
beginning: here, therefore, he knows all about it. Nevertheless there is no doubt alot of uncritical stuff
here as well, which would have first to be sifted out. But when he gets to Europe he begins inventing and
making himself ridiculous. And that he is not unprejudiced even in Americaisindicated by the eagerness
with which he attempts to prove the worthlessness, indeed the negative quality, of the value of the
uncultivated land (that in some respects it is worth minus 10 dollars an acre) and praises the self-sacrifice
of the societies which, to their own certain ruin, make waste land serviceable for mankind. Related of the
country of colossal land jobbery, this produces a humorous effect. Moreover, he never mentions the
prairie land here and it is very lightly touched upon elsewhere. The whole story of the negative value of
the waste land and all the calculation he givesto prove it are after all best contradicted by Americaitself.
If the story were true, Americawould not only be the poorest of countries, but would be becoming
relatively poorer every year, because more and more labour would be thrown away on this worthless
land.

Now asto his definition of rent: "The amount received as rent is interest upon the value of labour
expended, minus the difference between the productive power (the rent-paying land) and that of the
newer soils which can be brought into activity by the application of the same labour that has been there
given to the work"--pp. 165-6. This may, within certain limits, have a certain amount of truth here and
there, especialy in America. But rent isin any case such a complicated thing, to which so many other
circumstances contribute, that even in those cases, this definition could apply only if other things were
egual, only to two pieces of land lying side by side. That "interest for the value of labour expended" is
also contained in rent, Ricardo knew as well as he. If Carey declares the land as such to be worse than
worthless then rent is bound of course to be either "interest upon the value of labour expended,” or, asit
iscalled on p. 39, theft. But he has still to show us the transition from theft to interest.

The origin of rent in different countries and even in one and the same country seems to me to be by no
means such a simple process as both Ricardo and Carey imagine. In Ricardo, as| said, thisis excusable;
it isthe story of the fishers and hunters in the sphere of agriculture. It is not in fact an economic dogma,
but Carey wants to make a dogma out of his theory and prove it to the world--for which indeed historical
studies of avery different sort from Mr. Carey's are necessary. There 'may even have been places where
rent originated in Ricardo's way and others where it originated in Carey's way, and still others where its
origin was entirely different. One might also remark to Carey that where fever has to be reckoned with,
and above all tropical fever, economics pretty well cease to hold. Unless his theory of population means
that with the increase of inhabitants the surplus population is obliged to begin work on the most fertile,
I.e., the most unhealthy pieces of land, an attempt in which they either succeed or perish. If so, he has
successfully established a harmony between himself and Malthus.

In Northern Europe, rent originated neither in Ricardo's nor in Carey's way, but simply from the feudal
burdens which were | ater reduced to their right economic level by free competition. In Italy different
again, see Rome. To calculate how much of the rent in the old civilised countriesisreally original rent
and how much isinterest for labour invested isimpossible, because every caseis different. Moreover it
has no importance at all once it has been proved that rent can also increase where no labour is put into
the land. The grandfather of Sir Humphrey de Trafford, in Old Trafford near Manchester, was so laden

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/eng-marx/69_11_19.htm (2 of 3) [26/08/2000 00:28:48]



Letter from Engels to Marx

with debt that he did not know what to do. His grandson, after paying off all the debts, has an income of
£40,000 ayear. If we subtract about £10,000 of this, which comes from building land, £30,000 remains
asthe yearly value of the agricultural estate, which eighty years ago brought;n perhaps £2,000. Further, if
£3,000 is taken as interest on invested labour and capital, which isalot, there remains an increase of
£25,000, or five times the former value, including the improvements. And all this, not because labour
was put into it, but because labour was put into something else near by--because the estate lies close to a
city like Manchester, where milk, butter and garden produce get a good price. It isjust the same on a
larger scale. From the moment England became a corn and cattle importing country, and even earlier, the
density of population became a factor in the determination of rent, and particularly of rent-increases,
guite independently of the labour invested in the land of England as awhole. Ricardo, with his "most
favourably situated lands" includes the consideration of connection with the market as well, Carey
ignoresit. And if he were then to say that land itself only has a negative, but situation a positive value, he
would have nevertheless admitted, what he denies, that land, just because it can be monopolised, has, or
can have, a value independent of the labour invested in it. But on this point Carey is as quiet as a mouse.

It is equally indifferent whether the labour invested in the land in civilised countries pays regularly or
not. More than 20 years ago | made the assertion that in our present society no instrument of production
exists which can last from 60 to 100 years, no factory, no building, etc., which by the end of its existence
has covered the cost of its production. | still think that one way and another thisis perfectly true. And if
Carey and | are both right, that proves nothing about the rate of profit or the origin of rent, it only proves
that bourgeois production, even measured by its own standards, is rotten.

With these random comments on Carey you will no doubt have enough. They are very mixed because |
made no extracts. Asfor the historical-materialistic-scientific trimming, its whole value = that of the two
trees, the tree of life and the tree of knowledge, which he has planted in his Paradisical work, not indeed
for Adam and Eve, who have to slave in the backwoods, but for their descendants. This wretched
ignorant stuff can only be compared with the shamel essness which allows him to unburden himself of
such nonsense.
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The election in Tipperary [of O'Donovan Rossa, a Fenian prisoner] is an event. It forces the Fenians out
of empty conspiracy and the fabrication of small coups into a path of action which, evenif legal in
appearance, is still far more revolutionary than what they have been doing since the failure of their
insurrection. In fact, they are adopting the methods of the French workers and that is an enormous
advance. If only the thing is carried on as intended. The terror which this new turn has produced among
the philistines, and which is now being screeched throughout the whole Liberal press, isthe best proof
that this time the nail has been hit on the head. Typical isthe Solicitors Journal, which remarks with
horror that the election of a political prisoner iswithout precedent in the realm of Britain! So much the
worse--where is there a country except England in which such a case is not a common event! The worthy
Gladstone must be horribly annoyed.

But you really ought to look at the Times now. Three leadersin eight days in which either it is demanded
of the Government or the Government itself demands that an end be put to the excesses of the Irish
Nationalist press.

| am very eager to hear about your debate to-morrow evening and its result, about which there can be no
doubt. It would be very fineto get Odger into a hole. | hope Bradlaugh will stand for Southwark as well

as he, and it would be much better if Bradlaugh were elected. For the rest, if the English workers cannot
take an example from the peasants of Tipperary they arein abad way....

Last week | waded through the tracts by old Sir John Davies (Attorney-General for Ireland under James).
| do not know if you have read them, they are the main source; at any rate you have seen them quoted a
hundred times. It isareal shame that one cannot have the original sources for everything; one can see
infinitely more from them than from the second-hand versions which reduce everything that is clear and
simple in the original to confusion and complexity.

From these tracts it is clear that communal property in land still existed in full forcein Ireland in the year
1600, and this was brought forward by Mr. Davies in the pleas regarding the confiscation of the alienated
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lands in Ulster, as a proof that the land did not belong to the individual owners (peasants) and therefore
either belonged to the lord, who had forfeited it, or from the beginning to the Crown. | have never read
anything finer than this plea. The division took place afresh every two to three years. In another pamphlet
he gives an exact description of the income, etc., of the chief of the clan. These things | have never seen
guoted and if you can use them | will send them you in detail. At the same time | have nicely caught
Monsieur Goldwin smith. This person has never read Davies and so puts up the most absurd assertionsin
extenuation of the English. But | shall get the fellow.....
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...Ireland still remains the Holy Isle whose aspirations must on no account be mixed with the profane
class-struggles of the rest of the sinful world. Thisisno doubt partly honest madness on the part of the
people, but it isequally certain that it is also partly a calculation on the side of the leadersin order to
maintain their domination over the peasant. Added to this, a nation of peasants always has to take its
literary representatives from the bourgeoisie of the towns and their intelligentsia, and in this respect
Dublin (I mean Catholic Dublin) isto Ireland much what Copenhagen isto Denmark. But to these gentry
the whole labour movement is pure heresy and the Irish peasant must not on any account know that the
Socialist workers are his sole allies in Europe.
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Itisarea mercy that in spite of G. Flourens, there was no outbreak at Noir's funeral. The fury of the
"Pays" shows the bitter disappointment of the Bonapartists. Indeed what could be wished for better than
to catch the whole of the revolutionary masses of Paris in flagrant delinquency in an open space outside
Paris and even outside the walls of the fortifications, which have only afew entrances? Half a dozen
cannons at the passages through the walls, aregiment of infantry in skirmishing formation and a brigade
of cavalry to charge in and pursue--and in half an hour's time the whole unarmed crowd--the few
revolvers that some of them may have in their pockets do not count--will be blown up, cut to pieces or
taken prisoners. But as there are 60,000 troops at hand the crowd could even be allowed inside the
fortifications, these could then be manned and the whole mass shot or ridden down in the open ground of
the Champs Elysees and the Avenue de Neuilly. Mad! Paris, manned by 60,000 soldiers, isto be
captured from the open fields by 200,000 unarmed workers!
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The position seems to me to be this. Germany has been driven by Badinguet [Napoleon I11] into awar for
her national existence. If Badinguet defeats her, Bonapartism will be strengthened for years to come and
Germany broken for years, perhaps for generations. In that case there can be no more question of an
Independent German working-class movement either, the struggle to restore the national existence will
absorb everything, and at best the German workers will be dragged in the wake of the French. If
Germany wins, French Bonapartism will at any rate be smashed, the endless row about the establishment
of German unity will at last be got rid of, the German workers will be able to organise themselves on a
national scale quite different from that hitherto, and the French workers, whatever sort of government
may succeed this one, are certain to have afreer field than under Bonapartism. The whole mass of the
German people of every class have realised that thisisfirst and foremost a question of national existence
and have therefore at once flung themselves into It. That in these circumstances a German political party
should preach total obstruction a la Wilhelm [Liebknecht] and place all sorts of secondary considerations

before the main consideration, seems to me impossible.

Added to thisis the fact that Badinguet would never have been able to conduct this war without the
chauvinism of the mass of the French population: the bourgeoisie, the petty bourgeoisie, the peasants and
the imperialistic, Haussmannist building workers proletariat derived from the peasants, which Bonaparte
created in the big towns. Until this chauvinism is knocked on the head, and that properly, peace between
Germany and France is impossible. One might have expected that a proletarian revolution would have
undertaken this work, but since the war is already there, nothing remains for the Germans but to do it
themselves and quickly.

Now come the secondary considerations. For the fact that this war was ordered by Lehmann [Wilhelm |]
Bismarck & Co., and must minister to their temporary glorification if they conduct it successfully, we
have to thank the miserable state of the German bourgeoisie. It is certainly very unpleasant but cannot be
altered. But to magnify anti-Bismarckism into the sole guiding principle on this account would be
absurd. In the first place, Bismarck, asin 1866, is at present doing a bit of our work for us, in hisown
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way and without meaning to, but all the same heisdoing it. He is clearing the ground for us better than
before. And then we are no longer at the year 1815. The South Germans are bound now to enter the
Reichstag and this will develop a counterpoise to Prussianism. Then there are the national duties which
will fall to Prussia and which, as you wrote, will from the outset forbid the Russian alliance. In general to
try d la Liebknecht to set the clock back on all that has happened since 1866 is senseless. But we know
our model South' Germans. There is nothing to be done with these fools.

| think our people can:

(I Join the national movement--you can see from Kugelmann's letter how strong it is--in so far as and for

solong asit islimited to the defence of Germany (which does not exclude an offensive, in certain
circumstances, before peaceis arrived at).

(2) At the same time emphasi se the difference between German-national and dynastic-Prussian interests.

(3) Work against any annexation of Alsace and Lorraine--Bismarck is now revealing the intention of
annexing them to Bavaria and Baden.

(4) As soon as a non-chauvinistic republican government is at the helm in Paris, work for an honourable
peace with it.

(5) Constantly stress the unity of interest between the German and French workers, who did not approve
of the war and are also not making war on each other.

(6) Russia, asin the International Address.

Wilhelm's assertion that because Bismarck is aformer accomplice of Badinguet's the correct position is
to remain neutral, isamusing. If that were the general opinion in Germany, we should soon have the
Confederation of the Rhine again and the noble Wilhelm should just see what sort of a part he would
play in that, and what would happen to the workers' movement. A people that gets nothing but kicks and
blowsis indeed the right one to make a socia revolution, and in Wilhelm's beloved X-petty states
moreover!...

...The debacle in France seemsto be awful. Everything squandered, sold, swindled away. The chassepots
are badly made and fail when brought into action, there are no more there, the old flintlocks have got to
be hunted out again. Nevertheless a revolutionary government, if it comes soon, need not despair. But it
must leave Paristo its fate and carry on the war from the South. There would then still be a possibility of
its holding out until arms have been bought and new armies organised with which the enemy would be
gradually forced back again to the frontier. Thiswould really be the true end of the war, both countries
reciprocally furnishing proof that they are unconquerable. But if this does not happen quickly the gameis
up. Moltke's operations are a model--old Wilhelm seems to give him a perfectly free hand--and the four
battalions are already joining the main army, while the French ones are not yet in existence.

If Badinguet is not out of Metz yet it may go badly with him. ...

Wilhelm [Liebknecht] has obviously calculated on avictory for Bonaparte ssmply in order to get his

Bismarck defeated. Y ou remember how he was always threatening him with the French. You, of course,
are on Wilhelm's side too!
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"Was schert mich Weib, was schert mich Kind,
"Ich trage hohres Verlangen,

"Lass sie betteln gehn, wenn sie hungrig sind-
"Mein Kaiser, mein Kaiser gefangen!”

[What care | for wife or child, | have higher yearnings; if they are hungry let them go and beg--my
Emperor, my Emperor is acaptive!]

World history is surely the greatest of poets, it has even succeeded in parodying Heine. My Emperor, my
Emperor a captive! And of the "stinking Prussians," what is more. And poor William stands by and
assures everybody for the hundredth time that he isreally quite innocent of the whole business and that it
isapure act of God. William appears just like the schoolboy: "Who created the world?' " Please teacher,

| did--but indeed | will never do it again And then the miserable Jules Favre comes along an that Palikao,
Trochu and afew Arcadians shall form the government. There never was such alousy crew. But all the
same it isto be expected now that when this becomes known in Paris something or other will happen. |
cannot believe that this douche of news, which must surely be known to-day or to-morrow, will produce
no effect. Perhaps a government of the Left, which after some show of resistance will conclude peace.

Thewar isat an end. Thereis no more army in France. As soon as Bazaine has capitulated, which will no
doubt happen this week, half the German army will move in front of Paris and the other half across the
Loire to sweep the country of al armed detachments....

The Alsace swindle--apart from its purely Teutonic features--is mainly of a strategical nature and aims at
getting the line of the Vosges and German L orraine as border-country. (Language frontier: If you draw a
straight line from Donon or Schirmeck in the V osges to one hour east of Longwy, where the
Belgian--Luxemberg and French frontiers meet, it is amost exactly the language frontier ; and from
Donon down the V osges to the Swiss frontier.) Northwards from Donon the V osges are not so high and
steep as in the South. Only the asses of the Staatsanzeiger and Brass and Co. could suppose that France
will be "throttled" by the snipping off of this narrow strip with its one and a quarter million or so
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inhabitants. The screams of the philistines for "guarantees' are altogether absurd, but they tell because
they suit the rubbish of the Court people.... In Saarbriicken the French did as much damage as they could.
Of course the bombardment only lasted afew hours and not as in Strasbourg day and night for weeks. ...

The defence of Paris, if nothing extraordinary happens in the course of it, will be an entertaining episode.
These perpetual little panics of the French--which all arise from fear of the moment when they will really
have to learn the truth--give one a much better idea of the Reign of Terror. We think of thisasthereign
of people who inspire terror; on the contrary, it isthe reign of people who are themselves terrified. Terror
consists mostly of useless cruelties perpetrated by frightened people in order to reassure themselves. | am
convinced that the blame for the Reign of Terror in 1793 lies almost exclusively with the over-nervous
bourgeois, demeaning himself as a patriot, the small petty bourgeois beside themselves with fright and
the mob of riff-raff who know how to profit from the terror. These are just the classes in the present
minor terror too.
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If anything at all could be donein Paris, arising of the workers before peace is concluded should be
prevented. Bismarck will soon be in aposition to make peace, either by taking Paris or because the

European situation obliges him to put an end to the war. However the peace may turn out, it must be
concluded before the workers can do anything at all. If they were victorious now--in the service of
national defence--they would have to inherit the legacy of Bonaparte and of the present lousy Republic,

and would be needlessly crushed by the German armies and thrown back another twenty years. They
themselves can |ose nothing by waiting. The possible changes of frontier are in any case only provisional
and will be reversed again. To fight for the bourgeoisie against the Prussians would be madness.
Whatever the government may be which concludes peace, the fact that it has done so will eventually
make its existence impossible, and in internal conflicts there will not be much to fear from the army,
returned home after imprisonment. After the peace all the chances will be more favourable to the workers
than they ever were before. But will they not let themselves be carried away again under the pressure of
the external attack, and proclaim the Social Republic on the eve of the storming of Paris? It would be
appalling if astheir last act of war the German armies had to fight out a battle with the Parisian workers
at the barricades. It would throw us back fifty years and delay everything so much that everybody and
everything would get into a false position--and the national hatred and the domination by phrases which
would then arise among the French workers!

It isadamnably bad thing that in the present situation there are so few people in Paris who are ready to
dare to see things as they really are. Where is one man there who even dares to think that France's active
power of resistance is broken where this war is concerned, and that with it the prospects of repelling the
invasion by arevolution fall to the ground too! Just because people do not want to hear thereal truth | am
afraid that things may still come to this. For the apathy of the workers before the fall of the Empire will
no doubt have changed by now.
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In bed this morning the following dialectical ideas on the natural sciences came into my head:

The subject of natural science--moving matter, bodies. Bodies cannot be separated from motion, their
forms and kinds can only be known through motion, of bodies apart from motion, apart from any relation
to other bodies, nothing can be asserted. Only in motion does abody reveal what it is. Natural science
therefore knows bodies by considering them in their relation to one another, in motion. The knowledge of
the different forms of motion is the knowledge of bodies. The investigation of these different forms of
motion is therefore the chief subject of natural science.

(I) The ssimplest form of motion is change of place (in time--to please old Hegel)--mechanical motion.

() Thereis no such thing as the movement of a single body, but relatively speaking, falling can be
treated as such. Motion towards a centre common to many bodies. But as soon as an individual body
moves in adirection other than towards the centre, while it is still subject to the laws of faling, these
undergo modification.

(b) in the laws of orbits and lead directly to the reciprocal motion of several bodies--planetary etc.,
motion, astronomy, equilibrium--a modification temporarily or apparently in the motion itself. But the
real result of thiskind of motion is aways ultimately--the contact of the moving bodies, they fall into
one another.

(c) Mechanics of contact--bodies in contact, ordinary mechanics, levers, inclined planes, etc. But the
effects of contact are not exhausted by these. Contact is directly manifested in two forms: friction and
impact. Both have the property that at given degrees of intensity and under certain conditions they
produce new, no longer merely mechanical effects: heat, light, electricity, magnetism.

(2) Physics proper, the science of these forms of movement, after investigation of each individuality,
establishes the fact that under certain conditions they pass into one another, and ultimately discovers that
al of them--at a given degree of intensity which varies according to the different bodies set in
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motion--produce effects which transcend physics, changes in the internal structure of bodies -- chemical
effects.

(3) Chemistry. For the investigation of the previous forms of movement it was more or less indifferent
whether this was applied to animate or inanimate bodies. The inanimate bodies even displayed the
phenomenain their greatest purity. Chemistry, on the other hand, can only distinguish the chemical
nature of the most important bodies in substances which have arisen out of the process of life itself; its
chief task becomes more and more to prepare these substances artificially. It forms the transition to the
organic sciences, but the diaectical transition can only be accomplished when chemistry has either made
the real transition or is on the point of doing so.

(4) Organism. Here | will not embark on any dialectic for the time being.

Y ou being seated there at the centre of the natural sciences will be in the best position to judge if thereis
anything init.
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Itisall very well for you to talk. You can lie warm in bed and study ground rent in general and Russian
agrarian conditions in particular with nothing to disturb you--but | am to sit on the hard bench, swill cold
wine, suddenly interrupt everything again and get after the blood of the boring Duhring. However, there
Is doubtless nothing else for it, even if | involve myself in a controversy of which it isimpossible to see
the end; after al, | shall have no peace otherwise, and then friend Most's panegyric on Dihring's Course
of Philosophy has shown me exactly where and how to direct the attack. This book will have to be
included because on many decisive pointsit better exposes the weak sides and weak foundations of the
arguments put forward in the Economy. | am ordering it at once. There isno actual philosophy in it
whatever--formal logic, dialectics, metaphysics, etc.--it is supposed rather to represent a general theory
of science in which nature, history, society, state, law, etc., are treated in aleged inner interconnection.
So again there is awhole section in which the society of the future, the so-called "free" society, is
described in its |ess economic aspects, and among other things the scheme of education for the primary
and secondary schoolsis already laid down. Here, therefore, one gets the banality in an even ssmpler
form than in the economic book and taking both works together can expose the fellow from this side at
the same time. For the noble gentleman's conception of history--that there was nothing but rubbish until
Dihring arrived--this book also has the advantage that here one can quote his own crass words. Anyhow,
| have him on the hip now. My plan is ready--J'ai mon plan. First of all | shall deal with thetrashin a
purely objective and apparently serious way, and then the treatment will become sharper according to the
degree in which the proofs of the nonsense on the one hand and of the platitudes on the other begin to
pile up, until at last we get to aregular hailstorm. In this fashion Most and Co. are deprived of their
excuse about "unkindness" and Duhring gets his deserts all the same. These gentlemen must be shown

that there is more than one way by which one can settle accounts with people of this kind.

| hope Wilhelm [Liebknecht] will publish Most's article in the Neue Welt, for which it was obviously

written. As usual Most cannot copy and so makes Dihring responsible for the most comic imbecilitiesin
the way of natural science, e.g., the breaking off of the rings (according to Kant's theory)--from the fixed

stars!
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With Wilhelm it is not merely the lack of manuscripts-- that could be got over by other articles on
guestions of the day, etc., as was done in Hepner's and Blos'stime. It is his passion for supplementing the
deficiencies of our theory, for having an answer to every philistine's objection and a picture of the society
of the future because after al the philistine asks questions about it; and, in addition, for being as
independent of us theoretically as possible (in which, owing to histotal lack of all theory, he has always
succeeded far better than he himself knows). But by all this he puts me into a position in which | cannot
but say to myself that Dihring is at any rate an educated man compared with the theoretical bunglers of
the Volksstaat, and his works are at any rate better than those of these subjectively and objectively
obscure gentlemen....

My re-reading of ancient history and my studiesin natural science have been of great service to me for
Duhring and make the thing much easier for me in many ways. Especially with natural science | find that
the ground has become considerably more familiar to me and that, though | have to exercise great
caution, | can nevertheless move on it with a certain amount of freedom and security. | am also beginning
to see the end of thisjob too. The thing is beginning to take shape in my head, and bummelling here at
the seaside where | can let the details go round in my mind has helped this on agood deal. In this
enormous field it is absolutely necessary to interrupt one's regular grind from time to time and to digest
what one has gulped down.

Herr Helmholz has never stopped chasing round the 'thing-in-itself' since 1853 and has still not got clear
about it. The man is not ashamed of calmly allowing the nonsense he had printed before Darwin to be
still reprinted over again.
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Bridlington Quay, Y orkshire
11 August 1881
1 SeaView

Dear Moor,

Y our registered letter arrived yesterday evening but it, too, was open, this time completely. | enclose the
envelope for you to see; it just wasn't stuck down.

I've this moment sent Tussy a cheque for £50, registered. If you want all or part of the remaining £20
(over and above the £30 you spoke about) sent to Paris, Tussy can arrange things more quickly than if
payment was made by a cheque on London posted straight to you over there. She can easily get hold of a
money order on Paris.

Asregards the French elections | am entirely of your opinion. This Chamber won't continue sitting much
longer anyway; once the scrutin de liste has come through, it will soon be dissolved again.

Y esterday morning | informed Mr Shipton that he wouldn't be getting any more leading articles from me.
Kautsky had sent me an insipid thing on international factory legislation in a poor translation which |
corrected and sent to Shipton. [1] Y esterday the proof and a letter arrived from Shipton who thought 2 of

the passages 'too strong', having, what's more, misconstrued one of them; he asked me whether | would
be prepared to tone them down. | did so and replied as follows:

What did he mean by submitting me the request for amendments on Tuesday -- i. e. Wednesday up here
-- when my reply couldn't have reached London until Thursday, after the paper had come out.

If he thought this too strong, how much more so my own far stronger articles? Accordingly it would be
better for us both if | gave up.

My time no longer permitted me to write aleading article regularly each week and | had already planned
to inform him of this after the trade union congress (September). [2] Under the circumstances, however,

it would no doubt improve his position vis-a-vis that congress were | to give up then and, there.
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He damned well ought to have shown me the Max Hirsch article before it was printed. [3] | couldn't

remain on the staff of a paper which lends itself to writing up these German Trade Unions, comparable
only to those very worst English ones which allow themselves to be led by men sold to, or at |least paid
by the middle class. Apart from that | wished him the best of luck, etc. He will get my letter this
morning.

| didn't tell him the most vital reason of al, namely, the total ineffectiveness of my articles so far asthe
rest of the paper and its readers are concerned. Any effect there may be takes the form of an invisible
response on the part of unavowed apostles of free trade. The paper remains the same old
omnium-gatherum of probable and improbable crotchets; in matters of politicsit is[more or less], but if
anything more Gladstonian. The response, which once showed signs of awakening in one or 2 nos., has
died away again. The British working man just doesn't want to advance; he has got to be galvanised by
events, the loss of industrial monopoly. En attendant, habeat sibi. ["In the meantime let him do as he
likes."]

We have been here for afortnight now, weather changeable, mostly cold and often threatening, but not
very often actually wet. We shall stay at |east another week, perhaps a fortnight, but certainly no longer.

Since I've been here | have been taking The Daily News instead of the Standard. It is even more stupid, if
that's possible. Preaches antivivisectionism! Also as deficient in news as the Standard.

Hirsch may suffer for his pleasure jaunt. But he can't help being what heis.
Best wishesto everyone.
Y our

F.E.

NOTES
From the MECW

[1] Thereferenceisto Karl Kautsky's article "International Labour Laws" published anonymously in The
Labour Sandard, No. 15, 13 August 1881.

[2] The fourteenth annual British trades union congress took place in London on 12-17 September 1881.

[3] The Labour Standard, No. 14, 6 August 1881, anonymously printed the article by Johann Georg
Eccarius"A German Opinion of English Trade Unionism." Eccarius regarded highly the German trade
unions founded in 1868 by Max Hirsch and Franz Duncker (the so-called Hirsch-Duncker trade unions).
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In order finally to get clear about the parallel between the Germans of Tacitus and the American
Redskins | have made some gentle extractions from the first volume of your Bancroft. [Hubert Howe
Bancroft (1832-1918)--American historian.] The similarity isindeed all the more surprising because the
method of production is so fundamentally different--here hunters and fishers without cattle-raising or
agriculture, there nomadic cattle-raising passing into agriculture. It just proves how at this stage the type
of production isless decisive than the degree in which the old blood bonds and the old mutual
community of the sexes within the tribe have been dissolved. Otherwise the Thlinkeets in the former
Russian America could not be the exact counterpart of the Germanic tribes--even more so really than
your Iroquois. Another riddle solved there is how the fact that the women are burdened with the main
mass of the work is quite consistent with great respect for women. Moreover | have found my suspicion
confirmed that the Jus PrimaeNoctis [right to the first night] originally found in Europe among the Celts
and the Slavs, isaremnant of the old sexual community: it subsists in two tribes, widely separated and of
different races, for the medicine-man as the representative of the tribe. | have learned agreat deal from
the book, and with regard to the Germanic tribes enough for the time being. Mexico and Peru | must
reserve for later on. | have given back the Bancroft but have taken the rest of Maurer's things, which are
therefore now all at my place. | had to look through them on account of my concluding note on the Mark,
which will be rather long and with which | am still dissatisfied although | have rewritten it two or three
times. After al it isno joke to summarise itsrise, flourishing and decay in eight or ten pages. If | can
possibly get the time | will send it to you in order to hear your opinion. And | myself would like to be
quit of the stuff and get back to the natural sciences.

It is funny to see from the so-called primitive peoples how the conception of holiness arose. What is
originally holy iswhat we have taken over from the animal kingdom--the bestial; "human laws" are as
much of an abomination in relation to this as they are in the gospel to the divine law.
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Enclosed is the appendix on the Mark. Be so kind as to send it back on Sunday, so that | can reviseit on
Monday--1 was not able to conclude the final revision to-day.

| consider the view expounded here regarding the conditions of the peasantry in the Middle Ages and the
rise of a second serfdom after the middle of the fifteenth century is on the whole incontrovertible. | have
been right through Maurer for all the relevant passages and find nearly all my assertions there, supported,
moreover, with evidence, while alongside of them are exactly the opposite, but either unsupported by
evidence or taken from a period which is not that in question at all. This particularly appliesto Fronhtfe
[lands liable to feudal dues], Volume 4, conclusion. These contradictions arise in Maurer: (I) from his
habit of bringing in evidence and examples from all periods side by side and jumbled together; (2) from
the remnants of hislegalistic bias, which always gets in his way whenever it is a question of
understanding a development; (3) from his great lack of regard for the part played by force; (4) from his
enlightened prejudice that since the dark Middle Ages a steady progress to better things must surely have
taken place--this prevents him from seeing not only the antagonistic character of real progress, but also
the individual retrogressions.

Y ou will find that my thing is by no means all of a piece but aregular patchwork. The first draft was all
of one piece but unfortunately wrong. | only mastered the material by degrees and that is why thereis so
much patching together.

Incidentally the general re-introduction of serfdom was one of the reasons why no industry could develop
in Germany in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. In the first place there was the reversed division
of labour among the guilds--the opposite from that in manufacture: the work was divided among the
guildsinstead of inside the workshop. In England at this stage migration to the territory outside the guild
took place, but in Germany this was prevented by the transformation of the country people and the
inhabitants of the agricultural market towns into serfs. But this also caused the ultimate collapse of the
trade guild as soon as the competition of foreign manufacture arose. The other reasons which combined
with thisin holding back German manufacture | will here omit.
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The point about the almost total disappearance of serfdom--legally or actually--in the thirteenth and
fourteenth centuriesis the most important to me, because formerly you expressed a divergent opinion on
this. In the East Elbe region the colonisation proves that the German peasants were free; in
Schleswig-Holstein Maurer admits that at that time "all" the peasants had regained their freedom
(perhaps rather later than the fourteenth century). He also admits that in South Germany it was just at this
period that the bondsmen were best treated. In Lower Saxony more or less the same (e.g., the new Meier
[tenant farmers] who were in fact copyholders). He is only opposed to Kindlinger's view that serfdom
first arose in the sixteenth century. But that it was newly reinforced after that, and appeared in a second
edition, seems to me indubitable. Meitzen gives the dates at which serfs begin to be mentioned again in
East Prussia, Brandenburg, Silesia: the middle of the sixteenth century; Hanssen gives the same for
Schleswig-Holstein. When Maurer calls thisamilder form of serfdom heisright in comparison with the
ninth and eleventh centuries, when the old Germanic slavery still continued, and right too with regard to
the legal powers which the lord also had then and later--according to the law books of the thirteenth
century--over his serfs. But compared with the actual position of the peasantsin the thirteenth, the
fourteenth and, in North Germany, the fifteenth centuries, the new serfdom was anything but an
aleviation. Especially after the Thirty Years War! It isaso significant that while in the Middle Ages the
degrees of servitude and serfdom are innumerable, so that the Mirror of Saxony gives up any attempt to
speak of egen llde recht [rights over owned people--i.e., bondsmen] this becomes remarkably simple
after the Thirty Years War.
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My idea of the Podolinsky businessis as follows. Hisreal discovery isthat human labour has the power
of detaining solar energy on the earth's surface and permitting its activity longer than would be the case
without it. All the economic conclusions he draws from this are wrong. | have not got the thing by me but
recently read it in Italian in the Plebe. The question is: how can a given quantity of energy inagiven
quantity of food leave behind it a greater quantity of energy than itself? | solveit in thisway. Assume
that the amount of food daily necessary for one person represents an amount of energy expressed as
10,000 H.U. (heat units). These 10,000 H.U. remain for ever = 10,000 H.U. and in practice, asiswell
known, lose in the course of their transformation into other forms of energy, through friction, etc., a part
of their availability. In the human body thisis even considerable. The physical work performed in
economic labour can never therefore = 10,000 H.U. but is alwaysless.

But this does not mean that physical labour is economic labour; far from it. The economic labour
performed by the 10,000 H.U. in nowise consists of the reproduction of the same 10,000 H.U., wholly or
partially, in this or that form. On the contrary, most of these are lost in the increased heat and radiation of
the body, etc., and what remains available of them are the fertilising potentialities of the excrements. The
economic labour which a man performs by the employment of these 10,000 H.U. consists rather in the
fixation for a greater or less time of new H.U. radiated to him from the sun, which have only this labour
connection with the first 10,000 H.U. Whether, however, the new quantity of H.U. fixated by the
application of the 10,000 H.U. of daily nourishment reaches 5,000, 10,000, 20,000 or 1,000,000 H.U.,
depends solely on the degree of development attained by the means of production.

This can only be represented arithmetically in the most primitive branches of production: hunting,
fishing, cattle-raising, agriculture. In hunting and fishing new solar energy is not even fixated, only what
has already been fixated is turned to use. At the sametimeit is obvious that, assuming the fisher or
hunter to be normally nourished, the amount of albumen or fat he gets by hunting or fishing is
independent of the amount of these foodstuffs which he consumes.

In cattle raising, energy isfixated in the sense that vegetable matter, which would otherwise rapidly
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wither, decay and decomposg, is systematically transformed into animal abumen, fat, skin, bones, etc.,
and therefore fixated for alonger time. Here the calculation is aready complicated.

Still more so in agriculture, where the energy value of the auxiliary materials, manures, etc., also enters
into the calculation.

Inindustry al calculation comes to an end: in most cases the work added to the product can no longer be
expressed in H.U. If, for instance, thisis still possible with a pound of yarn because its toughness and
capacity for resistance can just, with alot of fuss and trouble, be reduced to a mechanical formula, here
already this appears as an utterly useless piece of pedantry, and in the case of a piece of unbleached
cloth, still more in the case of bleached, dyed and printed cloth, becomes absurd. The energy value of a
hammer, a screw or a needle calculated according to the cost of production is an impossible quantity. In
my opinion it is absolutely impossible to try and express economic relations in physical magnitudes.

What Podolinsky has entirely forgotten is that man as aworker is not merely afixer of present solar heat
but a still greater squanderer of past solar heat. The stores of energy, coal, ores, forests, etc., we succeed
in squandering you know better than I. From this point of view even fishing and hunting appear not as

the fixation of new sun heat but as the using up and incipient waste of solar energy already accumulated.

Further: what man does deliberately by work, the plant does unconsciously. Plants--and thisis an old
story aready--are the great absorbers and depositors of sun heat in a changed form. By work, therefore,
in so far asit fixates sun heat (which in industry and elsewhere is by no means always the case) man
succeeds in uniting the natural functions of the energy-consuming animal with those of the
energy-collecting plant.

Podolinsky has strayed away from his very valuable discovery into mistaken paths because he was trying
to find in natural science anew proof of the truth of socialism, and has therefore confused physics and
€economics.

Engelsto Marx Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/eng-marx/82_12_19.htm (2 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:29:09]



Letter from Engels to Marx

Letter from Engels to Marx

iIn London

Written: December 22, 1882

Sour ce: Marx and Engels Correspondence
Publisher: International Publishers (1968)
First Published: Gestamtausgabe
Trandated: DonnaTorr

Transcribed: Sally Ryan in 2000

HTML Markup: Saly Ryan

To return once more to Podolinsky; | must make a correction, namely, that storage of energy through
work really only takes place in agriculture; in cattle raising the energy accumulated in the plantsis
simply transferred as a whole to the animals, and one can only speak of storage of energy in the sense
that without cattle-raising, nutritious plants wither uselessly, whereas with it they are utilised. In all
branches of industry, on the other hand, energy is only expended. The most that has to be taken into
consideration is the fact that vegetable products, wood, straw, flax, etc., and animal productsin which
vegetable energy is stored up, are put to use by being worked upon and therefore preserved longer than
when they are |eft to decay naturally. So that if one chooses one can trandate into the physical world the
old economic fact that all industrial producers have to live from the products of agriculture, cattleraising,
hunting, and fishing--but there is hardly much to be gained from doing so....

| am glad that on the history of serfdom we "proceed in agreement,” asthey say in business. It is certain
that serfdom and bondage are not a peculiarly medieval-feudal form, we find them everywhere or nearly
everywhere where conquerors have the land cultivated for them by the old inhabitants--e.g., very early in
Thessaly. This fact has even misled me and many other people about servitude in the Middle Ages; one
was much too much inclined to base it ssimply on conquest, this made everything so neat and easy. See
Thierry among others.

The position of the Christiansin Turkey during the height of the old Turkish semi-feudal system was
something similar.
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In Russia the movement is advancing faster than in all the rest of Europe. The struggle for a constitution
for one thing--of the nobles against the tsar and of the peasants against the nobles. Alexander has also at
last discovered that the Poles will have nothing to do with assimilation into a Slav-Russian nationality
and has made alot of fuss. All this more than counterbal ances the extraordinary successes of Russian
diplomacy during the last fifteen years and especially since 1849. When the next revolution comes
Russiawill be so kind as to revolutionise as well.
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In my opinion, the biggest things that are happening in the: world to-day are on the one hand the
movement of the slaves in America, started by the death of John Brown*, and on the other the movement
of the serfsin Russia. Y ou will have seen that the Russian aristocracy have thrown themselves directly
into agitation for a constitution and that two or three people from the chief families have already found
their way to Siberia. At the same time Alexander has spoilt things with the peasants by the latest
Manifesto, which declares in so many words that the "communistic principle" must cease with
emancipation. Thus the "socia" movement has started in the West and in the East. This added to the
prospective downbreak in Central Europe will be grandiose....

* BROWN, JOHN (1800-59). American revolutionary, opponent of slavery. Leader of partisan troopsin
the partisan war against the slave ownersin Kansas, 1854-55. He tried to form an army of runaway
slaves. On October 16, 1859, he took the arsenal at Harper's Ferry by a daring attack and wanted to arm
the slaves in the neighbourhood. On October 18, 1859, government troops recaptured the arsenal from
him. He was executed on December 2, 1859.
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The Cologne people have made a nice mess of my library. The whole Fourier is stolen, ditto Goethe,
ditto Herder, ditto Voltaire and, what is the most awful to me, the Economistes du 18me Sécle (quite
new, cost me about 500 francs) as well as many volumes of the Greek classics, many single volumes of
other works. If | come to Cologne | shall have aword to say about this with Mr. National Union Blrgers.
Hegel's Phenomenology and Logic ditto....

As arelaxation in the evenings | have been reading Appian on the Roman Civil Wars, in the origina
Greek text. A very valuable book. The chap is an Egyptian by birth. Schlosser says he has "no soul,"
probably because he goes to the roots of the material basis for these civil wars. Spartacusis revealed as
the most splendid fellow in the whole of ancient history. Great general (no Garibaldi), noble character,
real representative of the ancient proletariat.

Pompeius, reiner Scheisskerl [an utter rotter]; got his undeserved fame by snatching the credit, first for
the successes of Lucullus (against Mithridates), then for the successes of Sertorius (Spain), etc., and as
Sulla's "young man," etc. As ageneral he was the Roman Odilon Barrot. As soon as he had to show what
he was made of--against Caesar--a lousy good-for-nothing. Caesar made the greatest possible military
mistakes --deliberately mad--in order to bewilder the philistine who was opposing him. An ordinary
Roman general--say Crassus --would have wiped him out six times over during the struggle in Epirus.
But with Pompeius everything was possible. Shakespeare, in his Love's Labour Lost, seems to have had
an inkling of what Pompey really was.
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Lassalle, dazzled by the reputation he has made in certain learned circles by his Heraclitusand in a
certain circle of spongers by his good wine and cookery, is naturally unaware that he is discredited
among the public at large. Then thereis hisinsistence on being always in the right, his fixed attachment
to the "speculative conception” (the lad is even dreaming of writing a new Hegelian philosophy raised to
the second power), hisinfection with old French liberalism, his bombastic writing, his self-assertiveness,
tactlessness, etc. Lassalle could be of service as one of the editors, under strict discipline. Otherwise
would only bring discredit. But you see the great friendship he showed me made it very embarrassing for
me to come out with thisin so many words. | therefore remained altogether indefinite, saying that | could
decide nothing without previous discussion with you and Lupus [Wilhelm Wolff].
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My work (the manuscript for the printer) is getting on well in one respect. In the final working out the
things are taking on, as it seemsto me, a bearably popular form, except for some unavoidable M--C and
C--M. On the other hand, athough | write the whole day, the thing does not get on in the way my own
impatience, after thislong trial of patience, desires. Anyhow it will be 100 per cent, easier to understand
than No. | [The Critique of Palitical Economy, 1859]. For the rest, when | look at this compilation now
and see how | have had to turn everything round and how | had to make even the historical part out of
material of which some was quite unknown, then Itzig [Lassall€] really does seem funny to me, with
"his" economy already in the making, though all the stuff he has hawked out so far revealshim asa
sixth-form schoolboy who with the most revolting and bombastic old wives' chatter trumpets abroad--as
his latest discovery--principles which--ten times better--we were already distributing as snail change
among our partisans twenty years ago. The same Itzig otherwise aso collects in his manure factory the
party excrements we dropped twenty years ago, with which world history isto be fertilised.
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| am now working like ahorse, as| must use the timein which it is possible to work and the carbuncles
are still there, though now they only disturb me locally and not in the brainpan.

Between whiles, as one cannot always be writing, | am doing some Differential Calculus dx/dy. | have no
patience to read anything else. Any other reading always drives me back to my writing-desk.

This evening a specia session of the International. A good old fellow, an old Owenist, Weston

(carpenter) has put forward the two following propositions, which he is continually defending in the
Beehive: (1) That ageneral risein the rate of wages would be of no use to the workers; (2) That

therefore, etc., the trade unions have a harmful effect.

If these two propositions, in which he alone in our society believes, were accepted, we should be turned
into ajoke (so waren wir Kladderadatsch) both on account of the trade unions here and of the infection
of strikes which now prevails on the Continent.

On this occasion--as non-members may be admitted to this meeting--he will be supported by a born
Englishman, who has written a pamphlet to the same effect. | am of course espected to supply the
refutation. | ought really therefore to have worked out my reply for this evening, but thought it more
important to write on at my bookt and so shall have to depend upon improvisation.

Of course | know beforehand what the two main points are : (1) That the wages of labour determine the
value of commodities; (2) That if the capitalists pay 5 instead of 4 shillings to-day, they will sell their
commoditiesfor 5 instead of 4 shillings to-morrow (being enabled to do so by the increased demand).

Inane though thisis, only attaching itself to the most superficial external appearance, it is nevertheless
not easy to explain to ignorant people al the economic questions which compete with one another here.
You can't compress a course of political economy into one hour. But we shall do our best.

[Note: Marx debated against Weston on the night of May 20 and again on the 23rd; on June 24, 1865, he
wrote to Engels: "I have read a paper in the Central Council (it would make two printer's sheets, perhaps)
on the question brought up by Mr. Weston as to the effect of a general rise of wages, etc. Thefirst part of
it was an answer to Weston's nonsense; the second a theoretical explanation, in so far as the occasion was
suited to this. Now the people want to have this printed... In the second part the thing contains, in an
extremely condensed but relatively popular form, much that is new, taken in advance from my book
[Capital], while at the same time it has necessarily to slur over all sorts of things." The "paper " referred
toisMarx's Value, Price and Profit, which he had read on June 20. He did not agree to its publication in
1865, when the fuller exposition in Capital had not yet been given to the world and it was then forgotten
until after Engels death in 1895, when it was found by Marx's daughter, Eleanor Marx Aveling, who
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edited and published it inits original English formin 1898.]
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Y esterday there was a discussion in the International Council on the present war. [Prussian-Austrian war
of 1866] It had been announced beforehand and our room was very full. The Italian gentlemen had also
sent us representatives once more. The discussion wound up, as was to be expected, with "the question of
nationality” in general and the attitude we should take towards it. This subject was adjourned till next
Tuesday.

The French, very numerously represented, gave vent to their cordial dislike for the Italians.

Moreover the representatives of "young France" (non-workers) came out with the announcement that all
nationalities and even nations were "antiquated prejudices.” Proudhonised Stirnerism. Everything to be
dissolved into little "groups" or "communes" which will in their turn form an "association" but no state.
And indeed this "individualisation" of mankind and the corresponding "mutualism” are to proceed while
history comesto astop in al other countries and the whole world waits until the French areripefor a
social revolution. They will then perform the experiment before our eyes, and the rest of the world,
overcome by the force of their example, will do the same. Just what Fourier expected of his model
phalanstery. Moreover, everyone who encumbers the "social" question with the "superstitions' of the old
world is"reactionary."

The English laughed very much when | began my speech by saying that our friend Lafargue, etc., who
had done away with nationalities, had spoken "French" to us, i.e., alanguage which nine-tenths of the
audience did not understand. | also suggested that by the negation of nationalities he appeared, quite
unconsciously, to understand their absorption into the model French nation.

For the rest, the lineis difficult now because one has equally to oppose the silliness of English
pro-ltalianism on the one hand and the false polemic of the French on the other, and must specially
prevent any demonstration which would involve our Association in a one-sided direction.
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(London,) November 2, 1867

... Thetria or the Fenians in Manchester isjust what one expected it to be. 175. Y ou will have seen what
arow "our men" have made in the Reform League. | did everything | could to provoke this
demonstration of English workers for Fenianism.

Greetings

Yours,
K. M.

| used to think the separation of Ireland from England impossible. | now think it inevitable, although
after the separation there may come federation. The way the English are going on is shown by the
agricultural statistics for this year, published afew days ago. In addition the form of the evictions. The
Irish Viceroy, Lord Abicorn (thisis roughly the name) [Marx refersto Lord Abercorn, Lord Lieutenant
of Ireland. -- Ed.] has "cleared" his estate of thousands within recent weeks by compulsory executions.
Among the evicted are well-to-do farmers whose improvements and capital investments are confiscated
in this fashion! There is no other Enropean country in which foreign rule takes thisi direct form of native
expropriation. The Russians only confiscate for political reasons; the Prussians in West Prussia buy out.
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London, November 30, 1867

...I1f you have read the journals you will have seen that 1) the Memorial of the International Council for
the Fenians was sent to Hardy and that 2) the debate on Fenianism was public (last Tuesday week) and
reported in the Times. Reporters of the Dublin Irishman and Nation were also present. | came very late (|
ran atemperature for about a fortnight and the fever passed only two days ago) and really did not intend
to speak, firstly because of my troublesome physical condition, and secondly because of the ticklish
situation. Nevertheless Weston, who was in the chair, tried to force me to, so | moved that the meeting be
adjourned. This obliged me to speak last Tuesday. As a matter of fact | had prepared for Tuesday last not
a speech but the points of a speech. But the Irish reporters failed to come.... After the opening of the
meeting | therefore stated | would yield the floor to Fox on account of the belated hour. Actually, owing
to the executions that had taken place in the meantime in Manchester, our subject, Fenianism. was liable
to inflame the passions to such heat that | (but not the abstract Fox) would have been forced to hurl
revolutionary thunderbolts instead of soberly analysing the state of affairs and the movement as | had
intended. The Irish reporters therefore, by staying away and delaying the opening of the meeting, did
signal service for me. | don't like to get involved with people like Roberts, Stephens, and the rest.

Fox's speech was good, for one thing because it was delivered by an Englishman and for another because
it concerned only the political and international aspects. For that very reason however he merely
skimmed along the surface of things. The resolution he handed up was absurd and inane. | objected to it
and had it referred to the Standing Committee. What the English do not yet know is that since 1846 the
economic content and therefore also the political aim of English domination in Ireland have entered into
an entirely new phase, and that, precisely because of this, the characteristic features of Fenianism are
socialistic tendencies (in a negative sense, directed against the appropriation of the soil) and the fact that
it iIsamovement of the lower orders. What can be more ridiculous than to confuse the barbarities of
Elizabeth or Cromwell, who wanted to supplant the Irish by English colonists (in the Roman sense), with
the present system, which wants to supplant them by sheep, pigs and oxen! The system of 1801-46 (when
evictions were exceptional and occurred mainly in Leinster where the land is especially good for cattle
raising) with its rackrents and middlemen, collapsed in 1846. The repeal of the Corn Laws, partly the
result of or at any rate hastened by the Irish famine, deprived Ireland of its monopoly of supplying corn
to England in normal times. Wool and meat became the slogan, hence conversion of tillage into pasture.
Hence from then onwards systematic consolidation of farms. The Encumbered Estates Act, which turned
amass of farmer middlemen who had become rich into landlords, hastened th e process. Clearing of the
Estates of Ireland is now the only purpose of English rule in Ireland. The stupid English Government in
L ondon knows nothing of course of thisimmense change since 1846. But the Irish know it. From
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Meagher's Proclamation (1848) down to the election manifesto of Hennessy (Tory and Urquhartite)
(1866), the Irish have expressed their awareness of this in the clearest and most forcible manner.

The question now is, what advice shall we give to the English workers? In my opinion they must make
the repeal of the Union (in short, the affair of 1783, but in a more democratic form and adapted to the
conditions of the present time) an article of their pronunziamento . Thisisthe only legal and therefore
only possible form of Irish emancipation which can be embodied in the programme of an English party.
Experience must show later whether the merely personal union can continue to subsist between the two
countries. | half think it canif it takes place in time.

What the Irish need is:
1) Self-government and independence from England.

2) An agrarian revolution. With the best intentions in the world the English cannot accomplish this for
them, but they can give them the legal means of accomplishing it for themselves.

3) Protective tariffs against England. Between 1783 and 1801 all branches of Irish industry flourished.
The Union, by abolishing the protective tariffs established by the Irish Parliament, destroyed all
industria lifein Ireland. The bit of linen industry Is no compensation whatever. The Union of 1801 had
just the same effect on Irish industry as the measures for the suppression of the Irish woollen industry,
etc., taken by the English Parliament under Anne, George |1, and others. Once the Irish are independent,
necessity will turn them into protectionists, as it did Canada, Australia, etc. Before | present my viewsin
the Central Council (next Tuesday, this time fortunately without reporters), | should be glad if you gave
me your opinion in afew lines.

Greetings.
Yours,

K. M.
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At the Museum, where | did nothing but glance through catalogues, | also discovered that DUhring isa
great philosopher. For he has written a Natural Dialectic against Hegel's "unnatural” one. Hence these

tears. The gentlemen in Germany (all except the theological reactionaries) think Hegel's dialecticisa
"dead horse." Feuerbach has much to answer for in this respect.
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With regard to Maurer. His books are exceptionally important. Not only primitive times but the whole

later development of the free imperial cities, of the immunity of landowners, of public authority and of
the struggl e between free peasantry and serfdom is given an entirely new form.

Human history is like paleontology. Owing to a certain judicia blindness even the best intelligences
absolutely fail to see the things which liein front of their noses. Later, when the moment has arrived, we
are surprised to find traces everywhere of what we failed to see. The first reaction against the French
Revolution and the period of Enlightenment bound up with it was naturally to see everything as
mediaeval and romantic, even people like Grimm are not free from this. The second reaction isto look
beyond the Middle Ages into the primitive age of each nation, and that corresponds to the socialist
tendency, although these learned men have no ideathat the two have any connection. They are therefore
surprised to find what is newest in what is oldest--even equalitarians, to a degree which would have made
Proudhon shudder.

To show how much we are ail implicated in this judicia blindness:--right in my own neighbourhood, on
the Hunsriicken, the old Germanic system survived up till the last few years, | now remember my father
talking to me about it from alawyer's point of view. Another proof: Just as the geologists, even the best,
like Cuvier, have expounded certain facts in a completely distorted way, so philologists of the force of a
Grimm mistranslated the simplest Latin sentences because they were under the influence of Mdser etc.,
(who, | remember, was enchanted that "liberty" never existed among the Germans but that "Luft macht
eigen” [the air makes the serf]) and others. E.g., the well-known passage in Tacitus. " arva per annos
mutant et superest ager,” which means, "they exchange the fields, arva (by lot, hence also sortes[lot] in
al the later law codes of the barbarians) and the common land remains over" (ager as public land
contrasted with arva)--is translated by Grimm, etc. "they cultivate fresh fields every year and still thereis
aways (uncultivated) land over!"

So too the passage: "Colunt discreti ac divers” [their tillage is separate and scattered] is supposed to
prove that from time immemorial the Germans carried on cultivation on individual farmslike
Westphalian junkers. But the same passage continues: "Vicos |locant non in nostrum morem connexis et
cohaerantibus aedificiis: suum quisgue locum spatio circumdat;” [they do not lay out their villages with
buildings connected and joined together after our fashion: each surrounds his dwelling with a strip of
land]; and primitive Germanic villages still exist here and there in Denmark in the form described.
Obviously Scandinavia must become as important for German jurisprudence and economics as for
German mythology. And only by starting from there shall we: be able to decipher our past again. For the
rest even Grimm, etc., find in Caesar that the Germans always settled as Geschlechtsgenossenschaften
and not as individuals: "gentibus cognationibusque qui uno coiereant” [according to clans and kindreds,
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who settled together].

But what would old Hegel say in the next world if he heard that the general [ Allgemeing] in German and

Norse means nothing but the common land [ Gemeinland], and the particular, Sundre, Besondere, nothing
but the separate property divided off from the common land? Here are the logical categories coming
damn well out of "our intercourse”" after all.

Climate and the Vegetable World throughout the Ages, a History of Both, by Fraas (1847) isvery
interesting, especially as proving that climate and flora have changed in historic times. Heis a Darwinist
before Darwin and makes even the species arise in historic times. But he is also an agricultural expert. He
maintains that as a result of cultivation and in proportion to its degree, the "damp" so much beloved by
the peasant is lost (hence too plants emigrate from south to north) and eventually the formation of
steppes begins. The first effects of cultivation are useful, later devastating owing to deforestation, etc.
Thisman is both athoroughly learned philologist (he has written books in Greek) and a chemist,
agricultural expert, etc. The whole conclusion is that cultivation when it progresses in a primitive way
and is not consciously controlled (as a bourgeois of course he does not arrive at this), leaves deserts
behind it, Persia, Mesopotamia, etc., Greece. Here again another unconscious socialist tendency!

This Fraasis aso interesting from a German point of view. First Dr. Med., then inspector and teacher of
chemistry and technology. Now head of the Bavarian veterinary organisation, university professor, head
of government experimental agriculture, etc. In his last things one notices his advanced age, but heis still
agay lad. Has knocked around alot in Greece, AsiaMinor, Egypt! His history of agriculture isimportant
too. He calls Fourier "this pious and humanistic socialist.” Of the Albanians, etc.: "every kind of

abominable lewdness and rape."

It is necessary to look carefully at the new and newest things on agriculture. The physical school is
opposed to the chemical school.
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Theinvitation which | received to the Congress of the General Association of German Workers
(Hamburg, August 22 to 25) was signed by Schweitzer as President and by more than twenty workers
from the various districts of Germany (members of the Executive). | had to take this latter fact into
consideration in my reply. Thereason | gave for not coming was the work of the Central Council of the
International Workingmen's Association, and | said | was glad to see that the starting-points of any
"serious" working-class movement--agitation for full political freedom, regulation of the working day
and international co-operation of the working class--were emphasised in their programme for the
Congress. In other words, that isto say, | congratulated them on having given up Lassalle's programme.
Whether they will see the joke, remains to be seen. Schweitzer, the only one with a head in the whole
Lassalle gang, will certainly be aware of it. But whether he will think it more advisable to show this or to
pretend to be dense, we shall see.
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For the German working class the most necessary thing of al isthat it should cease conducting its
agitation by kind permission of the higher authorities. A race so schooled in bureaucracy must go
through a complete course of "self-help." On the other hand they undoubtedly have the advantage of
beginning the movement at a period when conditions are much more advanced than they were for the
English and, being Germans, of having heads on their shoulders capable of generalising.
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Dear Sir,

| send you herewith a dissertation for a doctor's degree on the difference between the natural philosophy
of Democritus and the natural philosophy of Epicurus, and enclose the liltcrac pctitoriac,b carrriculum
vitcre, my leaving certificates from the universities of Bonn and Berlin, and, finally, the legal fees of
twelve friedrichsdors. At the same time, in the event of my work being found satisfactory by the faculty,
| humbly beg you to hasten as much as possible the conferring of the doctor's degree™ since, on the one
hand, | can only remain afew weeks longer in Berlin and, on the other hand, external circumstances
make it highly desirable for me to obtain the doctor's degree before my departure.

| should Like the leaving certificates to be returned, asthey are originals.
| remain, Sir, with great respect,
Y our most devoted servant,

Karl Heinrich Marx
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When you were here last you saw the Blue Book on the land situation in Ireland 1844-45. By accident |
have found in a small second-hand shop the Report and Evidence on Irish Tenant Right, 1867 (House of
Lords). Thiswas area find. While Messrs. the Economists treat the question whether ground rent is
payment for natural differencesin the land, or merely interest on the capital invested in the land, asa
pure conflict of dogmas, we have here an actual life and death struggle between farmer and landlord on
the question of how far the rent should also include, in addition to payment for the difference in the land,
interest on the capital invested in it--not by the landlord but by the tenant. It is only by substituting for
conflicting dogmas the conflicting facts and real contradictions which form their hidden background that
we can transform political economy into a positive science.
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Borkheim is trandlating the chief passages from the Russian book on the disintegration of agriculture for
me, and has also given me a French book about it by the Russian, Shedo-Ferroti. The latter makes a great
mistake--he is altogether quite a superficial fellow--when he says the Russian communal system first
originated from the law prohibiting the peasant from leaving the land. The whole thing, down to the
smallest details, is absolutely identical with the primitive Germanic communal system. What the
Russians have added (and thisis also found in a section of the Indian communal system, not in the Punjab
but in the South) is (I) the non-democratic but patriarchal character of the commune leadership, and (2)
the collective responsibility for taxes to the state, etc. It follows from the second point that the more
industrious a Russian peasant is, the more heis exploited for the purposes of the state, not only for taxes,
but for the supply of produce, horses, etc., during the continual passage of bodies of troops, for
government couriers etc. The whole foul messisin process of collapse.

| regard Dietzgen's development, in so far as Feuerbach, etc.--in short, his sources--are not obvious, as

entirely his own independent achievement. For the rest, | agree with everything you say. | will say
something to him about the repetitions. It is bad luck for him that it is precisely Hegel that he has not

studied.
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| have found little new in the Ténot (Paris) except afew details--1 have not yet read the Provinces. The
enormous sensation the book has made in Paris and in France generally proves avery interesting fact,
namely that the generation which has grown up under Badinguet knows absolutely nothing of the history
of the regime under which it isliving. Now the fellows are rubbing their eyes and seem asif they had just
dropped from the clouds. If one may compare small things with great, have not we had just the same
experience in our way? In Germany it is now spreading as a wonderful novelty that Lassalle was only

one of our satellites and did not discover the "class war."
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Ténot's Province is much better. It gives usalot of new details. If the Parisians had held out one or two
days longer the empire would have been done for. The (republican) movement among the country people
was much bigger than we knew.
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The enclosed little document [1] arrived yesterday (although dated February 27). Y ou must send it back

as soon asyou haveread it, as | haveto lay it before the Council on Tuesday next. The gentlemen of the
"Alliance" have taken along time to achieve this opus [production].

As amatter of fact we would rather they had kept their "innumerable legions' in France, Spain and Italy
for themselves.

Bakunin thinks to himself: if we approve his "radical programme™ he can make a big noise about this and
compromise us tant soit peu (just alittle bit). If we declare ourselves against it we shall be decried as
counter-revolutionaries. Moreover: if we admit them he will seeto it that he is supported by some
riff-raff at the Congressin Basle. | think the answer should be on the following lines:

According to Paragraph | of the Statutes every workers association "aiming at the same end, viz, the
protection, advancement and complete emancipation of the working classes' shall be admitted.

As the stage of development reached by different sections of workers in the same country and by the
working classin different countries necessarily varies very much, the actual movement necessarily
expresses itself in very various theoretical forms.

The community of action which the International Workingmen's Association called into being, the
exchange of ideas by means of the different organs of the sectionsin al countries, and, finally, the direct
discussions at the General Congresses, will by degrees create for the general workers movement its
common theoretical programme also.

With regard to the programme of the "Alliance," therefore, it is not necessary for the General Council to
submit it to acritical examination. The Council has not to examine whether it is an adequate, scientific
expression of the working-class movement. It has only to ask if the general tendency of the programmeis
In opposition to the general tendency of the International Workingmen's Association--the complete
emancipation of the working classes.
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This reproach could only apply to one phrase in the programme, par. 2: "above al things it desires the
political, economic and social equalisation of the classes." "The equalisation of the classes," literally
interpreted, is nothing but another expression for the "harmony of capital and labour” preached by the
bourgeois socialists. Not the logically impossible "equalisation of classes" but the historically necessary
"abolition of classes" constitutes the final aim of the International Workingmen's Association. But from
the context in which this phrase occurs in the programme it would appear that it isonly aslip of the pen.
The less, therefore, does the General Council doubt that this phrase, which might lead to serious
misunderstanding, will be removed from the programme.

This being assumed, it isin accordance with the principle of the International Workingmen's Association
to leave to each section the responsibility for its own programme. There is therefore nothing to prevent
the transformation of the sections of the Alliance into Sections of the Workingmen's Association.

As soon as this has taken place, an enumeration of the newly joined sections according to country,
locality and number must be sent to the General Council in accordance with the regulations.

Thislast point--the census of their legions--will especially tickle the gentlemen. Tell me everything you
want altered in this draft of the reply when you return the letter.

Footnotes

[1] A notification from the Geneva Russia section of the Bakunin "Alliance" of their desireto affiliate
with the International .
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To-day | have discovered by accident that we have two copies of the Neveu de Rameau [1] in our house
and am therefore sending you one. This unique masterpiece will give you fresh pleasure again. Old Hegel

says about it: " The mocking laughter at existence, at the confusion of the whole and at itself, isthe
disintegrated consciousness, aware of itself and expressing itself, and is at the same time the last audible
echo of all this confusion. ... It isthe self-disintegrating nature of all relations and their conscious
disintegration.... In this aspect of the return to self the vanity of all thingsis the self's own vanity, or the
self isitself vanity ... but as the indignant consciousness it is aware of its own disintegration and by that
knowledge has immediately transcended it....Every part of thisworld either getsits mind expressed here
or is spoken of intellectually and declared for what it is. The honest consciousness (the role which
Diderot allots to himself in the dialogue) takes each element for a permanent entity and does not realise
in its uneducated thoughtlessness that it is doing just the opposite. But the disintegrated consciousness is
the consciousness of reversal and indeed of absolute reversal; its dominating element is the concept,
which draws together the thoughts that to the honest consciousness lie so wide apart; hence the brilliance
of its language. Thus the contents of the mind's speech about itself consist in the reversal of all
conceptions and realities; the universal deception of oneself and others and the shamel essness of
declaring this deception is therefore precisely the greatest truth....To the quiet consciousness, which in its
honest way goes on singing the melody of the True and the Good in even tones, i.e., on one note, this
speech appears as 'afarrago of wisdom and madness” etc. (a passage from Diderot follows).

More amusing than Hegel's commentary is that of Mr. Jules Janin, [2] from which you will find extracts

in the appendix to the little volume. This cardinal de la mer [sea-cardinal] feels the lack of amoral in
Diderot's Rameau and has therefore set the thing right by the discovery that all Rameau's contrariness
arises from his vexation at not being a" born gentleman." The Kotzebue-ish rubbish which he has piled
up on this cornerstone is being performed as a melodramain London. From Diderot to Jules Janin is no
doubt what the physiologists call regressive metamorphosis. The French intellect as it was before the
revolution and under Louis Philippe!...
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Footnotes

[1] Le Neveu de Rameau [Rameau's Nephew], a satirical dialogue by Diderot (1713-1784), one of the

leading French materialist philosophers of the 18th century, editor of the Encyclopédie and a brilliant
man of |etters. The passage from Hegel quoted here by Marx is from the Phdnomonol gie des Geistes
(Phenomenology of Mind), [Ed. Eng. ed.]

[2] Janin, Jules (1804-74) French bourgeois author and literary critic with a popular reputation in
bourgeois circles.

Marx to Engels L etters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/marx-eng/69_05_15.htm (2 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:29:43]



Letter from Marx to Engels

Letter from Marx to Engels

iIn London

Written: August 10, 1869

Sour ce: Marx and Engels Correspondence
Publisher: International Publishers (1968)
First Published: Gestamtausgabe
Trandated: DonnaTorr

Transcribed: Sally Ryanin 1999

HTML Markup: Saly Ryan

It cannot be denied that the section of the speech made by Wilhelm [Liebknecht] in Berlin, reprinted in

the supplement, shows, beneath its stupidity, an undeniable cunning in arranging the affair to suit
himself. This, by the way, is very fine! Because the Reichstag must only be used as a means of agitation,
one must never agitate there for anything reasonable directly affecting the interests of the workers! The
worthy Wilhelm'sillusion that because Bismarck "isfond of" using expressions friendly to the workers
he would therefore not oppose real measures on behalf of the workersisreally charming. "Asif"--as
Bruno Bauer would say--Herr Wagener had not declared in the Reichstag that he was for the factory laws
In principle but against them in practice "because they were useless under Prussian conditions.” "Asif"
Herr Bismarck, if hereally wished or was able to do anything for the workers, would not himself enforce
the carrying out of the existing lawsin Prussia itself! The mere fact of this happening in Prussia would
be enough to force the Liberal " Saxony" to follow suit. What Wilhelm does not grasp is that while the
present governments coquette with the workers they are very well aware that their only support lies with
the bourgeoisie; they therefore scare the latter by phrases friendly to the workers but cannot ever really
go against them.

The cow [Liebknecht] believesin the future "Saat DER Demokrati€" [democratic state]. Privately this
means at one moment constitutional England, at another the bourgeois United States, and at the next the
wretched Switzerland. "It" has not the faintest idea of revolutionary politics. Thisiswhat he givesas a
proof--according to Schwabenmayer--of democratic energy: the railway to Californiawas built by the
bourgeoisie presenting themselves, through Congress, with an enormous mass of "national land"; that is
to say, therefore, they expropriated the workers from it by importing a mob of Chinese to force down
wages and finally formed a new branch of themselves, the "financial aristocracy."
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In Posen, as Zabicki reported, the Polish workers (joiners, etc.) have brought a strike to a victorious end
by the help of their colleaguesin Berlin. This struggle against Monseiur le Capital--even in the
suborpinate form of the strike--is avery different way of getting rid of national prejudices from that of
the bourgeois gentlemen with their peace declamations.

Marx to Engels Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/marx-eng/69_08_18.htm [26/08/2000 00:29:46]


mailto:sia@marxists.org

Letter from Marx to Engels

Letter from Marx to Engels

In Hanover

Written: September 25, 1869

Sour ce: Marx and Engels Correspondence
Publisher: International Publishers (1968)
First Published: Gestamtausgabe
Trandated: DonnaTorr

Transcribed: Sally Ryanin 1999

HTML Markup: Saly Ryan

Thistour in Belgium, stay in Aix-la-Chapelle and voyage up the Rhine have convinced me that the
priests, especially in the Catholic districts, must be energetically attacked. | shall work on these lines
through the International. The curs (e.g., Bishop Ketteler in Mainz, the parsons at the Dussel dorf
Congress, etc.) are flirting, where they find it suitable, with the labour question. Indeed it was for them
that we worked in 1848, they alone enjoyed the fruits of the revolution during the period of reaction.
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Last Tuesday | opened the discussion on Point No. I, the attitude of the British Ministry to the Irish
Amnesty question. Made a speech of about three-quarters of an hour, much cheered, and then proposed
the following resolutions on Point No. I:

Resolved :

that in hisreply to the Irish demands for the release of the imprisoned Irish patriots--areply contained in
his letter to Mr. O'Shea, etc., etc.--Mr. Gladstone deliberately insults the Irish nation;

that he clogs political amnesty with conditions alike degrading to the victims of misgovernment and, the
people they belong to;

that having, in the teeth of hisresponsible position, publicly and enthusiastically cheered on the
American slaveholders rebellion, he now steps in to preach to the Irish people the doctrine of passive
obedience;

that his whole proceedings with reference to the Irish Amnesty question are the true and genuine
offspring of that "policy of conquest,” by the fiery denunciation of which Mr. Gladstone ousted his Tory
rivals from office;

that the General Council of the "International Workingmen's Association™ express their admiration of the
spirited, firm and high-souled manner in which the Irish people carry on their Amnesty movement;

that these resolutions be communicated to al branches of, workingmen's bodies connected with, the
"International Workingmen's Association” in Europe and America.

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/marx-eng/69_11_18.htm (1 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:29:48]


mailto:sia@marxists.org

Letter from Marx to Engels

Marx to Engels Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/marx-eng/69_11_18.htm (2 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:29:48]



Letter from Marx to Engels

Letter from Marx to Engels

iIn London

Written: November 26, 1869

Sour ce: Marx and Engels Correspondence
Publisher: International Publishers (1968)
First Published: Gestamtausgabe
Trandated: DonnaTorr

Transcribed: Sally Ryanin 1999

HTML Markup: Saly Ryan

...In my book against Proudhon, [Poverty of Philosophy, ch. 2] where | still fully accepted Ricardo's
theory of rent, | already showed what was falsein it, even from Ricardo's own point of view.

"Ricardo, after having presupposed bourgeois production as necessary for the determination of rent,
nevertheless appliesit to landed property in every epoch and every country. These are the errors of al the
economists, who regard the conditions of bourgeois production as eternal categories." Mr. Proudhon had
of course immediately transformed Ricardo's theory into an expression of equalitarian moralty and
therefore discovered in Ricardo's determination of rent, “an immense land valuation, carried out by
farmers and landlords in opposition to one another...in a higher interest of which the final result must be
to equalise the possession of the land between the exploiters of the soil and the industrialists."”

Upon this | remark, among other things:

“In order that any valuation whatever, determined by rent, should have a practical value, it is always
necessary to remain within the actual conditions of society. Now we have shown that the rent paid for his
farm by afarmer to hislandlord roughly expresses the rent only in those countries which are most
advanced industrially and commercially. And this farm rent often also includes the interest paid to the
landlord for the capital invested in the land. The situation of the land, the neighbourhood of towns and
many other circumstances have their effect on the farming and modify the rent....On the other hand, rent
cannot be a constant index of the degree of fertility possessed by a piece of land, since at each instant the
modern application of chemistry comes in to change the nature of the soil, and it is precisely in the
present day that geological knowledge is beginning to upset the old estimates of relative fertility ....
fertility is not such anatural quality as might well be believed; it isintimately connected with existing
social relations.”

With regard to the progress of cultivation in the United States themselves, Mr. Carey ignores even the

most familiar facts. The English agricultural chemist, Johnstone, for instance, shows in his Notes on the
United States that the settlers who left New England for the State of New Y ork left worse for better land
(better not in Carey's sense, that the land has first to be made, but in the chemical and at the same time
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economic sense). The settlers from the State of New Y ork who established themselves at first beyond the
Great Lakes, say in Michigan, left better for worse land, etc. The settlersin Virginia exploited the land
suited both in situation and fertility to their chief product, tobacco, so abominably that they had to move
on to Ohio, where the land was less good for this product (though not for whest, etc.). The nationality of
the immigrants also asserted itself in their settlements. The people from Norway and from our high forest
lands sought out the rough northern forest land of Wisconsin; the Y ankees in the same province kept to
the prairies, etc.

Prairies, both in the United States and Australia, are, in fact, athorn in Carey's flesh. According to him
land which is not absolutely overgrown with forestsisinfertile by nature-including, therefore, al natural
pasture land.

The best of it isthat Carey's two great final conclusions (relating to the United States) stand in direct
contradiction to his dogma. First, owing to the diabolical influence of England, the inhabitants, instead of
socialy cultivating the good model lands of New England, are disseminated over the poorer(!) lands of
the West. Progress therefore from better land to worse. (Carey's "dissemination,” in opposition to
"association,” by the by, isall copied out of Wakefield). Second, in the south of the United Statesthereis
the unfortunate fact that the slaveowners (whom Mr. Carey, as a harmonist, has hitherto defended in all
his previous works) take the better land into cultivation too soon and leave out the worst. In fact just what
ought not to be: starting with the better land! If Carey had convinced himself by this instance that the real
cultivators, in this case the slaves, were decided in this course neither by economic nor any other reason
of their own, but by external force, it would have been obvious to him that this condition also existsin
other lands.

According to his theory, cultivation in Europe should have started from the mountains of Norway and
continued to the Mediterranean countries instead of proceeding in the reverse direction.

Carey tries, by ahighly absurd and fantastic theory of money, to conjure away the awkward economic
fact that, unlike all other improved machinery, the earth-machine, which according to him is always a
better one, increases--(periodically at least)--the cost of its products instead of cheapening them. (This
was one of the points which influenced Ricardo; he could see no further than his nose, namely, the
history of corn pricesin England from about 1780 to 1815).

Asaharmonist, Carey first proved that there was no antagonism between capitalist and wage-labourer.
The second step was to prove the harmony between landowner and capitalist, and thisis done by taking
landownership where it is still in an undevel oped state and representing this as normal. The great and
decisive difference between the colonies and the old civilised countries, that in the latter the mass of the
population is excluded from land and soil--whether fertile or unfertile, cultivated or uncultivated--by the
system of landed property, while in the colony land can, relatively speaking, still be appropriated by the
cultivator himself--this fact must not be mentioned whatever happens. It must have absolutely nothing to
do with the rapid development of the colonies. The disagreeable "question of property” in its most
disagreeable form, would indeed knock harmony off its feet.

Asfor the deliberate distortion that, because in a country with developed production the natural fertility
of the soil is an important condition for the production of surplus value (or, as Ricardo says, affects the
rate of profit), therefore the converse must also follow that the richest and most developed production
will be found in the most naturally fertile lands, so that it must stand higher, e.g., in Mexico than in New
England, | have aready answered thisin Capital, p. 502 et seq.”
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Carey'sonly merit isthat he isjust as one-sided in asserting the progress from worse to better lands as
Ricardo isin asserting the opposite. In redlity, different kinds of land, unequal in their degrees of fertility,
are always cultivated simultaneously, and therefore the Germans, the Slavs and the Celts took this into
account and made a very careful division of the strips of land of different kinds among the members of
the community; it was this which later made the breaking up of the common lands so difficult. Asto the
progress of cultivation throughout the course of history, however, this, influenced by a mass of
circumstances, sometimes takes place in both directions at once, sometimes one tendency prevailsfor a
period and sometimes the other.

Interest on the capital embodied in the land becomes a part of the differential rent just because of the fact
that the landowner gets thisinterest from capital which not he but the tenant-farmer has put into the land.
This fact, known throughout Europe, is supposed to have no economic existence because the tenant
system is not yet developed in the United Sates. But there the thing takes place in another form. The land
jobber and not the farmer gets paid in the end, in the price of the land, for the capital invested by the
|atter. Indeed the history of the pioneers and land jobbers in the United States often reminds one of the
worst horrors taking place, e.g., in Ireland.
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The election in Tipperary [of O'Donovan Rossa, a Fenian prisoner] is an event. It forces the Fenians out
of empty conspiracy and the fabrication of small coups into a path of action which, evenif legal in
appearance, is still far more revolutionary than what they have been doing since the failure of their
insurrection. In fact, they are adopting the methods of the French workers and that is an enormous
advance. If only the thing is carried on as intended. The terror which this new turn has produced among
the philistines, and which is now being screeched throughout the whole Liberal press, isthe best proof
that this time the nail has been hit on the head. Typical isthe Solicitors Journal, which remarks with
horror that the election of a political prisoner iswithout precedent in the realm of Britain! So much the
worse--where is there a country except England in which such a case is not a common event! The worthy
Gladstone must be horribly annoyed.

But you really ought to look at the Times now. Three leadersin eight days in which either it is demanded
of the Government or the Government itself demands that an end be put to the excesses of the Irish
Nationalist press.

| am very eager to hear about your debate to-morrow evening and its result, about which there can be no
doubt. It would be very fineto get Odger into a hole. | hope Bradlaugh will stand for Southwark as well

as he, and it would be much better if Bradlaugh were elected. For the rest, if the English workers cannot
take an example from the peasants of Tipperary they arein abad way....

Last week | waded through the tracts by old Sir John Davies (Attorney-General for Ireland under James).
| do not know if you have read them, they are the main source; at any rate you have seen them quoted a
hundred times. It isareal shame that one cannot have the original sources for everything; one can see
infinitely more from them than from the second-hand versions which reduce everything that is clear and
simple in the original to confusion and complexity.

From these tracts it is clear that communal property in land still existed in full forcein Ireland in the year
1600, and this was brought forward by Mr. Davies in the pleas regarding the confiscation of the alienated
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lands in Ulster, as a proof that the land did not belong to the individual owners (peasants) and therefore
either belonged to the lord, who had forfeited it, or from the beginning to the Crown. | have never read
anything finer than this plea. The division took place afresh every two to three years. In another pamphlet
he gives an exact description of the income, etc., of the chief of the clan. These things | have never seen
guoted and if you can use them | will send them you in detail. At the same time | have nicely caught
Monsieur Goldwin smith. This person has never read Davies and so puts up the most absurd assertionsin
extenuation of the English. But | shall get the fellow.....
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Asto the Irish question.... The way | shall put forward the matter next Tuesday is this: that quite apart
from all phrases about "international" and "humane" justice for Ireland--which are to be taken for
granted in the International Council--it isin the direct and absolute interest of the English working Glass
to get rid of their present connection with Ireland. And thisis my most complete conviction, and for
reasons which in part | cannot tell the English workers themselves. For along time | believed that it
would be possible to overthrow the Irish regime by English working class ascendancy. | aways
expressed this point of view in the New York Tribune. Deeper study has now convinced me of the
opposite. The English working class will never accomplish anything before it has got rid of Ireland. The
lever must be applied in Ireland. That iswhy the Irish question is so important for the social movement in
general.

| have read alot of Davies in extracts. The book itself | had only glanced through superficially in the
Museum. So you would do me a serviceif you would copy out the passages relating to common property.
Y ou must get Curran's Speeches edited by Davies, (London, James Duffy, 22 Paternoster Row.) | meant
to have given it you when you were in London. It is now circulating among the English members of the
Central Council and God knows when | shall seeit again. For the period 1779-80 (Union) it is of decisive
importance, not only because of Curran's speeches (especially the legal ones; | consider Curran the only
great advocate--peopl€e's advocate--of the eighteenth century and the noblest nature, while Grattan was a
parliamentary rogue) but because you will find quoted there all the sources for the United Irishmen. This
period is of the highest interest, scientifically and dramatically. Firstly, the foul doings of the Englishin
1588-89 repeated (and perhaps even intensified) in 1788-89. Secondly, it can be easily proved that there
was a class movement in the Irish movement itself. Thirdly, the infamous policy of Pitt. Fourthly, which
will annoy the English gentlemen very much, the proof that Ireland came to grief because, in fact, from a
revolutionary standpoint, the Irish were too far advanced for the English Church and King mob, while on
the other hand the English reaction in England had its roots (as in Cromwell's time) in the subjugation of
Ireland. This period must be described in at least one chapter. John Bull in the pillory!... Asto the present
Irish movement, there are three important factors: (1) opposition to lawyers and trading politicians and
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blarney ; (2) opposition to the dictates of the priests, who (the superior ones) are traitors, asin
O'Connéll'stime, from 1789-1800; (3) the agricultural labouring class beginning to come out against the
farming class at the last meetings. (A similar phenomenon in 1795-1800.)

The rise of the Irishman was only due to the suppression of the Fenian press. For along time it had been
in opposition to Fenianism. Luby, etc., of the Irish People, etc., were educated men who treated religion
as a bagatelle. The government put them in prison and then came the Pigotts and Co. The Irishman will
only be anything until those people come out of prison again. It is aware of this although it is making
political capital now by declaiming for the "felon-convicts."
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| have read the first 150 pages of Flerovsky's book (they are taken up by Siberia, North Russiaand
Astrakhan). Thisisthe first work to tell the truth about Russian economic conditions. The manisa
determined enemy of what he calls "Russian optimism." | never held very rosy views of this communistic
Eldorado, but Flerovsky surpasses all expectations. In fact it is wonderful and undoubtedly a sign of
change that such athing could be printed in Petersburg at all.

"Our proletariat is small in number but the mass of our working class consists entirely of workers whose
lot is worse than the lot of all other proletarians.”

The method of presentation is quite original, at times it reminds one most of Monteil*. One can see that
the man has travelled around everywhere and seen everything for himself. A glowing hatred of landlords,
capitalists and officials. No socialist doctrine, no mysticism about the land (although in favour of the
communal form of ownership), no nihilistic extravagance. Here and there a certain amount or
well-meaning twaddle, which, however, is suited to the stage of development reached by the people for
whom the book is intended. In any case thisis the most important book which has appeared since your
Condition of the Working Class. The family life of the Russian peasants--the awful beating to death of
wives, the vodka and the concubines--is also well described. It will therefore come quite opportunely if
you would now send me the imaginative lies of Citizen Herzen.

* Monteil, Amans Alexis (1769-1850) French historian who defended the ideas of the great French
Revolution. His chief work was his "Histoire des Francais des divers Etats." [History of the French in
their Different Orders.)

Marx to Engels L etters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/marx-eng/70_02_10.htm [26/08/2000 00:29:53]



Letter from Marx to Engels

Letter from Marx to Engels

iIn London

Written: February 12, 1870

Sour ce: Marx and Engels Correspondence
Publisher: International Publishers (1968)
First Published: Gestamtausgabe
Trandated: DonnaTorr

Transcribed: Sally Ryanin 1999

HTML Markup: Saly Ryan

Y our introduction is very good. [Intro to Engels Peasant War in Germany, 1870.] | know of nothing
which should be altered or added. With your treatment of 1866 | agree word for word. The double thrust
at Wilhelm [Liebknecht] with the Peopl€e's Party and Schweitzer with his bodyguard of ruffiansis very

pretty!...

Thetitle of N. Flerovsky's book is The Condition of the Working Classin Russia, Publishers, N. P.
Polyakov, St. Petersburg, 18609.

What amuses me very much among other things in Flerovsky is his polemic against the direct dues paid
by the peasantry. It isaregular reproduction of Marshal Vauban and Boisguillebert. He feelstoo that the
situation of the country people hasits analogy in the period of the old French monarchy (after Louis
X1V). Like Monteil, he has a great feeling for national characteristics--"the honest Kalmuck," "the
Mordwin, poetical despite hisdirt" (he compares him to the Irish), the "agile, lively, epicurean Tartar,"
"the talented Little Russian,” etc. Like a good Russian he teaches his fellow countrymen what they
should do to turn the hatred which al these races have for them into its opposite. As an example of this
hatred he instances among other things a genuinely Russian colony which has emigrated from Poland to
Siberia. These people only know Russian and not aword of Polish, but they regard themselves as Poles
and devote a Polish hatred to the Russians, etc.

From his book it follows irrefutably that the present conditionsin Russia can no longer be maintained,
that the emancipation of the serfs only, of course, hastened the process of disintegration and that a fearful
social revolution is approaching. Here too one sees the real basis of the schoolboy nihilism which is at
present the fashion among Russian students, etc. In Geneva, by the by, a new colony of exiled Russian
students has been formed whose programme proclaims opposition to Pan-Slavism, which isto be
replaced by the International.

In a special section Flerovsky shows that the "Russification™ of the alien races is a sheer optimistic
delusion, even in the East.
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| enclose aletter from the Russian colony in Geneva. We have admitted them and | have accepted their
commission to be their representative in the General Council and have aso sent them a short reply
(official, with aprivate letter as well) and given them permission to publish it in their paper. A funny
position for me to be functioning as the representative of young Russial A man never knows what he
may come to or what strange fellowship he may have to submit to. In the official reply | praise Flerovsky
and emphasise the fact that the chief task of the Russian section isto work for Poland (i.e., to free Europe
from Russia as a neighbour). | thought it safer to say nothing about Bakunin, either in the public or in the
confidential letter. But what | will never forgive these fellows is that they turn me into a"vénérable."
They obvioudly think | am between eighty and a hundred years old.
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Our membersin France are giving the French government ocular proof of the difference between a secret
political society and a genuine workers organisation. No sooner had the government jailed al the
members of the Paris, Lyons, Rouen, Marseilles, etc., committees (some of them fled to Belgium and
Switzerland) than twice the number of committees announced themselves as their successors with the
most daring and provocative declarations in the newspapers (and as an additional precaution added their
private addresses as well). At last the French government has done what we have so long wanted it to do
and transformed the political question, Empire or Republic, into a question of life or death for the
working-class.
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But the paper [Le Réveil, a democratic French newspaper] is aso interesting on account of the leading
article by old Delescluze. Despite his opposition to the government, the most compl ete expression of
chauvinism--because France aone is the home of ideas--(of the ideas it has got about itself). The only
thing that annoys these republican chauvinistsis that the real expression of their idol--L. Bonaparte the
long-nosed Stock Exchange shark--does not correspond to their fancy picture. The French need a
thrashing. If the Prussians win, the centralisation of the state power will be useful for the centralisation of
the German working class. German predominance would also transfer the centre of gravity of the
workers movement in Western Europe from France to Germany, and one has only to compare the
movement in the two countries from 1866 till now to see that the German working class is superior to the
French both theoretically and organisationally. Their predominance over the French on the world stage
would also mean the predominance of our theory over Proudhon's, etc.

Finally, | am aso enclosing the criticism of my book [Capital Vol I] in Hildebrand's Journal of Economy
and Satistics. My physical state scarcely disposes me to merriment, but | have cried with laughter over
this essay--bona fide tears of mirth. With the reaction and the downfall of the heroic age of philosophy in
Germany the "petty bourgeois', inborn in every German citizen, has again asserted himself--in
philosophic drivel worthy of Moses Mendel ssohn, would-be clever and superior peevish nagging. And so
now even political economy is to be dissolved into twaddle about " conceptions of justice!"
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The Empireis made, i.e., the German Empire. It seems asif all the trickery that has been perpetrated
since the Second Empire has finally resulted in carrying out, by hook and crook, though neither by the
path intended nor in the way imagined, the "national" aims of 1848--Hungary, Italy, Germany! It seems
to me that this sort of movement will only come to an end as soon as the Prussians and the Russians
come to blows. Thisis by no means improbable. The press of the Moscovite party (I have seen alot of it
at Borkheim's) has attacked the Russian government just as violently for its friendly attitude to Prussia as
the French papers representing Thiers point of view attacked Boustrapa [Napoleon 111] in 1866 for his
flirtation with Prussia. Only the tsar, the German-Russian party and the official St. Petersburg Journal
sounded a note hostile to France. But the last thing they expected was such a decided Prussian-German
success. Like Bonaparte in 1866, they thought that the belligerent powers would weaken each other by a

long struggle so that Holy Russia could intervene as supreme arbiter and dictate to them.

But now! If Alexander does not want to be poisoned, something must be done to appease the national
party. Russia's prestige will obviously be even more "injured” by a German-Prussian Empire than the
prestige of the Second Empire was by the North German Confederation.

Russia therefore--just as Bonaparte did in 1866-70--will intrigue with Prussiain order to get concessions
in relation to Turkey, and al this trickery, despite the Russian religion of the Hohenzollerns, will end in
war between the tricksters. However silly German Michael may be, his newly fortified national sentiment
will hardly alow him to be pressed into the service of Russia without any remaining reason whatever, or
so much as a pretext (especially now when he can no longer be lectured into putting up with everything
in order that German unity may first be achieved). Qui vivra.verra [who lives longest will see most]. If
our Handsome William lives on for a bit we may yet witness his proclamations to the Poles. When God
wants to do something especially great, says old Carlyle, he always chooses out the stupidest people for
it.

What troubles me at the moment is the state of affairsin France itself. The next great battle can hardly
fail to turn against the French. And then? If the defeated army retreats to Paris, under the leadership of
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Boustrapa, the result will be a peace of the most humiliating kind, perhaps with the restoration of the
Orleans. If arevolution breaks out in Paris, the question is whether they have the means and the
leadership to offer a serious resistance to the Prussians. One cannot conceal from oneself that twenty
years of the Bonapartist farce have produced enormous demoralisation. Oneis hardly justified in

reckoning on revolutionary heroism. What do you think about it?
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...In'such an important matter--it is not a question of Wilhelm [Liebknecht] but of instructions asto the
line of the German workers--1 did not want to act without first referring to you.

Wilhelm infers his agreement with me:

(I) From the Address of the International, which he has of course first trandlated into Wilhelm's own
language.

(2) From the circumstance that | approved the declaration made by Bebel and himself in the Reichstag.
That was a"moment" when Prinzipienreiterei [stickling for principle] was an act of courage, but from
thisit by no means follows that the moment is still continuing, much less that the attitude of the German
proletariat to awar which has become national is expressed in Wilhelm's antipathy to Prussia. It would
bejust asif we, because at a suitable moment we had raised our voices against the "Bonapartist"
liberation of Italy, were to wish to redress the relative independence which Italy received as aresult of
that war.

The lust for Alsace and L orraine seems to predominate in two circles, the Prussian camarilla and the
South German beer-patriots. It would be the greatest misfortune which could befall Europe and above all
Germany. Y ou will have seen that most of the Russian newspapers are already talking of the necessity of
European diplomatic intervention in order to maintain the balance of power in Europe.

Kugelmann confuses a defensive war with defensive military operations. So if afellow falls upon mein
the street | may only parry his blow Jbut not knock him down, because then | should turn into an
aggressor! The want of dialectic comes out in every word these people utter....

With the death knell of the Second Empire, that will end as it began, by a parody, | hit off my Bonaparte
after al! Can oneimagine afiner parody of Napoleon's 1814 campaign? | believe we two are the only
people who grasped the whole mediocrity of Boustrapa from the beginning, regarded him as a mere
showman and never allowed ourselves to be misled by momentary successes.
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It would certainly be very pleasant if areally scientific socialist journal were to be published. It would
provide an opportunity for criticisms or counter-criticisms in which we could discuss theoretical points,
expose the utter ignorance of professors and lecturers and at the same time enlighten the minds of the
general public--working class or bourgeois. But Wiede's periodical cannot possible be anything but
sham-scientific; the same half-educated Knoten and dilettante literary men who make the Neue Welt,
Vorwarts, etc., unsafe, necessarily form the majority of his collaborators. Ruthlessness --the first
condition of all criticism--isimpossible in such company; besides which constant attention has to be paid
to making things easily comprehensible, i.e., exposition for the ignorant. Imagine ajourna of chemistry
where the readers ignorance of chemistry is constantly assumed as the fundamental presupposition. And
apart from all that, the way the people who are necessarily Wiede's collaborators have behaved in the
Duhring incident imposes the precaution of keeping oneself as separate from these gentlemen as political
party conditions allow. Their motto seems to be: Whoever criticises his opponent by abusing himisa
man of feeling, but whoever defames his opponent by genuine criticism is an unworthy character.
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A few days ago the cheery little hunchback Wedde turned up--only to disappear again to Germany
shortly after. He had a pressing commission from Geib to enlist you and me for the Kukunft. | made no
secret to him whatever of our intentions of abstaining, to his great sorrow, and of our reasons for this, and
explained to him at the same time that when our time allows or circumstances demand that we should
again come forward as propagandists, we, as internationalists, are in no wise bound or pledged to attach
ourselves to Germany, the beloved Fatherland.

In Hamburg he had seen Dr. Hochberg and ditto Wiede; the latter, he said,was rather tinged with Berlin
superficiality and arrogance, but he liked Hochberg, who, however, was still suffering badly from
"modern mythology." For when the little chap (Wedde) wasin London for the first time | used the
expression "modern mythology" as a designation for the goddesses of "Justice, Freedom, Equality, etc."
who were now all the rage again ; this made a deep impression on him, as he has himself done muchin
the service of these higher beings. He thought Hochberg rather Diihringised--and Wedde has a sharper
nose than Liebknecht.
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With regard to the attitude of the Party towards L assalleanism, you can of course judge what tactics

should be adopted better than we, especially in particular cases. But there is also this to be considered.
When, asin your case, oneisto acertain extent in the position of a competitor to the Allgemeine
Deutsche Arbeiter Verein (General Association of German Workers) it is easy to pay too much attention
to one'srival and to get into the habit of always thinking about him first. But both the General
Association of German Workers and the Social-Democratic Workers' Party together still only form a
very small minority of the German working class. Our view, which we have found confirmed by long
practice, isthat the correct tactics in propagandais not to draw away afew individuals and members here
and there from one's opponent, but to work on the great mass which still remains apathetic. The primitive
force of asingle individual whom we have ourselves attracted from the crude mass is worth more than
ten Lassallean renegades, who always bring the seeds of their false tendencies into the Party with them.
And if one could only get the masses without their local leadersit would still be all right. But one always
has to take awhole crowd of these leaders into the bargain, and they are bound by their previous public
utterances, if not by their previous views, and have above al things to prove that they have not deserted
their principles but that on the contrary the Socia-Democratic Workers Party preaches true
Lassalleanism. This was the unfortunate thing at Eisenach, not to be avoided at that time, perhaps, but
thereis no doubt at all that these elements have done harm to the Party and | am not sure that the Party
would not have been at least as strong to-day without that addition. In any case, however, | should regard
it asamisfortune if these elements were reinforced.

One must not allow oneself to be misled by the cry for "unity." Those who have this word most often on
their lips are those who sow the most dissension, just as at present the Jura Bakuninistsin Switzerland,
who have provoked all the splits, scream for nothing so much as for unity. Those unity fanatics are either
the people of limited intelligence who want to stir everything up together into one nondescript brew,
which, the moment it is |eft to settle, throws up the differences again in much more acute opposition
because they are now all together in one pot (you have a fine example of thisin Germany with the people
who preach the reconciliation of the workers and the petty bourgeoisie)--or else they are people who
consciously or unconscioudly (like Muhlberger*, for instance) want to adulterate the movement. For this
reason the greatest sectarians and the biggest brawlers and rogues are at certain moments the loudest
shouters for unity. Nobody in our lifetime has given us more trouble and been more treacherous than the
unity shouters.

Naturally every party leadership wants to see successes and thisis quite good too. But there are
circumstances in which one must have the courage to sacrifice momentary success for more important
things. Especially a party like ours, whose ultimate success is so absolutely certain, and which has
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developed so enormousdly in our own lifetime and under our own eyes, momentary successis by no
means always and absolutely necessary. Take the International, for instance. After the Commune it had
its colossal success. The bourgeoisie, struck all of a heap, ascribed omnipotence to it. The great mass of
the membership believed things would stay like that for all eternity. We knew very well that the bubble
must burst. All the riff-raff attached themselvesto it. The sectarians within it began to flourish, and
misused the International in the hope that the most stupid and mean actions would be permitted them. We
did not allow that. Well knowing that the bubble must burst some time al the same, our concern was not
to delay the catastrophe but to take care that the International emerged from it pure and unadulterated.
The bubble burst at the Hague, and you know that the majority of Congress members went home sick
with disappointment. And yet nearly all these disappointed people, who imagined they would find the
ideal of universal brotherhood and reconciliation in the International, had far more bitter quarrels at home
than those which broke out at the Hague! Now the sectarian quarrel-mongers are preaching conciliation
and decrying us as the intolerant and the dictators. And if we had come out in a conciliatory way at the
Hague, if we had hushed up the breaking out of the split--what would have been the result? The
sectarians, especially the Bakuninists, would have got another year in which to perpetrate, in the name of
the International, much greater stupidities and infamies even; the workers of the most developed
countries would have turned away in disgust; the bubble would not have burst but, pierced by pinpricks,
would have slowly collapsed, and the next Congress, which would have been bound to bring the crisis
anyhow, would have turned into the lowest kind of personal row, because principles had already been
sacrificed at the Hague. Then the International would indeed have gone to pieces---gone to pieces
through "unity"! Instead of this we have now got rid of the rotten elements with honour to ourselves--the
members of the Commune who were present at the last decisive session say that no session of the
Commune left such aterrible impression upon them as this session of the tribunal which passed judgment
on the traitors to the European proletariat--we have left them to expend all their forces in lying, slander
and intrigue for ten months--and where are they? They, the alleged representatives of the great majority
of the International, now announce that they do not dare to come to the next Congress (more detailsin an
article which is being sent off for the Volksstaat with thisletter). And if we had to do it again we should

not, taking it all together, act any differently-tactical mistakes are of course always committed.

In any case | think the efficient elements among the Lassalleans will fall to you of themselvesin course
of time and that it would therefore be unwise to break off the fruit before it isripe, as the unity people
want.

For therest, old Hegel has already said: A party provesitself avictorious party by the fact that it splits
and can stand the split. The movement of the proletariat necessarily passes through different stages of
development; at every stage one section of people lags behind and does not join in the further advance;
and this aone explainswhy it is that actually the "solidarity of the proletariat” is everywhere realised in
different party groupings which carry on life and death feuds with one another, as the christian sectsin
the Roman Empire did amidst the worst persecutions.

*Muhlberger, Arthur. A physician, follower of Proudhon; anonymous author of a series of articles on the
housing question (1872) to which Engels addressed in his book, The Housing Question.
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London, March 18-28, 1875
Dear Bebdl,
| have received your letter of February 23 and am glad to hear that you are in such good bodily health.

Y ou ask me what we think of the unification affair. We are, unfortunately, in exactly the same boat as
yourself. Neither Liebknecht nor anyone else has let us have any kind of information, and hence we too
know only what isin the papers -- not that there was anything in them until aweek or so ago, when the
draft programme appeared. That astonished us not alittle, | must say.

Our party had so often held out a conciliatory hand to the Lassalleans, or at least proffered co-operation,
only to be rebuffed so often and so contemptuously by the Hasenclevers, Hasselmanns and Tolckes asto
lead any child to the conclusion that, should these gentlemen now come and themselves proffer
conciliation, they must bein a hell of adilemma. Knowing full well what these people are like, however,
it behoves us to make the most of that dilemma and insist on every conceivable guarantee that might
prevent these people from restoring, at our party's expense, their shattered reputation in general
working-class opinion. They should be given an exceedingly cool and cautious reception, and union be
made dependent on the degree of their readiness to abandon their sectarian slogans and their state aid, [2]
and to accept in its essentials the Eisenach Programme of 1869 [3] or an improved edition of it adapted to
the present day. Our party has absolutely nothing to learn from the Lassalleans in the theoretical sphere,
I.e. the crux of the matter where the programme is concerned, but the L assalleans doubtless have
something to learn from the party; the first prerequisite for union was that they cease to be sectarians,
Lassalleans, i.e. that, first and foremost, they should, if not wholly relinquish the universal panacea of
state aid, at least admit it to be a secondary provisional measure alongside and amongst many others
recognised as possible. The draft programme shows that our people, while infinitely superior to the
Lassallean leaders in matters of theory, are far from being a match for them where political guileis
concerned; once again the "honest men" [4] have been cruelly done in the eye by the dishonest.

To begin with, they adopt the high-sounding but historically false Lassallean dictum: in relation to the
working class al other classes are only one reactionary mass. This proposition istrue only in certain
exceptional instances, for example in the case of arevolution by the proletariat, e.g. the Commune, or in
a country in which not only has the bourgeoisie constructed state and society after its own image but the
democratic petty bourgeoisie, in its wake, has already carried that reconstruction to itslogical conclusion.
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If, for instance, in Germany, the democratic petty bourgeoisie were part of this reactionary mass, then
how could the Social-Democratic Workers Party have gone hand in hand with it, with the People's Party,
[5] for years on end? How could the Volksstaat derive virtually al its political content from the
petty-bourgeois democratic Frankfurter Zeitung? And how can one explain the adoption in this same
programme of no less than seven demands that coincide exactly and word for word with the programme
of the People's Party and of petty-bourgeois democracy? | mean the seven political demands, 1to5and 1
to 2, of which there is not one that is not bourgeois-democratic. [6]

Secondly, the principle that the workers movement is an international oneis, to all intents and purposes,
utterly denied in respect of the present, and this by men who, for the space of five years and under the
most difficult conditions, upheld that principle in the most laudable manner. The German workers
position in the van of the European movement rests essentially on their genuinely international attitude
during the war [7]; no other proletariat would have behaved so well. And now this principleisto be
denied by them at a moment when, everywhere abroad, workers are stressing it al the more by reason of
the efforts made by governments to suppress every attempt at its practical application in an organisation!
And what is |eft of the internationalism of the workers' movement? The dim prospect -- not even of
subsequent co-operation among European workers with aview to their liberation -- nay, but of afuture
“international brotherhood of peoples' -- of your Peace L eague bourgeois "United States of Europe”! [8]

There was, of course, no need whatever to mention the International as such. But at the very least there
should have been no going back on the programme of 1869, and some sort of statement to the effect that,
though first of all the German workers' party is acting within the limits set by its political frontiers (it has
no right to speak in the name of the European proletariat, especially when what it saysiswrong), itis
nevertheless conscious of its solidarity with the workers of al other countries and will, as before, always
be ready to meet the obligations that solidarity entails. Such obligations, even if one does not definitely
proclaim or regard oneself as part of the "International”, consist for example in aid, abstention from
blacklegging during strikes, making sure that the party organs keep German workers informed of the
movement abroad, agitation against impending or incipient dynastic wars and, during such wars, an
attitude such as was exemplarily maintained in 1870 and 1871, etc.

Thirdly, our people have allowed themselves to be saddled with the Lassallean "iron law of wages"
which is based on a completely outmoded economic view, namely that on average the workers receive
only the minimum wage because, according to the Malthusian theory of population, there are always too
many workers (such was Lassalle's reasoning). Now in Capital Marx has amply demonstrated that the
laws governing wages are very complex, that, according to circumstances, now this law, now that, holds
sway, that they are therefore by no meansiron but are, on the contrary, exceedingly elastic, and that the
subject really cannot be dismissed in afew words, as Lassalle imagined. Malthus' argument, upon which
the law Lassalle derived from him and Ricardo (whom he misinterpreted) is based, as that argument
appears, for instance, on p. 5 of the Arbeiterlesebuch, where it is quoted from another pamphlet of
Lassalle's, [9] is exhaustively refuted by Marx in the section on " Accumulation of Capital”. Thus, by
adopting the Lassallean "iron law" one commits oneself to afalse proposition and false reasoning in
support of the same.

Fourthly, as its one and only social demand, the programme puts forward -- Lassallean state aid in its
starkest form, as stolen by Lassalle from Buchez. [10] And this, after Bracke has so ably demonstrated

the sheer futility of that demand; after ailmost all if not all, of our party speakers have, in their struggle
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against the Lassalleans, been compelled to make a stand against this "state aid"! Our party could hardly
demean itself further. Internationalism sunk to the level of Amand Goegg, socialism to that of the
bourgeois republican Buchez, who confronted the socialists with this demand in order to supplant them!

But "state aid" in the Lassallean sense of the word is, after all, at most only one measure among many
others for the attainment of an end here lamely described as "paving the way for the solution of the social
guestion", as though in our case there were still asocia question that remained unsolved in theory! Thus,
iIf you wereto say: The German workers party strives to abolish wage labour and hence class distinctions
by introducing co-operative production into industry and agriculture, and on a national scale; itisin
favour of any measure calculated to attain that end! -- then no Lassallean could possibly object.

Fifthly, there is absolutely no mention of the organisation of the working class as a class through the
medium of trade unions. And that is a point of the utmost importance, this being the proletariat's true
class organisation in which it fights its daily battles with capital, in which it trains itself and which
nowadays can no longer simply be smashed, even with reaction at its worst (as presently in Paris).
Considering the importance this organisation is likewise assuming in Germany, it would in our view be
indispensable to accord it some mention in the programme and, possibly, to leave some room for it in the
organisation of the party.

All these things have been done by our people to oblige the Lassalleans. And what have the others
conceded? That a host of somewhat muddled and purely democratic demands should figurein the
programme, some of them being of a purely fashionable nature -- for instance "legislation by the people"
such as exists in Switzerland and does more harm than good, if it can be said to do anything at all.
Administration by the people -- that would at least be something. Similarly omitted is the first
prerequisite of all liberty -- that all officials be responsible for all their official actionsto every citizen
before the ordinary courts and in accordance with common law. That demands such as freedom of
science and freedom of conscience figurein every liberal bourgeois programme and seem atrifle out of
place here is something | shall not enlarge upon.

The free peopl€'s state is transformed into the free state. Grammatically speaking, afree stateisonein
which the state is free vis-a-visits citizens, a state, that is, with a despotic government. All the palaver
about the state ought to be dropped, especially after the Commune, which had ceased to be a state in the
true sense of the term. The peopl€e's state has been flung in our teeth ad nauseam by the anarchists,
although Marx's anti-Proudhon piece and after it the Communist Manifesto declare outright that, with the
introduction of the socialist order of society, the state will dissolve of itself and disappear. Now, since the
state is merely atransitional institution of which use is made in the struggle, in the revolution, to keep
down one's enemies by force, it is utter nonsense to speak of afree people's state; so long as the
proletariat still makes use of the state, it makes use of it, not for the purpose of freedom, but of keeping
down its enemies and, as soon as there can be any question of freedom, the state as such ceases to exist.
We would therefore suggest that Gemeinwesen ["commonalty"] be universally substituted for state; it is
agood old German word that can very well do service for the French "Commune”.

"The elimination of all social and political inequality", rather than "the abolition of all class distinctions’,
issimilarly a most dubious expression. As between one country, one province and even one place and
another, living conditions will always evince a certain inequality which may be reduced to a minimum
but never wholly eliminated. The living conditions of Alpine dwellerswill always be different from those
of the plainsmen. The concept of a socialist society as aream of equality is a one-sided French concept
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deriving from the old "liberty, equality, fraternity", a concept which wasjustified in that, in its own time
and place, it signified a phase of development, but which, like all the one-sided ideas of earlier socialist
schools, ought now to be superseded, since they produce nothing but mental confusion, and more
accurate ways of presenting the matter have been discovered.

| shall desist, although almost every word in this programme, a programme which is, moreover, insipidly
written, laysitself open to criticism. It is such that, should it be adopted, Marx and | could never
recognise a new party set up on that basis and shall have to consider most seriously what attitude --
public aswell as private -- we should adopt towards it. [11] Remember that abroad we are held

responsible for any and every statement and action of the German Social-Democratic Workers' Party.
E.g. by Bakunin in hiswork Statehood and Anarchy, in which we are made to answer for every
injudicious word spoken or written by Liebknecht since the inception of the Demokr atisches
Wochenblatt. People imagine that we run the whole show from here, whereas you know aswell as| do
that we have hardly ever interfered in the least with internal party affairs, and then only in an attempt to
make good, as far as possible, what we considered to have been blunders -- and only theoretical blunders
at that. But, as you yourself will realise, this programme marks a turning-point which may very well
force us to renounce any kind of responsibility in regard to the party that adopts it.

Generally speaking, less importance attaches to the official programme of a party than to what it does.
But anew programme is after all a banner planted in public, and the outside world judges the party by it.
Hence, whatever happens there should be no going-back, as there is here, on the Eisenach programme. It
should further be considered what the workers of other countries will think of this programme; what
impression will be created by this genuflection on the part of the entire German socialist proletariat
before L assalleanism.

| am, moreover, convinced that a union on this basis would not last ayear. Are the best minds of our
party to descend to repeating, parrot-fashion, Lassallean maxims concerning the iron law of wages and
state ad? I'd like to see you, for one, thus employed! And were they to do so, their audiences would hiss
them off the stage. And | feel surethat it is precisely on these bits of the programme that the L assalleans
areinsisting, like Shylock the Jew on his pound of flesh. The split will come; but we shall have "made
honest men" again of Hasselmann, Hasenclever and Tolcke and Co.; we shall emerge from the split
weaker and the Lassalleans stronger; our party will have lost its political virginity and will never again be
able to come out whole-heartedly against the Lassallean maxims which for atime it inscribed on its own
banner; and then, should the Lassalleans again declare themselves to be the sole and most genuine
workers party and our people to be bourgeois, the programme would be there to proveit. All the socialist
measuresin it are theirs, and our party has introduced nothing save the demands of that petty-bourgeois
democracy which it has itself described in that same programme as part of the "reactionary mass'!

| had held this |etter back in view of the fact that you would only be released on April 1, in honour of
Bismarck's birthday, [12] not wanting to expose it to the risk of interception in the course of an attempt
to smuggleit in. Well, | have just had a letter from Bracke, who has also felt grave doubts about the
programme and asks for our opinion. | shall therefore send thisletter to him for forwarding, so that he
can read it without my having to write the whole thing over again. | have, by the way, also spoken my
mind to Ramm; to Liebknecht | wrote but briefly. | cannot forgive his not having told us a single word
about the whole business (whereas Ramm and others believed he had given us exact information) until it
was, in amanner of speaking, too late. True, this has always been his wont -- hence the large amount of
disagreeabl e correspondence which we, both Marx and myself, have had with him, but thistime it really
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Istoo bad, and we definitely shan't act in concert with him.

Do see that you manage to come here in the summer; you would, of course, stay with me and, if the
weather isfine, we might spend a day or two taking sea baths, which would really do you good after your
long spell in jail.

Ever your friend,
F. E.

Marx has just moved house. Heisliving at 41 Maitland Park Crescent, NW London.

Footnotes

[1] Engels letter to August Bebel written between March 18 and 28, 1875 is closely connected widh
Marx's Critique of the Gotha Programme and is traditionally published together with the latter work. It
conveyed the joint opinion of Marx and Engels concerning the fusion of two German workers parties,
the Eisenachers and the Lassalleans, scheduled for early 1875. The immediate reason for the letter was
the publication of the draft programme of the future united Social-Democratic Workers' Party of
Germany (Programm der deutschen Arbeiterpartel) in Der Volksstaat (the organ of the Eisenachers) and
the Neuer Social-Demokrat (the organ of the Lassalleans) on March 7, 1875. The draft programme was
approved widh slight changes by the unity congress at Gotha on May 22-27, 1875, and came to be known
as the Gotha Programme.

This letter was first published by Bebel, after the lapse of 36 years, in his Aus meinem Leben, Zweiter
Teil, Stuttgart, 1911. In the present edition the letter is printed according to this book.

It was published in English for the first timein: K. Marx, Critique of the Gotha Programme, Lawrence,
London [1933], pp. 51-62.

[2] A reference to one of Lassalle's programme theses on the establishment of workers' producer
associations with the aid of the state. Lassalle and his followers repeatedly emphasised chat what they
had in mind was a state in which power would pass into the hands of the working people through
universal suffrage.

[3] Engelsisreferring to the Programm und Statuten der sozial-demokr atischen Arbeiter-Partei, adopted
at the general German workers' congress in Eisenach in August 1869 and published in the

Demokr atisches Wochenblatt on August 14, 1869. The congress founded the Social-Democratic
Workers Party of Germany. By and large the programme complied with the principles of the
International Working Men's Association.

[4] The "honest men" -- nickname of the members of the Social-Democratic Workers' Party (the
Eisenachers), as distinct from the members of the General Association of German Workers (the
L assalleans), the "dishonest men".

[5] The German People's Party, established in September 1868, embraced the democratic section of the
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bourgeoisie, mostly in the South-German states. The party opposed the establishment of Prussian
hegemony in Germany and advocated the idea of afederative German state.

[6] A reference to the following articles of the draft Gotha Programme:
"The German workers' party demands as the free basis of the state:

"1. Universal, equal and direct suffrage by secret ballot for all males who have reached the age of 21, for
al electionsin the state and in the community. 2. Direct legidation by the people widh the right to
initiate and to reject bills. 3. Universal military training. A people's militiain place of the standing army.
Decisions regarding war and peace to be taken by a representative assembly of the people. 4. Abolition
of all exceptional laws, in particular the laws on the press, associations and assembly. 5. Jurisdiction by
the people. Administration of justice widhout fees.

"The German workers party demands as the intellectual and moral basis of the state:

"1. Universal and equal education of the people by the state. Compulsory school attendance. Free
instruction. 2. Freedom of science. Freedom of conscience."

[7] The referenceisto the Franco-Prussian war of 1870-71.

[8] The League of Peace and Freedom -- A pacifist organisation set up in Switzerland in 1867 with the
active participation of Victor Hugo, Giuseppe Garibaldi and other democrats. The League asserted chat it
was possible to prevent wars by creating the "United States of Europe”. Itsleaders did not disclose the
social sources of wars and often confined anti-militarist activity to mere declarations. At the General
Council meeting of August 13, 1867 Marx spoke against the International's official participation in the
League's Inaugural Congress, since this would have meant solidarity with its bourgeois programme, but
recommended that some members of the International should attend the Congress in their personal
capacity in order to support revolutionary-democratic decisions (see Marx's letter to Engels of September
4, 1867).

[9] On page 5 of his Arbeiterlesebuch L assalle quotes a passage about the "iron law of wages® from his
pamphlet Offnes Antwortschreiben an das Central-Comite zur Berufung eines Allgemeinen Deutschen
Arbeitercongresses zu Leipzig, Zurich, 1863, pp. 15-16.

[10] Philippe Joseph Buchez, one of the first ideol ogists of the so-called Christian socialism, advanced a
plan for the establishment of workers' producer associations with the aid of the state.

[11] On October 12, 1875 Engels wrote to Bebel concerning this programme that, since both workers and
their political opponents "interpreted it communistically”, "it is this circumstance alone which has made
it possible for Marx and myself not to disassociate ourselves publicly from a programme such as this. So
long as our opponents as well as the workers continue to read our views into that programme, we are
justified in saying nothing about it".

[12] In March 1872 August Bebel and Wilhelm Liebknecht were sentenced to two years confinement in
afortressfor their athesion to the International Working Men's Association and their socialist views. In

April Bebel was sentenced, in addition, to nine months' imprisonment and deprived of his mandate as a

Reichstag member for "insulting His Majesty". Liebknecht was released on April 15, 1874, while Bebel

was freed on April 1, 1875.
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Marx and Engels toBebel, Liebknecht, Bracke and others

Written: Mid September, 1879

Published: Gesamtausgabe, International Publishers, 1942
Transcribed: Sally Ryan

HTML Markup: Saly Ryan

[Note: Engelswrote this letter in the name of himself and Marx to the members of the leading group of
German Social-Democracy. It isamong the most important documents in which the revolutionary
proletarian line of Marx and Engelsisrevealed. Here we see that a consistent struggle was conducted by
the founders of scientific Communism against opportunismin the German Social-Democratic movement.
Marx and Engels had already long been following with growing mistrust the increasing influence of
petty-bourgeois elements in the Party leader ship and the insufficient fight put up by the Party against
them. The open and organised emergence of the group around Hochberg, in connection with the
foundation of the Sozial-Demokrat in Zurich, caused Marx and Engels to intervene. Especially the
publication of the Zirich Yearbook for Socialist Science and Politics with the article " The Socialist
Movement in Germany in Retrospect” (signed with three asterisks, as the disguise of Hochberq,

Bernstein and Schramm) induced Marx and Engels to define their fundamental attitude to the opportunist

danger in the German Party and to place before the Party |eader ship with the greatest sharpness the
choice between a break with opportunism on their part or a break with the Party on the part of Marx and
Engels. In hisletter to Marx on September 9, 1879, Engels puts the question of the necessity for
intervention: "I shall really have to answer Bebel at last... the Yearbook ...fortunately enables us simply
to give these people definitely the reasons why it is absolutely impossible for us to co-operate with an
organ in which Hochberg has anything whatever to say. ... | think you will also be of the opinion that
after this business we should do well to define our standpoint at least to the Leipzigers [the Party
Executive]. If the new Party organ sings Hochberg's tune it may become necessary to do this publicly. If
you will send me thethings ... | will draft a letter to Bebel and send it you." Marx answered on September
10 and insisted that the most decided tone should he taken towards Leipzg. "Liebknecht has no
judgment. The letters prove what they should refute, namely, our original view that the thing was given
away in Leipzig, while the Zirichers proceeded according to the conditions laid down for them. ... | fully
share your opinion that there is no more time to be lost in announcing bluntly and ruthlessly our view of
the Yearbook drivel.... If they carry on in the same way with their Party organ we must publicly
repudiate them. In these mattersthereis no longer any question of good nature.”]

(1) The negotiationswith C. Hirsch.

Liebknecht asks Hirsch if he will take over the editorship of the Party organ which isto be newly
established in Zurich. Hirsch wants information as to the finances of the paper: what funds are at its
disposal and who provides them. Thefirst, in order to know whether the paper will be bound to fade out
after afew months. And then to make sure who holds the purse strings and with them the ultimate control
over the line of the paper. Liebknecht's answer to Hirsch : "Everything al right, you will hear the rest
from Zurich " (Liebknecht to Hirsch, July 28) does not reach him. But from Zurich comes a letter to
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Hirsch from Bernstein (July 24) in which Bernstein announces that "we have been charged with the:
launching and supervision” (of the paper). A discussion had taken place "between Viereck and us' in
which it had been felt "that your position, owing to the differences which you had with individual
comrades when you were a Laterne [ Lantern] man would be made rather difficult; but | do not attach
much weight to this objection.” Not a word about the financing.

Hirsch replies by return on July 26, with the question as to the material position of the paper. What

comrades have pledged themselves to cover the deficit? Up to what amount and for how long? The
guestion of the editor's salary plays no part at al here, all Hirsch wantsto know isif "the means are
ensured for guaranteeing the paper for at least ayear."

Bernstein answers on July 31: Any deficit will be covered by voluntary contributions, of which some (!)
are already subscribed. To Hirsch's remarks about the line he thought of giving to the paper, dealt with
below, he replies with disapproving remarks and instructions: " On which the supervisory committee
must insist all the more since it isitself in itsturn under contral, i.e., responsible. On these points you
will therefore have to come to an understanding with the supervisory committee." An early and if
possible telegraphic reply desired.

Thus instead of an answer to hislegitimate questions Hirsch receives the information that he is to edit the
paper under a supervisory committee seated in Zurich, whose views differ very essentially from his own
and whose members are not even named to him!

Justly indignant at this treatment, Hirsch prefersto come to an understanding with the Leipzig people.
Hisletter of August 2 to Liebknecht must be known to you, as Hirsch expressly required that you and
Viereck should be informed. Hirsch is even willing to submit to a supervisory committee in Zirich, up to
the point of agreeing that it should have the right to make written observations to the editor and to appeal
to the decision of the Leipzig control committee.

In the meantime Liebknecht writes on July 28 to Hirsch:

"Of course, the undertaking is financed, as the whole Party (including) Héchberg stands behind it. But |
am not troubling myself about details."

Liebknecht's next letter again contains nothing about the finances, but the assurance instead that the
Zurich committee is not an editorial committee at all but is only entrusted with the management and
finances. Again on August 14 Liebknecht writes the same to me and demands that we persuade Hirsch to
accept. Even on August 20 you yourself are so little informed of the true facts of the case that you write
to me: "He (Hochberg) has no more voice in the editing of the paper than any other well-known Party
comrade.”

At last on August 11 Hirsch gets a letter from Viereck in which it is admitted that "the three residing in
Zurich are to take the foundation of the paper in hand as an editorial committee and with the agreement
of the three Leipzig members to choose an editor.... So far as | recollect, the decisions communicated to
us also stated that the (ZUrich) organisation committee mentioned in (2) should take over the political as
well as the financial responsibility in relation to the Party ! ...From this position of affairsit seemsto me
to follow that...there can be no question of taking over the editorship without the co-operation of the
three domiciled in Zurich who have been commissioned by the Party to start the paper.” Here at last
Hirsch had at |east something definite, if only regarding the relation of the editor to the Zurich people.
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They are an editorial committee; they also have the political responsibility; without their co-operation no
one can take over the editorship. In short, an indication is simply given to Hirsch that he should cometo
an understanding with the three people in Zirich whose names are still not given him.

To complete the confusion, however, Liebknecht writes a postscript to Viereck's letter: "S[inger] from
Blerlin] has just been here and reported: the supervisory committee in Zirich isnot, as Viereck thinks, an
Editorial committee but essentially a management committee financially responsible to the party, i.e., to
us, for the paper; naturaly it is also the right and the duty of its members to discuss the editing with you
(aright and a duty which belong, incidentally, to every Party member) : they have not the authority to act
asyour guardians.”

The three Zirich and the one L e pzig committee members--the only one present at the
negotiations--insist that Hirsch shall be under the official control of the Zirich people. A second Leipzig
member directly deniesthis. And Hirsch is expected to come to a decision before the gentlemen are
agreed among themselves? That Hirsch had the right to be informed of the decisions come to, which
contained the conditions he was expected to submit to, was thought of all the less because it never once
seems to have occurred to the Leipzigers to get authentic information themsel ves about these decisions.
How else could the above contradiction have been possible?

If the Lelpzigers cannot agree as to the powers conferred upon the Zirichers, the Zurichers themselves
are perfectly clear about them.

Schramm to Hirsch, August 14: "If you had not written at the time that you would do just the samein a
similar case (to the Kayser case) and thus indicated the prospect of asimilar style of writing, we should
not waste aword over it. But in view of your declaration we must reserve to ourselves the right of having
adecisive vote in the acceptance of articles for the new paper.”

The letter to Bernstein in which Hirsch is stated to have said this was dated July 26, that isto say long
after the conference in Zurich at which the plenary powers of the three Zirichers were established. But
the Zirichers are aready revelling so much in the sense of their absolute bureaucratic power that in
answer to thislater letter of Hirsch they already claim further authority to decide upon the acceptance of
articles. The editorial committee is already a censorship committee.

It was not until Hochberg came to Paris that Hirsch learned from him the names of the members of the
two committees. If therefore the negotiations with Hirsch fell through, what was the reason?

(a) The obstinate refusal both of the Leipzig and the Zurich people to give him any concrete information
asto the financial basis of the paper and therefore as to the possibility of maintaining the paper in
existence, if only for ayear. Hefirst learnt the amount of the sum subscribed from me here (after your
communication to me). It was therefore hardly possible to draw any other conclusion from the
information already given (the Party + Hochberg) than that the paper was either already mainly financed
by Hochberg or else would soon be completely dependent on his subsidies. And this latter possibility is
still far from being excluded. The sum of 800 marks, if | am reading correctly, is exactly the same as the
Association here had to contribute to Freiheit in the first half year.

(b) The repeated assurances of Liebknecht, since proved totally false, that the Zirichers were to have no
official control of the editing at all and the comedy of errors which arose from this.

(c) The certainty finally attained that the Zirichers were not only to control, but themselves to censor the
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editing and that the part allotted to Hirsch was that of a dummy.

When he thereupon refused the offer one can only say he was right. The Leipzig committee, as we heard
from Hdchberg, has been further strengthened by the addition of two members who do not live there ; so
it can only intervene rapidly if the three Leipzigers are unanimous. This completely transfers the real
centre of gravity to Zirich, and in the long run Hirsch would no more have been able to work with the
people there than would any other editor of really proletarian and revolutionary views. On this |ater.

(2) The proposed line of the paper.

Bernstein has aready informed Hirsch on July 24 that the differences he had had as a Laterne man with
individual comrades would make his position difficult.

Hirsch replies that in his opinion the general line of the paper must be the same as that of the Laterne,
I.e., one which avoids prosecution in Switzerland and does not cause unnecessary alarm in Germany. He
asks who the comrades are and continues: "l only know one, and | can promise you that in asimilar case
of breach of discipline | should treat him in exactly the same way."

To which Bernstein, conscious of his new official dignity as censor, replies. Asto the line of the paper,
the view of the supervisory committeeisin fact that the Laterne should not be its model; in our opinion
the paper should not be so much taken up with political radicalism but rather kept socialist in principle.
Cases like the attack on Kayser, which was disapproved of by every comrade without exception (!) must
be avoided in all circumstances.”

And so on and so on. Liebknecht calls the attack on Kayser "a blunder" and Schramm considersit so
dangerous that he thereupon puts Hirsch under censorship.

Hirsch again writes to Hochberg, saying that a case like that of Kayser "cannot occur if an official party
organ is in existence whose clear statements and well-intentioned indications cannot be so brazenly
thrown to the winds by a deputy."

Viereck, too, writes that "a dispassionate attitude, and the ignoring so far as possible of any differences
which have occurred... are laid down" for the new paper, it isnot to be an "enlarged Laterne" and
Bernstein "could at most be reproached for atoo moderate tendency, if that is areproach at atime when
we cannot after al sail under our full colours.”

And what isthis Kayser case, this unforgivable crime which Hirsch is supposed to have committed?
Kayser isthe only one among the Social-Democratic deputies who spoke and voted in the Reichstag for
protective tariffs. Hirsch accuses him of having committed a breach of Party discipline because Kayser:

(1) Voted for indirect taxation, the abolition of which is expressly demanded in the Party programme ;

(2) Voted suppliesto Bismarck, thus breaking the first fundamental rule of all our Party tactics: not a
farthing to this government.

On both points Hirsch is undeniably right. And after Kayser had trampled underfoot on the one hand the
Party programme, to which the deputies are, so to speak, sworn by a Congress decision, and on the other
hand the very first and most imperative fundamental rule of Party tactics, and voted money to Bismarck

as thanks for the Socialist Law, Hirsch in our opinion was absolutely right to let fly at him asroughly as
he did.
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We have never been able to understand why this attack on Kayser could have aroused such violent wrath
in Germany. Hochberg now informs me that the "fraction" gave Kayser permission to come out as he did
and that this permission is considered to exonerate Kayser.

If thisisthe position of affairsitisrealy abit strong. In the first place Hirsch could know no more of
this secret decision than the rest of the world. Then the discredit for the Party, which previously could be
diverted on to Kayser aone, is made all the greater by this business, asis also the service performed by
Hirsch in openly exposing the disgusting phraseology and even more disgusting vote of Kayser to the
whole world and thus saving the honour of the Party. Or is German Social-Democracy really infected by
the parliamentary disease and does it believe that through election by the people the Holy Ghost is
poured out upon the elected, fraction meetings are transformed into infallible Councils and fraction
decisions into unassailable dogmas?

It istrue that a blunder has been committed, not however by Hirsch, but by the deputies who covered
Kayser by their resolution. If those whose special duty it isto pay attention to the maintenance of Party
discipline themselves break Party discipline so glaringly by a decision of this kind, so much the worse.
Still worse, however, when people advance to the belief that it was not Kayser by his speech and vote or
the other deputies by their resolution who violated Party discipline, but Hirsch, because despite the
decision, which, moreover, was still unknown to him, he attacked Kayser.

For the rest, it is clear that on the tariff question the Party took up the same confused and indecisive
attitude as it had done hitherto on almost all economic questions which have become practical ones, e.g.,
the imperial railways. Thisis due to the fact that the Party organs, especially Vorwarts [Forward], instead
of thoroughly discussing these questions have preferred to concern themselves with the construction of
the future order of society. When, after the Socialist Law, the tariff question suddenly became a practical
one, the most varied shades of opinion arose and there was not a single person on the spot who possessed
the prerequisite for the formation of a clear and correct judgment: knowledge of the conditions of
German industry and its position on the world market. Among the electorate it was inevitable that
tendenciesin favour of protection should appear here and there and there was a wish to take these into
consideration too. The only way of getting out of this confusion; by taking the question in a purely
political way (as was done in the Laterne) was not decisively adopted; thus it was inevitable that in this
debate the Party should have come out for the first time in a hesitating, uncertain and confused manner
and finally, with and through Kayser, thoroughly discredited itself.

The attack on Kayser is now made the occasion for preaching to Hirsch in every key that the new paper
must on no account copy the "excesses' of the Laterne and should not be so much taken up with political
radicalism as kept to a dispassionate line, socialist in principle. And this by Viereck as much as by
Bernstein, who, just because he is too moderate, seems to the former to he the right man, because one
cannot after all sail under one's full colours at present.

But why emigrate at all, if not in order to he able to sail under one's full colours? There is nothing to
prevent this abroad. The German Press, Assembly and Penal Laws do not exist in Switzerland. It is
therefore not only possible but a duty to say things there which could not be said at home, under the
ordinary German laws, even before the Socialist Law. For here we stand not only before Germany but
before Europe, and it is aduty, so far as the Swiss laws permit of it, to state to Europe the methods and
aims of the German Party without concealment. Anyone who wants to bind himself by German lawsin
Switzerland would only prove that he was worthy of these German laws and in fact had nothing to say
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which was not permissible in Germany before the Exceptional Laws. Nor should any consideration be
paid to the possibility that the editors will be temporarily cut off from areturn to Germany. He who is not
ready to risk thisis not fit for such an exposed post of honour.

And further. The Exceptional Laws have banned and outlawed the German Party precisely because it was
the only serious opposition party in Germany. If, in an organ published abroad, the Party showsits
gratitude to Bismarck by giving up thisrole of the only serious opposition par:y, by coming out nice and
docile and accepting the kick with a dispassionate attitude, it only proves that it deserved the kick. Of al
the German papers produced in emigration abroad since 1830, the Laterne is certainly one of the most
moderate. But if even the Laterne was too bold--then the new organ can only compromise the Party in
the eyes of its sympathisers in non-German countries.

(3) The Manifesto of the three Zirichers.

In the meantime HAchberg's Yearbook has reached us, containing an article "The Socialist Movement in
Germany in Retrospect,”" which, as Hochberg himself tells me, has been written by these same three
members of the Zirich Commission. Here we have their authentic criticism of the movement up till now
and with it their authentic programme for the line: of the new organ, in so far as this depends on them.

Right at the beginning we read:

"The movement which Lassalle regarded as an eminently political one, to which he summoned not only

the workers but all honest democrats, at the head of which were to march the independent representatives
of science and all who were imbued with atrue love for humanity, was diminished under the presidency
of Johann Baptist Schweitzer into a one-sided struggle for the interests of the industrial workers."

| will not examine whether or how far thisis historically accurate. The special reproach here brought
against Schweitzer is that he diminished Lassalleanism, which is here taken as a bourgeois
democratic-philanthropic movement, into a onesided struggle for the interests of the industrial workers,
by deepening its character as a class struggle of the industrial workers against the bourgeoisie. Heis
further reproached with his "rejection of bourgeois democracy." And what has bourgeois democracy to
do with the Social-Democratic Party? If it consists of "honest men" it cannot wish for admittance, and if
it does nevertheless wish to be admitted this can only be in order to start arow.

The Lassallean party "chose to conduct itself in the most one-sided way as aworkers party." The
gentlemen who write that are themselves members of a Party which conducts itself in the most one-sided
way as aworkers Party, they are at present invested with offices and dignitiesin this Party. Here thereis
an absolute incompatibility. If they mean what they write they must |eave the Party, or at least resign
their offices and dignities. If they do not do so, they are admitting that they are proposing to utilise their
official position in order to combat the proletarian character of the Party. If therefore the Party leaves
them their offices and dignitiesit will be betraying itself.

In the opinion of these gentlemen, then, the Social-Democratic Party should not be a one-sided workers
Party but an all-sided Party of "everyone imbued with atrue love of humanity." It must prove this above
al by laying aside its crude proletarian passions and placing itself under the guidance of educated,
philanthropic bourgeois in order to "cultivate good taste" and learn good form" (page 85). Then even the
" disreputable behaviour" of many leaders will give way to athoroughly respectable "bourgeois
behaviour." Asif the externally disreputable behaviour of those here referred to were not the least they
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can be reproached with ') Then, too, "numerous adherents from the circles of the educated and propertied
classes will make their appearance. But these must first be won if the ... agitation conducted isto attain
tangible successes.”

German Socialism has " attached too much importance to the winning of the masses and in so doing has
neglected energetic (!) propaganda among the so-called upper strata of society.” And then "the Party still
lacks men fitted to represent it in the Reichstag.” It is, however, "desirable and necessary to entrust the
mandate to men who have the time and opportunity to make themselves thoroughly acquainted with the
relevant materials. The simple worker and small self-employed man...has the necessary leisure for this
only in rare and exceptional cases." So elect bourgeois!

In short : the working class of itself isincapable of its own emancipation. For this purpose it must place
itself under the leadership of "educated and propertied " bourgeois who aone possess the "time and
opportunity" to acquaint themselves with what is good for the workers.

And secondly the bourgeoisie is on no account to be fought against but--to be won over by energetic
propaganda.

But if one wantsto win over the upper strata of society, or only its well-disposed elements, one must not
frighten them on any account. And here the three ZUrichers think they have made a reassuring discovery:

"Precisely at the present time, under the pressure of the Socialist Law, the Party is showing that it is not
inclined to pursue the path of violent bloody revolution but is determined ... to follow the path of legality,
I.e., of reform." So if the 500,000 to 600,000 Social-Democratic voters--between a tenth and an eighth of
the whole electorate and distributed over the whole width of the land--have the sense not to run their
heads against awall and to attempt a "bloody revolution” of one against ten, this proves that they also
forbid themselves to take advantage at any future time of atremendous external event, a sudden
revolutionary upsurge arising from it, or even avictory of the people gained in a conflict resulting from
it. If Berlin should ever again be so uneducated to have aMarch 18, the Social Democrats, instead of
taking part in the fight as "riff-raff with amaniafor barricades"” (page 88), must rather "follow the path
of legality," act pacifically, clear away the barricades and if necessary march with the glorious army
against the rough uneducated one-sided masses. Or if the gentlemen assert that thisis not what they
meant, what did they mean then?

But still better follows.

"The more quiet, objective and well-considered the Party is, therefore, in the way it comes out with
criticism of existing conditions and proposals for changes in them, the less possible will a repetition
become of the present successful strategy (when the Socialist Law was introduced) by which the
conscious reaction has intimidated the bourgeoisie by fear of the Red bogey." (Page 88.)

In order to relieve the bourgeoisie of the last trace of anxiety it must be clearly and convincingly proved
to them that the Red bogey is really only abogey, and does not exist. But what is the secret of the Red
bogey if it is not the bourgeoisie's dread of the inevitable life-and-death struggle between it and the
proletariat? Dread of the inevitable decision of the modern class struggle? Do away with the class
struggle and the bourgeoisie and "all independent people" will "not be afraid to go hand in hand with the
proletariat." And the onesto be cheated will be precisely the proletariat.

Let the Party therefore prove by its humble and repentant attitude that it has once and for all laid aside
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the "improprieties and excesses' which provoked the Socialist Law. If it voluntarily promises that it only
intends to act within the limits of the Socialist Law, Bismarck and the bourgeoisie will surely have the
kindness to repeal this then superfluous law!

"L et no one misunderstand us'; we do not want "to give up our Party and our programme, hut think that
for years hence we shall have enough to do if we concentrate our whole strength and energy upon the
attainment of certain immediate aims which must in any case be achieved before the realisation of the
more far-reaching ends can be thought of.” Then the bourgeois, petty bourgeois and workers who are "at
present frightened away...by the far-reaching demands will join usin masses."

The programme is not to be given up but only postponed--to an indefinite period. One accepts it, though
not really for oneself and one's own lifetime but posthumously as an heirloom to be handed down to
one's children and grandchildren. In the meantime one devotes one's "whole strength and energy” to all
sorts of petty rubbish and the patching up of the capitalist order of society, in order at least to produce the
appearance of something happening without at the same time scaring the bourgeoisie. There | must really
praise the Communist, Miquel, who proved his unshakable belief in the inevitable overthrow of capitalist

society in the course of the next few hundred years by heartily carrying on swindles, contributing his
honest best to the crash of 1873 and so really doing something to assist the collapse of the existing order.

Another offence against good form was also the "exaggerated attacks on the company promoters,” who
were after all "only children of their time"; " the abuse of Strousberg and similar people ... would
therefore have been better omitted."” Unfortunately everyoneisonly a" child of histime" and if thisisa
sufficient excuse nobody ought ever to be attacked any more, all controversy, al struggle on our part
ceases; we quietly accept all the kicks our adversaries give us because we, who are so wise, know that
these adversaries are "only children of their time" and cannot act otherwise. Instead of repaying their

kicks with interest we ought rather to pity these unfortunates.

Then again the Party's support of the Commune had the disadvantage, nevertheless, "that people who
were otherwise well disposed to us were alienated and in general the hatred of the bourgeoisie against us
was increased.” And further, "the Party is not wholly without blame for the introduction of the October
Law, for it had increased the hatred of the bourgeoisie In an unnecessary way."

There you have the programme of the three censors of Zurich. In clarity it leaves nothing to be desired.
Least of all to us, who are very familiar with the whole of this phraseology from the 1848 days. It isthe
representatives of the petty bourgeoisie who are here presenting themselves, full of anxiety that the
proletariat, under the pressure of its revolutionary position, may "go too far." Instead of decided political
opposition, general compromise; instead of the struggle against the government and the bourgeoisie, an
attempt to win and to persuade; instead of defiant resistance to ill-treatment from above, a humble
submission and a confession that the punishment was deserved. Historically necessary conflicts are all
re-interpreted as misunderstandings, and al discussion ends with the assurance that after all we are all
agreed on the main point. The people who came out as bourgeois democratsin 1848 could just as well
call themselves social-democrats now. To them the democratic republic was unattainably remote, and to
these people the overthrow of the capitalist system is equally so, and therefore has absolutely no
significance for practical present-day politics, one can mediate, compromise and philanthropise to one's
heart's content. It is just the same with the class struggle between proletariat and bourgeoisie. It is
recognised on paper because its existence can no longer be denied, but in practice it is hushed up, diluted,
attenuated.
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The Social-Democratic Party is not to be aworkers' party, is not to burden itself with the hatred of the
bourgeoisie or of anyone else; should above all conduct energetic propaganda among the bourgeoisie :
instead of laying stress on far-reaching aims which frighten the bourgeoisie and are not, after al,
attainable in our generation, it should rather devote its whole strength and energy to those small
petty-bourgeois patching-up reforms which by providing the old order of society with new props may
perhaps transform the ultimate catastrophe into a gradual, piecemeal and, so far asis possible, peaceful
process of dissolution. These are the same people who under the pretence of indefatigable activity not
only do nothing themselves but also try to prevent anything happening at all except chatter; the same
people whose fear of every form of action in 1848 and 1849 obstructed the movement at every step arid
finally brought about its downfall; the same people who see areaction and are then quite astonished to
find themselves at last in ablind alley where neither resistance nor flight is possible; the same people
who want to confine history within their narrow petty-bourgeois horizon and over whose heads history
invariably proceeds to the order of the day.

Asto their socialist content this has been adequately criticised already in the [ Communist] Manifesto,
chapter X, " German or True Socialism.”" When the class struggle is pushed on one side as a disagreeable
"crude" phenomenon, nothing remains as a basis for socialism but "true love of humanity" and empty
phraseology about "justice."

It is an inevitable phenomenon, rooted in the course of development, that people from what have hitherto
been the ruling classes should also join the militant proletariat and contribute cultural elementsto it. We
clearly stated thisin the [ Communist] Manifesto. But here there are two points to be noted:

First, in order to be of use to the proletarian movement these people must aso bring real cultural
elementsto it. But with the great majority of the German bourgeois converts that is not the case. Neither
the Zukunft [ Future] nor the Neue Gesellschaft [ New Society] have contributed anything which could
advance the movement one step further. Here there is an absolute lack of real cultural material, whether
concrete or theoretical. In its place we get attempts to bring superficially adopted socialist ideas into
harmony with the most varied theoretical standpoints which these gentlemen have brought with them
from the university or elsewhere, and of which, owing to the process of decomposition in which the
remnants of German philosophy are at present involved, each is more confused than the last. Instead of
thoroughly studying the new science themselves to begin with, each of them preferred to trim it to fit the
point of view he had already, made a private science of his own without more ado and at once came
forward with the claim that he was ready to teach it. Hence there are about as many points of view
among these gentry as there are heads; instead of producing clarity in a single case they have only
produced desperate confusion--fortunately almost exclusively among themselves. Cultural elements
whose first principleis to teach what they have not learnt can be very well dispensed with by the Party.

Secondly. If people of thiskind from other classes join the proletarian movement, the first condition is
that they should not bring any remnants of bourgeois, petty-bourgeois, etc., prejudices with them but
should whole-heartedly adopt the proletarian point of view. But these gentlemen, as has been proved, are
stuffed and crammed with bourgeois and petty-bourgeois ideas. In such a petty-bourgeois country as
Germany these ideas certainly have their own justification. But only outside the Social-Democratic
Workers Party. if these gentlemen form themselves into a Social-Democratic Petty-Bourgeois Party they
have a perfect right to do so; one could then negotiate with them, form a bloc according to circumstances,
etc. But in aworkers party they are an adulterating element. If reasons exist for tolerating them there for
the moment, it is also aduty only to tolerate them, to allow them no influence in the Party leadership and
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to remain aware that a break with them is only a matter of time. The time, moreover, seemsto have
come. How the Party can tolerate the authors of thisarticlein its midst any longer isto us
incomprehensible. But if the leadership of the Party should fall more or less into the hands of such people
then the Party will smply be castrated and proletarian energy will be at an end.

Asfor ourselves, in view of our whole past there is only one path open to us. For amost forty years we
have stressed the class struggle as the immediate driving force of history, and in particular the class
struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat as the great lever of the modern social revolution; it
Is therefore impossible for us to co-operate with people who wish to expunge this class struggle from the
movement. When the International was formed we expressly formulated the battle-cry: the emancipation
of the working class must be achieved by the working class itself. We cannot therefore co-operate with
people who say that the workers are too uneducated to emancipate themsel ves and must first be freed
from above by philanthropic bourgeois and petty bourgeois. If the new Party organ adopts aline
corresponding to the views of these gentlemen, and is bourgeois and not proletarian, then nothing
remains for us, much though we should regret it, but publicly to declare our opposition to it and to
dissolve the solidarity with which we have hitherto represented the German Party abroad. But it isto be
hoped that things will not come to that.

Engels to Bebel Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive
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| read [V ollmar's] second article rather hurriedly, with two or three people talking the whole time.

Otherwise the way he represents the French Revolution to himself would have led me to detect the
French influence and with it my Vollmar too, no doubt. Y ou have perceived this side quite correctly. He
at last isthe dreamed-of realisation of the phrase about the "one reactionary mass." All the official parties
united in one lump here, all the Socialists in one column there--great decisive battle. Victory all along the
line at one blow. In real life things do not happen so simply. Inreal life, as you also remark, the
revolution begins the other way round by the great mgjority of the people and also of the official parties
massing themselves together against the government, which is thereby isolated, and overthrowing it; and
it isonly after those of the official parties whose existenceis still possible have mutually and
successively accomplished one another's destruction that VVollmar's great division takes place and with it
the prospect of our rule. If, like Vollmar, we wanted to start straight off with the final act of the
revolution we should be in a miserably bad way.

In France the long expected split has taken place. The original conjunction of Guesde and Lafargue with

Malon and Brousse was no doubt unavoidable when the party was founded, but Marx and | never had
any illusionsthat it could last. Theissueis purely one of principle: isthe struggle to be conducted as a
class struggle of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie, or is it to be permitted that in good opportunist
(or asitiscaled in the Socialist tranglation: possibilist) style the class character of the movement,
together with the programme, are everywhere to be dropped where there is a chance of winning more
votes, more adherents, by this means. Maon and Brousse, by declaring themselves in favour of the latter
aternative, have sacrificed the proletarian class character of the movement and made separation
inevitable. All the better. The development of the proletariat proceeds everywhere amidst internal
struggles and France, which is now forming aworkers' party for the first time, is no exception. Wein
Germany have got beyond the first phase of the internal struggle, other phases still lie before us. Unity is
quite agood thing so long asit is possible, but there are things which stand higher than unity. And when,
like Marx and myself, one has fought harder all one's life long against the alleged Socialists than against
anyone else (for we only regarded the bourgeoisie as a class and hardly ever involved ourselvesin
conflicts with individual bourgeois), one cannot greatly grieve that the inevitable struggle has broken out.
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The Manifesto of the Democratic Federation* in London has been issued by about twenty to thirty little
societies which under different names (always the same people) have for the last twenty years at |east
been repeatedly trying, and always with the same lack of success, to make themselves important. All that
Isimportant is that now at last they are obliged openly to proclaim our theory, which during the period of
the International seemed to them to be dictated from outside, as their own, and that a crowd of young
bourgeois intelligentsia are emerging who, to the disgrace of the English workers it must be said,
understand things better and take them up more passionately than the workers. For even in the
Democratic Federation the workers for the most part only accept the new programme unwillingly and as
amatter of form. The chief of the Democratic Federation, Hyndman, is an arch-conservative and an

extremely chauvinistic but not stupid careerist, who behaved pretty shabbily to Marx (to whom he was
introduced by Rudolf Meyer) and for this reason was dropped by us personally.

Do not on any account whatever let yourself be deluded into thinking thereisareal proletarian
movement going on here. | know Liebknecht tries to delude himself and all the world about this, but it is

not the case. The elements at present active may become important since they have accepted our
theoretical programme and so acquired a basis, but only if a spontaneous movement breaks out here
among the workers and they succeed in getting control of it. Till then they will remain individual minds,
with a hotch-potch of confused sects, remnants of the great movement of the 'forties, standing behind
them and nothing more. And--apart from the unexpected--areally general workers movement will only
come into existence here when the workers are made to feel the fact that England's world monopoly is
broken.

Participation in the domination of the world market was and is the basis of the political nullity of the
English workers. The tail of the bourgeoisie in the economic exploitation of this monopoly but
nevertheless sharing in its advantages, politically they are naturally the tail of the "great Liberal Party,"
which for its part pays them small attentions, recognises trade unions and strikes as |l egitimate factors,
has relinquished the fight for an unlimited working day and has given the mass of better placed workers
the vote. But once America and the united competition of the other industrial countries have made a
decent breach in this monopoly (and in iron thisis coming rapidly, in cotton unfortunately not as yet) you
will see something here.

*The Manifesto of the Democratic Federation, "Socialism made Plain" (1883). The Democratic
Federation (founded in 1881) took the name Social-Democratic Federation in 1881.
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Here too industry has taken on a different character. The ten-year cycle seems to have been broken down
now that, since 1870, American and German competition have been putting an end to English monopoly
in the world market. In the main branches of industry a depressed state of business has prevailed since
1868, while production has been slowly increasing, and now we seem both here and in Americato be
standing on the verge of a new crisis which in England has not been preceded by a period of prosperity.
That is the secret of the sudden--though it has been slowly preparing for three years--hut the present
sudden emergence of a socialist movement here. So far the organised workers--trade unions-remain quite
remote from it, the movement is proceeding among "educated" elements sprung from the bourgeoisie,
who here and there seek contact with the masses and in places find it. These people are of very varying
moral and intellectual value and it will take some time before they sort themselves out and the thing
becomes clarified. But that it will all go entirely to sleep again is hardly likely.
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The whole of the Liberal philistines have gained such arespect for us that they are screaming with one
accord: Yes, if the Social-Democrats will put themselves on alegal basis and abjure revolution then we
arein favour of the immediate repeal of the Socialist Law, There is no doubt, therefore, that this
suggestion will at once be made to you in the Reichstag. The answer you give to it isimportant--not so
much for Germany, where our gallant lads have given it in the elections, as for abroad. A tame answer
would at once destroy the colossal impression produced by the elections.

In my opinion the case islikethis:

Throughout the whole of Europe the existing political situation is the product of revolutions. The legal
basis, historic right, legitimacy, have been everywhere riddled through and through a thousand times or
entirely overthrown. But it isin the nature of all parties or classes which have come to power through
revolution, to demand that the new basis of right created by the revolution should also be unconditionally
recognised and regarded as holy. The right to revolution did exist--otherwise the present rulers would not
be rightful--but from now onwards it isto exist no more.

In Germany the existing situation rests on the revolution which began in 1848 and ended in 1866. 1866
was a complete revolution. Just as Prussia only became anything by treachery and war against the
German Empire, in alliance with foreign powers (1740, 1756, 1785), so it only achieved the
German-Prussian Empire by the forcible overthrow of the German Confederation and by civil war. Its
assertion that the others broke the Confederation makes no difference. The others say the opposite. There
has never been arevolution yet which lacked alegal pretext--asin France in 1830 when both the king
and the bourgeoisie asserted they were in the right. Enough, Prussia provoked the civil war and with it
the revolution. After itsvictory it overthrew three thrones "by God's grace" and annexed their territories,
together with those of the former free city of Frankfort. If that was not revolutionary | do not know the
meaning of the word. And as this was not enough it confiscated the private property of the princes who
had been driven out. That this was unlawful, revolutionary therefore, it admitted by getting the action
endorsed later by an assembly--the Relchstag--which had as little right to dispose of these funds as the
government.

The German-Prussian Empire, as the completion of the North German Confederation which 1866
forcibly created, is athoroughly revolutionary creation. | make no complaint about that. What | reproach
the people who made it with is that they were only poor-spirited revolutionaries who did not go much
further and at once annex the whole of Germany to Prussia. But those who operate with blood and iron,
swallow up whole states, overthrow thrones and confiscate private property, should not condemn other
people as revolutionaries. If the Party only retains the right to be no more and no less revolutionary than
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the Imperial Government has been, it has got all it needs.

Recently it was officially stated that the Imperial Constitution was not a contract between the princes and
the people but only one between the princes and free cities, which could at any time replace the
constitution by another. The government organs which laid this down demanded, therefore, that the
governments should have the right to overthrow the Imperial Constitution. No Exceptional Law was
enacted against them, they were not persecuted. Very well, in the most extreme case we do not demand
more for ourselves than is here demanded for the governments.

The Duke of Cumberland is the legitimate and unquestioned heir to the throne of Brunswick. The right
claimed by Cumberland in Brunswick is no other than that by which the King of Prussiais seated in
Berlin. Whatever else may he required of Cumberland can only be claimed after he has taken possession
of hislawful and legitimate throne.

But the revolutionary German Imperial Government prevents him from doing so by force. A fresh
revolutionary action. What is the position of the parties?

In November 1848 the Conservative Party broke through the new legal basis created in March 1848
without atremor. In any case it only recognises the constitutional position as a provisional one and would
hail any feudal-absolutist coup d'etat with delight.

The Liberal Parties of all shades co-operated in the revolution of 1848-1866, nor would they deny
themselves the right to-day to counter any forcible overthrow of the constitution by force.

The Centre recognises the church as the highest power, above the state, a power which might in agiven
case, therefore, make revolution a duty.

And these are the parties which demand from us that we, we aone of them all, should declare that in no
circumstances will we resort to force and that we will submit to every oppression, to every act of
violence, not only as soon asit is merely formally legal--legal according to the judgment of our
adversaries--but also when it isdirectly illegal.

Indeed no party has renounced the right to armed resistance, in certain circumstances, without lying.
None has ever been able to relinquish this ultimate right.

But once it comes to the question of discussing the circumstances for which a party reservesto itself this
right, then the game is won. Then one can talk nineteen to the dozen. And especially a party which has
been declared to have no rights, a party therefore which has had revolution directly indicated to it from
above. Such a declaration of outlawry can be daily repeated in the fashion it has once occurred. To
require an unconditional declaration of this kind from such a party is sheer absurdity.

For the rest, the gentlemen can keep calm. With military conditions as they are at present we shall not
start our attack so long as thereis still an armed force against us. We can wait until the armed force itself
ceases to be aforce against us. Any earlier revolution, even if victorious, would not bring usto power,
but the most radical of the bourgeoisie, and of the petty bourgeoisie.

Meanwhile the elections have shown that we have nothing to expect from yielding, i.e., from concessions
to our adversaries. We have only won respect and become a power by defiant resistance. Only power is

respected, and only so long as we are a power shall we be respected by the philistine. Anyone who makes
him concessions can no longer be a power and is despised by him. The iron hand can make itself feltin a
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velvet glove hut it must make itself felt. The German proletariat has become amighty party; may its
representatives be worthy of it.
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About our proletarian masses | have never been deceived. This secure progress of their movement,
confident of victory and for that very reason cheerful and humorous, is a model which cannot be
surpassed. No European proletariat would have stood the test of the Socialist Law so brilliantly and have
responded after six years of suppression with such a proof of increased strength and consolidated
organisation; no nation would have achieved this organisation in the way it has been achieved without
any conspiratorial humbug. And since | have seen the election manifestoes of Darmstadt and Hanover
my fear that concessions might have become necessary in the new places (constituencies) has also
vanished. If it was possible to speak in such atruly revolutionary and proletarian way in these two towns,
then everything iswon.

Our great advantage is that with us the industrial revolution is only just in full swing, while in France and
England, so far asthe main point is concerned, it is closed. There the division into town and country,
industrial district and agricultural district is so far concluded that it only changes slowly. The great mass
of the people grow up in the conditions in which they have later to live, are accustomed to them; even the
fluctuations and crises have become something they take practically for granted. Added to thisisthe
remembrance of the unsuccessful attempts of former movements. With us, on the other hand, everything
isin full flow. Remnants of the old peasant industrial production for the satisfaction of personal needs are
being supplanted by capitalistic domestic industry, while in other places capitalistic domestic industry is
already succumbing in its turn to machinery. And the very nature of our industry, limping behind at the
very end, makes the social upheaval al the more fundamental. As the great mass production articles,

both mass commodities and articles of luxury, have already been appropriated by the French and English,
al that remains for our export industry is chiefly small stuff, which, however, aso runsinto masses all
the same, and is at first produced by domestic industry and only later, when the production is on a mass
scale, by machines. Domestic industry (capitalistic) is introduced by this means into much wider regions
and clearsitsway all the more thoroughly. If | except the East Elbe district of Prussia, that isto say East
Prussia, Pomerania, Posen and the greater part of Brandenburg, and further Old Bavaria, there are few
districts where the peasant has not been swept more and more into domestic industry. The region
industrially revolutionised, therefore, becomes larger with us than anywhere else.

Furthermore. Since for the most part the worker in domestic industry carries on hislittle bit of
agriculture, it becomes possible to depress wages in a fashion unequalled el sewhere. What formerly
constituted the happiness of the small man, the combination of agriculture and industry, now becomes
the most powerful means of capitalist exploitation. The potato patch, the cow, the little bit of agriculture
make it possible for the labour power to be sold below its price; they oblige thisto be so by tying the
worker to his piece of land, which yet only partially supports him. Hence it becomes possible to put our
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industry on an export basis owing to the fact that the buyer is generally presented with the whole of the
surplus value, while the capitalist's profit consists in a deduction from the normal wage. Thisis more or
less the case with all rural domestic industry, but nowhere so much as with us.

Added to thisis the fact that our industrial revolution, which was set in motion by the revolution of 1848
with its bourgeois progress (feeble though this was), was enormously speeded up (1) by getting rid of
internal hindrances in 1866 to 1870, and (2) by the French milliards, which were ultimately to be
invested capitalistically. So we achieved an industrial revolution which is more deep and thorough and
spatially more extended and comprehensive than that of the other countries, and this with a perfectly
fresh and intact proletariat, undemoralised by defeats and finally--thanks to Marx--with an insight into
the causes of economic and political development and into the conditions of the impending revolution
such as none of our predecessors possessed. But for that very reason it is our duty to be victorious.

Asto pure democracy and itsrole in the future | do not share your opinion. Obvioudly it plays afar more
subordinate part in Germany than in countries with an older industrial development. But that does not
prevent the possibility, when the moment of revolution comes, of its acquiring atemporary importance as
the most radical bourgeois party (it has already played itself off as such in Frankfort) and as the final
sheet-anchor of the whole bourgeois and even feudal regime. At such a moment the whole reactionary
mass fallsin behind it and strengthensit; everything which used to be reactionary behaves as democratic.
Thus between March and September 1848 the whol e feudal-bureaucratic mass strengthened the liberals
in order to hold down the revolutionary masses, and, once this was accomplished, in order, naturally, to
kick out the liberals as well. Thus from May 1848 until Bonaparte's election in France in December, the
purely republican party of the National, the weakest of all the parties, was in power, ssmply owing to the
whole collective reaction organised behind it. This has happened in every revolution: the tamest party
still remaining in any way capable of government comes to power with the others just because it is only
in this party that the defeated see their last possibility of salvation. Now it cannot be expected that at the
moment of crisis we shall already have the majority of the electorate and therefore of the nation behind
us. The whole bourgeois class and the remnants of the feudal landowning class, alarge section of the
petty bourgeoisie and also of the rural population will then mass themselves around the most radical
bourgeois party, which will then make the most extreme revolutionary gestures, and | consider it very
possible that it will be represented in the provisional government and even temporarily form its majority.
How, as aminority, one should not act in that case, was demonstrated by the social-democratic minority
in the Paris revolution of February 1848. However, thisis still an academic question at the moment.

Now of course the thing may take a different turn in Germany, and that for military reasons. Asthings
are at present, an impulse from outside can scarcely come from anywhere but Russia. If it does not do so,
iIf the impulse arises from Germany, then the revolution can only start from the army. From the military
point of view an unarmed nation against an army of to-day is a purely vanishing quantity. In this case--if
our twenty to twenty-five-year-old reserves which have no vote but are trained, came into action--pure
democracy might be leapt over. But this question is still equally academic at present, although |, asa
representative, so to speak, of the great general staff of the Party, am bound to take it into consideration.
In any case our sole adversary on the day of the crisis and on the day after the crisis will be the whole
collective reaction which will group itself around pure democracy, and this, | think, should not be lost
sight of.

If you are bringing forward motions in the Reichstag, there is one which should not be forgotten. The
state lands are mostly let out to big farmers; the smallest portion of them is sold to peasants, whose
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holdings are, however, so small that the new peasants have to resort to working as day labourers on the
big farms. The demand should be made that the great demesnes which are not yet broken up should be let
out to co-operative societies of agricultural labourers for joint farming. The Imperial Government has no
state lands and will therefore no doubt find a pretext for shelving such a proposition put in the form of a
motion. But | think this firebrand must be thrown among the agricultural day labourers. Which can
indeed be done in one of the many debates on state socialism. This and this alone is the way to get hold
of the agricultural workersthisis the best method of drawing their attention to the fact that later on it is
to he their task to cultivate the great estates of our present gracious gentlemen for the common account.
And thiswill give friend Bismarck, who demands positive proposals from you, enough for some time.
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Y ou have exactly hit off Kautsky's decisive weakness. His youthful inclination towards hasty judgment

has been still more intensified by the wretched method of teaching history in the universities--especially
the Austrian ones. The students there are systematically taught to do historical work with materials which
they know to be inadequate but which they are supposed to treat as adequate, that is, to write things
which they themselves must know to be false but which they are supposed to consider correct. That has
naturally made Kautsky thoroughly cocky. Then the literary life--writing for pay and writing alot. So
that he has absolutely no idea of what really scientific work means. There he has thoroughly burnt his
fingers afew times, with his history of population and later with the articles on marriage in primitive
times. In all friendship | rubbed that well into him too and spare him nothing in this respect: on thisside |
criticise al histhings mercilessly. Fortunately, however, | can comfort him with the fact that | did
exactly the same in my impudent youth and only first learnt the way one has got to work from Marx. It
hel ps quite considerably, too.

Engelsto Bebel Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/bebel/85_07_24.htm [26/08/2000 00:30:25]



Letters: Engels to Bebel, 1885

Engels toBebel

Written: London, 28 October, 1885

Published: Gesamtausgabe, International Publishers, 1942
Transcribed: Sally Ryan

HTML Markup: Sally Ryan

The chronic depression in all the decisive branches of industry also still continues unbroken here, in
France and in America. Especially in iron and cotton. It is an unheard-of situation, though entirely the
inevitable result of the capitalist system: such colossal over-production that it cannot even bring things to
acrisis! The over-production of disposable capital seeking investment is so great that the rate of discount
here actually fluctuates between 1 and 1 1/2 percent. per annum, and for money invested in short term
credits, which can be called in or paid off from day to day (money on call) one can hardly get 1/2 per
cent. per annum. But by choosing to invest his money in this way rather than in new industrial
undertakings the money capitalist is admitting how rotten the whole business looks to him. And this fear
of new investments and old enterprises, which had already manifested itself in the crisis of 1867, isthe
main reason why things are not brought to an acute crisis.

But it will have to come in the end, all the same, and then it will make an end of the old trade unions
here, let us hope. These unions have peacefully retained the craft character which clung to them from the
first and which is becoming more unbearable every day. No doubt you suppose that the engineers,
joiners, bricklayers, etc., will admit any worker in their branch of industry without more ado? Not at all.
Whoever wants admission must be attached as an apprentice for a period of years (usually seven) to
some worker belonging to the union. This was intended to keep the number of workers limited, but had
otherwise no point at all except that it brought in money to the apprentice's instructor, for which he did
absolutely nothing in return. Thiswas all right up to 1848. But since then the colossal growth of industry
has produced a class of workers of whom there are as many or more as there are "skilled" workersin the
trade unions and who can do all that the "skilled" workers can or more, but who can never become
members. These people have been regularly penalised by the craft rules of the trade unions. But do you
suppose the unions ever dreamt of doing away with this silly bunk? Not in the least. | can never
remember reading of a single proposal of the kind at a Trade Union Congress. The fools want to reform
society to suit themselves and not to reform themselves to suit the development of society. They cling to
their traditional superstition, which does them nothing but harm themselves, instead of getting quit of the
rubbish and thus doubling their numbers and their power and really becoming again what at present they
daily become less--associations of all the workersin atrade against the capitalists. Thiswill | think
explain many things in the behaviour of these privileged workersto you.

What is most necessary of all hereisthat masses of the official labour leaders should get into Parliament.
Then things will soon go finely; they will expose themselves quickly enough.

The electionsin November will help alot towards this. Ten or twelve of them are certainto get in, if
their Liberal friends do not play them atrick at the last moment. The first elections under a new system
are aways a sort of lottery and only reveal the smallest part of the revolution they have introduced. But
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universal suffrage--and with the absence of a peasant class and the start England had in industrialisation
the new franchise here gives the workers as much power as universal suffrage would give them in
Germany--universal suffrage isthe best lever for a proletarian movement at the present time and will
proveto be so here. That iswhy it is so important to break up the Social Democratic Federation as
quickly as possible, its leaders being nothing but careerists, adventurers and literary people. Hyndman,
their head, is doing his very best in thisway; he cannot wait for the clock to strike twelve, asit saysin
the folk song, and in his chase after successes discredits himself more every day. He is a wretched
caricature of Lassalle.

Engelsto Bebel Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/bebel/85_10_28.htm (2 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:30:30]



Letters: Engels to Bebel, 1886

Engels toBebel

Written: London, 10-23 January, 1886

Published: Gesamtausgabe, International Publishers, 1942
Transcribed: Sally Ryan

HTML Markup: Sally Ryan

The disintegration of the German free thinkers in the economic sphere quite corresponds to what is going
on among the English Radicals. The people of the old Manchester school ala John Bright are dying out
and the younger generation, just like the Berliners, goesin for social patching-up reforms. Only that here
the bourgeois does not want to help the industrial worker so much as the agricultural worker, who has
just done him excellent service at the elections, and that in English fashion it is not so much the state as
the municipality which isto intervene. For the agricultural workers, little gardens and potato plots, for
the town workers sanitary improvements and the like--this is their programme. An excellent sign is that
the bourgeoisie are already obliged to sacrifice their own classical economic theory, partly from political
considerations but partly because they themselves, owing to the practical consequences of this theory,
have begun to doubt it.

The same thing is proved by the growth of Kathedersozialismus [professorial socialism] which in one
form or another is more and more supplanting classical economy in the professorial chairs both here and
in France. The actual contradictions engendered by the method of production have become so crass that
no theory can indeed conceal them any longer, unless it were this professorial socialist mish-mash, which
however is no longer atheory but drivel.

Six weeks ago symptoms of an improvement in trade were said to be showing themselves. Now this has
all faded away again, the distressis greater than ever and the lack of prospect too, added to an unusually
severe winter. Thisis now aready the eighth year of the pressure of overproduction upon the markets
and instead of getting better it is always getting worse. There is no longer any doubt that the situation has
essentially changed from what it was formerly; since England has got important rivals on the world
market the period of crises, in the sense known hitherto, is closed. If the crises change from acute into
chronic ones but at the same time lose nothing in intensity, what will be the end? A period of prosperity,
even if ashort one, must after all return sometime, when the accumulation of commodities has been
exhausted; but how all thiswill occur | am eager to see. But two things are certain: we have entered upon
a period incomparably more dangerous to the existence of the old society than the period of ten-yearly
crises; and secondly, when prosperity returns, England will be much less affected by it than formerly,
when she alone skimmed the cream off the world market. The day this becomes clear here, and not
before, the socialist movement here will seriously begin.

Engelsto Bebel Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/bebel/86_01_20.htm [26/08/2000 00:30:31]



Letters: Engels to Bebel, 1886

Engels toBebel

Written: London, 15 February, 1886

Published: Gesamtausgabe, International Publishers, 1942
Transcribed: Sally Ryan

HTML Markup: Sally Ryan

The Social Democratic Federation which, despite all self-advertising reports, is an extremely weak
organi sation--containing good elements but led by literary and political adventurers--was brought to the
verge of dissolution at the November elections by a stroke of genius on the part of these same leaders.
Hyndman (pronounced Heindman) the head of the society, had taken money from the Tories

(Conservatives) at the time, and with it put up two Social-Democratic candidates in two districts of
London. Asthey had not even got any membersin these two constituencies the way they would discredit
themselves was to be foreseen (one got 27, the other 32 votes out of 4000--5000 respectively!).
Hyndman, however, had no sooner got the Tory money than his head began violently to swell and he
immediately set off to Birmingham, to Chamberlain, the present Minister, and offered him his " support"
(which does not total 1000 votesin all England) if Chamberlain would guarantee him a seat in
Birmingham by the help of the Liberals and would bring in an Eight Hour Bill. Chamberlain is no fool
and showed him the door. Despite all attemptsto hush it up, agreat row about thisin the Federation and
threatened dissolution. So now something had to happen in order to get the thing going again.

In the meantime unemployment was increasing more and more. The collapse of England's monopoly on
the worldmarket has caused the crisis to continue unbroken since 1878 and to get worse rather than
better. The distress, especially in the East End of the city, is appalling. The exceptionally hard winter,
since January, added to the boundless indifference of the possessing classes, produced a considerable
movement among the unemployed masses. As usual, political wirepullerstried to exploit this movement
for their own ends. The Conservatives, who had just been superseded in the Government, put the
responsibility for unemployment on to foreign competition (rightly) and foreign tariffs (for the most part
wrongly) and preached "fair-trade," i.e., retaliatory tariffs. A workers organisation also exists which
believes mainly in retaliatory tariffs. This organisation summoned the meeting in Trafalgar Square on
February 8. In the meantime the S.D.F. had not been idle either, had already held some small
demonstrations and now wanted to utilise this meeting. Two meetings accordingly took place; the "fair
traders"' were round the Nelson Column while the S.D.F. people spoke at the north end of the Square,
from the street opposite the National Gallery, which is about 25 feet above the square. Kautsky, who was

there and went away before the row began, told me that the mass of the real workers had been around the
“fair traders,” whilst Hyndman and Co. had a mixed audience of people looking for alark, some of them
aready merry. If Kautsky, who has hardly been here ayear, noticed this, the gentlemen of the Federation
must have seen it still more clearly. Nevertheless, when everybody already seemed to be scattering, they
proceeded to carry out a favourite old idea of Hyndman's, namely a procession of "unemployed" through
Pall Mall, the street of the big political, aristocratic and high-capitalist clubs, the centres of English
political intrigue. The employed who followed them in order to hold afresh meeting in Hyde Park, were
mostly the types who do not want work anyhow, hawkers, loafers, police spies, pickpockets. When the
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aristocrats at the club windows sneered at them they broke the said windows, ditto the shop windows,
they looted the wine dealers' shops and immediately set up a consumers association for the contentsin
the street, so that in Hyde Park Hyndman and Co. had hastily to pocket their blood-thirsty phrases and go
in for pacification. But the thing had now got going. During the procession, during this second little
meeting and afterwards, the masses of the Lumpenproletariat, whom Hyndman had taken for the
unemployed, streamed through some fashionable streets near by, looted jewellers and other shops, used
the loaves and legs of mutton which they had looted solely to break windows with, and dispersed without
meeting with any resistance. Only aremnant of them were broken up in Oxford Street by four, say four,
policemen.

Otherwise the police were nowhere to be seen and their absence was so marked that we were not alone in
being compelled to think it intentional. The chiefs of the police seem to be Conservatives who had no
objection to seeing a bit of arow in this period of Liberal Government. However the Government at once
set up a Commission of Inquiry and it may cost more than one of these gentlemen his job.

Engelsto Bebel Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/bebel/86_02_15.htm (2 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:30:35]



Letters: Engels to Bebel, 1891

Engels toBebel

Written: London, 19 September, 1891

Published: Gesamtausgabe, International Publishers, 1942
Transcribed: Sally Ryan

HTML Markup: Sally Ryan

You areright, if it comes to war we must demand the general arming of the people. But in conjunction
with the already existing organisation or that specially prepared in case of war. Enlistment, therefore, of
the hitherto untrained in supplementary reserves and Landsturm and above all immediate emergency
training besides arming and organisation into fixed cadres.

The proclamation to the French will have to come, out rather differently in form. The Russian diplomats
are not so stupid as to provoke awar in face of the whole of Europe. On the contrary, things will be so
operated that either France appears as the provoking party or--one of the Triple Alliance countries.
Russia always has dozens of casus belli [occasions for war] of this kind to hand; the special answer to be
given depends on the pretext for war put forward. In any case we must declare that since 1871 we have
always been ready for a peaceful understanding with France, that as soon as our Party comes to power it
will be unable to exercise that power unless Alsace-Lorraine freely determines its own future, but that if
war isforced upon us, and moreover awar in alliance with Russia, we must regard this as an attack on
our existence and defend ourselves by every method, utilising all positions at our disposal and therefore
Metz and Strasbourg also.

Asto the conduct of the war itself, two aspects are immediately decisive: Russiais weak in attack but
strong in defensive man-power. A stab in the heart isimpossible. France is strong in attack but rendered
incapable of attack, innocuous, after afew defeats. | do not give much either for Austrians as generals or
for Italians as soldiers, so our army will have to lead and sustain the main push. The war will have to
begin with the holding back of the Russians but the defeat of the French. When the French offensive has
been rendered innocuous things may get as far as the conquest of Poland up to the Dvina and Dnieper,
but hardly before. This must be carried out by revolutionary methods and if necessary by giving up a
piece of Prussian Poland and the whole of Galiciato the Poland to be established. If this goes well
revolution will doubtless follow in France. At the same time we must press for at least Metz and Lorraine
to be offered as a peace offering to France.

Probably, however, it will not go so well. The French will not allow themselves to be so easily defeated,
their army is very good and better armed than ours, and what we achieve in the way of generalship does
not look asif very much would come of it either. That the French have learnt how to mobilise has been
shown this summer. And also that they have enough officers for their first field army--which is stronger
than ours. Our superiority in officers will only be proved with the troops brought up later into the line.
Moreover the direct line between Berlin and Parisis strongly defended by fortifications on both sides. In
short, in the most favourable case it will probably turn out a fluctuating war which will be carried on with
constant drawing in of fresh reinforcements by both sides until one party is exhausted, or until the active
intervention of England, who, by simply blockading corn imports can, under the then existing conditions,
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starve out whichever party she decides against, Germany or France, and force it to make peace. In the
meantime what happens on the Russian frontier mainly depends on the way the Austrians conduct the
war and istherefore incalculable.

So much seems certain to me: if we are beaten, every barrier to chauvinism and awar of revenge in
Europe will be thrown down for years hence. If we are victorious our Party will come into power. The
victory of Germany istherefore the victory of the revolution, and if it comes to war we must not only
desire victory but further it by every means....

What should have been categorically stated [by Bernstein] was that if France formally represents the
revolution in relation to Germany, Germany, through its workers' Party, stands materially at the head of
the revolution, and thisis bound to come to light in the war--in which we, and with us the revolution, will
either be crushed or el'se come to power.
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As | considered it necessary to tell the French the unvarnished truth about our position if it comesto
war--a damned difficult task, certainly--1 wrote a French article and sent it to Laura[Lafargue]. She
writes to me to-day that both she and Paul [Lafargue] are quite enchanted with the article, that it isjust

what the French need, etc. If Guesde shares this opinion--heis still in Lille, where he is representing

Lafargue with the electors--the article is to be published. It was originally written for the French Socialist
Calendar but is possibly (I should say probably) too strong for the mishmash people who have to do with
that, in which caseit will be put in the Socialiste, which | hope you see. | say to the people: we have the
almost absolute certainty of coming to power within ten years; we could neither seize power nor retain it
without making good the crimes committed by our predecessors towards other nationalities and therefore
(1) opening the way for the reconstitution of Poland, (2) putting the North Schleswig population and
Alsace-Lorraine in aposition freely to decide where they shall belong. Between a Socialist France and a
ditto Germany an Alsace-Lorraine problem has no existence at all. Hence there is no reason whatever for
awar on account of Alsace-Lorraine. If, however, the French bourgeoisie begin such awar nevertheless,
and for this purpose place themselvesin the service of the Russian tsar, who is aso the enemy of the
bourgeoisie of the whole of Western Europe, thiswill be the renunciation of France's revolutionary
mission. We German Socialists, on the other hand, who if peace is preserved will come to power in ten
years, have the duty of maintaining the position won by usin the van of the workers movement, not only
against the internal but against the external foe. If Russiais victorious we shall be crushed. Therefore if
Russia begins war--go for her! go for the Russians and their allies, whoever they may be. Then we have
to seeto it that the war is conducted by every revolutionary method and that things are made impossible
for any government which refuses to adopt such methods; also at a given moment to take the lead
ourselves. We have not yet forgotten the glorious example of the French in 1793 and, if we are driven to
it, it may come about that we celebrate the centenary of 1793 by showing that the German workers of
1893 are not unworthy of the Sansculottes of those days and that if French soldiers cross our frontiers
then they will be greeted with the cry:

Quoi ces cohortes étrangeres
Feraient le loi dans nos foyers? (Marseillaise)

Thisisthe general sequence of thought. As soon asthe text isfinally settled (I am of course expecting
proposals for small alterations of detail) and the printing taken in hand | will trandate the article into
German and then we will see what can be done with it. | am not sure if your press conditions will allow
of its being printed in Germany; perhaps if you make some reservationsit can be all the same--this will
be seen. My articles do not in any case tie the Party--very fortunate for us both, although Liebknecht
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Imagines | regard it as unfortunate for myself, which never occursto me.

According to the reports, you said that | had prophesied the collapse of bourgeois society in 1898. There
iIsadlight error there somewhere. All | said was that we might possibly come to power by 1898. If this
does not happen, the old bourgeois society might still vegetate on for awhile, so long as a shove from
outside does not bring the whole ramshackle old building crashing down. A rotten old casing like this can
survive itsinner essential death for afew decades, if the atmosphere is undisturbed. So | should be very
cautious about prophesying such athing. Our arrival at the possibility of power, on the other hand, isa
pure calculation of probability according to mathematical laws.

For all that, | hope peace remains unbroken. In our present position we do not need to risk
everything---but war would force us to do so. And then in another ten years we shall be quite differently
prepared. And for the following reason.

In order to take possession of and set in motion the means of production, we need people with technical
training, and masses of them. These we have not got, and up till now we have even been rather glad that
we have been largely spared the "educated” people. Now things are different. Now we are strong enough
to stand any quantity of educated Quarcks and to digest them, and | foresee that in the next eight or ten
years we shall recruit enough young technicians, doctors lawyers and schoolmasters to enable us to have
the factories and big estates administered on behalf of the nation by Party comrades. Then, therefore, our
entry into power will be quite natural and will be settled up quickly--relatively, if, on the other hand, a
war brings usto power prematurely, the technicians will be our chief enemies; they will deceive and
betray us wherever they can and we shall have to use terror against them but shall get cheated all the
same. It iswhat always happened, on a small scale, to the French revolutionaries; even in the ordinary
administration they had to leave the subordinate posts, where real work is done, in the possession of old
reactionaries who obstructed and paralysed everything. Therefore | hope and desire that our splendid and
secure development, which is advancing with the calm and inevitability of a process of nature, may
remain on its natural lines.
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Marx's letters to Arnold Ruge

This series of letters was written by Marx (at age 25) to hisfriend Arnold Ruge. Marx

and Ruge would later include the full eight-letter exchange in their first and only
edition of the Deutsch-Franzdsische Jahrbulcher, in February 1844.

Marx to Ruge

February 10,1842
Marx to Ruge

March 5,1842
Marx to Ruge

March 20,1842
Marx to Ruge
April 23,1842
Marx to Ruge
July 9,1842
Marx to Ruge

November 11,1842
Ship of Fools

March, 1843
Marx to Ruge

March 13,1843

Drag the world into the light
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Ruthless Criticism

September, 1843
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Arnold Ruge | Biography

Arnold Ruge

1802 - 1880

Y oung Hegelian. Editor of Hallische Jahrbticher, then
published Marx's first really comprehensive political
treatise. With Marx, Feuerbach, and Bakunin, founded the
newspaper Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbiicher. Broke with
Marx in quarrel over Herwegh.
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Dear Friend,

| take the liberty of sending you a small contribution for the Deutsche Jahrbticher in the form of the
enclosed criticism of the censorship instruction.

If the article is suitable for your journal, | ask you for the time being not to mention my name to anyone
except Wigand, and also to Send me by post immediately the issues of the Deutsche Jahrbticher
containing my article; because for the time being herein Trier | am completely excluded from the literary
world.

It isobviousthat it isin the interest of the cause that the printing should be expedited, if the censorship
does not censor my censure.

If you do not know of acritic for Vatke's super-clever book on sin - were it not so devilishly clever, one
would be tempted to call it stupid--my critical zeal isat your disposal.

It would perhaps be equally worth while to deal again with Bayer's work on the moral Spirit. Feuerbach's
criticism was afriendly service. Honourable as is Bayer's moral frame of mind, hiswork itself isjust as
weak and even immoral.

| should be very glad if you would let Wigand know that my manuscript will reach you in afew days
time. Bauer's letter in which he demands that it should be sent off at last, came when | was very ill in bed
and therefore was handed to me only afew days ago. Being busy on the enclosed article, | was not able
to make the necessary corrections.

As | have now come to the end of some voluminous works, it goes without saying that all my forces are
at the disposal of the Deutsche Jahrbiicher.

With sincere respect,
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Marx

My addressis: Dr. Marx, Trier, to be delivered to Geheimer Regierungsrat von Westphalen.

Letters Archive | Marx Engels Internet Archive

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/ruge/42_02_10.htm (2 of 2) [26/08/2000 00:30:48]



Letter from Marx to Arnold Ruge

Letter from Marx to Arnold Ruge

in Dresden

Written: Trier, March 5[1842]

Sour ce: Marx Engels Collected Works Vol 1, pg 382-383.
Publisher: International Publishers (1975)

First Published: journal Documente des Socialismus, Bd |, 1902
Trandated: Clemens Dutt

Transcribed: S. Ryan

HTML Markup: S. Ryan

Dear Friend,

| fully agree with the plan for the Anekdota philosophica and also think it would be better to include my
name among the others. A demonstration of thiskind, by its very nature, precludes all anonymity. Those
gentlemen must see that one's conscience is clear.

With the sudden revival of the Saxon censorship it is obvious from the outset that it will be quite
impossible to print my "Treatise on Christian Art", which should have appeared as the second part of the
Posaune. But what about including it in amodified version in the Anekdota? The mass of material
obnoxious to the censorship which now fills people's minds perhaps makes it possible also to publish the
Anekdota, as material accumulates, in a number of separate intalments! Another article which | also
intended for the Deutsche Jahrbulcher is a criticism of Hegelian natural law, insofar asit concerns the
internal political system. The central point is the struggle against constitutional monarchy as a hybrid
which from beginning to end contradicts and abolishesitself. Res publica is quite untranslatable into
German. | would send both these articles immediately for your examination if they did not require the
rewriting of afair copy and, in pan, some corrections. The fact is that my future father-in-law, Herr von
Westphalen, lay on his death-bed for three months and died the day before yesterday. During this period,
therefore, it was impossible to do anything properly.

Regarding the other things, next time.
With sincerest respect,
Devotedly yours,

Marx Apropos. Through an oversight, the manuscript on the censorship contains the phrase: "the
censorship of tendency and the tendency censorship”. It should be: "the censorship of tendency and the

tendency of censorship”.

Be so kind as to send me the reply directly by post to Trier.
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Bauer has been suspended from his post, as he writesin aletter just received, par lit dejustice.
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Dear Friend,

Novices are the most pious people, as Saxony proves ad oculos. Bauer once had the same sort of scene
with Eichhorn in Berlin as you had with the Minister of the Interior. As orators, these gentlemen are as
alike as two peas. On the other hand, what is exceptional is that philosophy speaksintelligibly with the
state wisdom of these over-assured scoundrels, and even alittle fanaticism does no harm. Thereis
nothing more difficult than to make these earthly Providences believe that belief in truth and spiritual
convictions exist. They are such sceptical state dandies, such experienced fops, that they no longer
believe in true, disinterested love. How, then, is one to get at these roués except with the aid of what, in
the highest circles, is called fanaticism! A guards lieutenant regards a lover whose intentions are
honourable as afanatic. Should people no longer marry because of that? It is a remarkable thing that the
degradation of people to the level of animals has become for the government an article of faith and a
principle. But this does not contradict religiosity, for the deification of animals is probably the most
consistent form of religion, and perhaps it will soon be necessary to speak of religious zoology instead of
religious anthropology.

When | was still young and good, | already knew at least that the eggs laid in Berlin were not the eggs of
the swan Leda, but goose eggs. A little later | realised that they were crocodile eggs, like, for example,
the very latest egg by which, alegedly, on the proposal of the Rhine Province Assembly, theillegal
restrictions of French legislation concerning high treason, etc., and crimes of officials, have been
abolished. But thistime, because it is a question of objective legal provisions, the hocus-pocusis so
stupid that even the stupidest Rhenish lawyers have immediately seen through it. At the sametime,
Prussia has declared with complete naivety that publicity of court proceedings would jeopardise the
prestige and credit of Prussian officials. That is an extremely frank admission. All our Rhenish
scribblings about publicity and publicising suffer from a basic defect. Honest folk continually point out
that these are by no means political, but merely legal, institutions, that they are aright, and not awrong.
As though that were the question! Asthough all the evil of these institutions did not consist precisely in
the fact that they are aright! | should very much like to prove the opposite, namely, that Prussia cannot

http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/letters/ruge/42_03_20.htm (1 of 3) [26/08/2000 00:30:51]


mailto:ryans@tcfreenet.org
mailto:ryans@tcfreenet.org

Letter from Marx to Arnold Ruge

introduce publicity and publicising, for free courts and an unfree state are incompatible. Similarly,
Prussia should be highly praised for its piety, for atranscendental state and a positive religion go
together, just as a pocket icon does with a Russian swindler.

Bulow-Cummerow, as you will have seen from the Chinese newspapers, makes his pen flirt with his
plough. Oh, this rustic coquette, who adorns herself with artificial flowers! | think that writers with this
earthly position--for, after all, a position on ploughland is surely earthly--would be desirable, and even
more so if in the future the plough were to think and write instead of the pen, while the pen, on the other
hand, were to perform serf labour in return. Perhaps, in view of the present uniformity of the German
governments, thiswill come to pass, but the more uniform the governments, the more multiform
nowadays are the philosophers, and it isto be hoped that the multiform army will conquer the uniform
one.

Ad rem, since among us, loyal, moral Germans, politica isincluded in formalia, whence Voltaire
deduced that we have the profoundest textbooks on public law.

Therefore, as regards the matter, | found that the article "On Christian Art",which has now been
transformed into "On Religion and Art, with Special Reference to Christian Art", must be entirely redone
because of the tone of the Posaune, which | conscientiously followed:

"Thy word isalamp unto my feet, And light unto my path." "Thy commandments make me
wiser than mine enemies, For they are ever with me," and "The Lord shall roar from Zion"

--this tone of the Posaune and the irksome constraint of the Hegelian exposition should now be replaced
by afreer, and therefore more thorough exposition. In afew days, | have to go to Cologne, where | set up
my new residence, for | find the proximity of the Bonn professors intolerable. Who would want to have
to talk always with intellectual skunks, with, people who study only for the purpose of finding new dead
endsin every corner of the world!

Owing to these circumstances, therefore, | was not able, of course, to send herewith the criticism of the
Hegelian philosophy of law for the next Anekdota (as it was also written for the Posaune); | promise to
send the article on religious art by mid-April, if you are prepared to wait so long. This would be the more
preferable for me, since | am examining the subject from a new point de vue and am giving also an
epilogue de romanticis as a supplement. Meanwhile | shall most actively, to use Goethe's language,
continue to work on the subject and await your decision. Be so kind as to write to me on this to Cologne,
where | shall be by the beginning of next month. As| have not yet any definite domicile there, please
send me the letter to Jung's address.

In the article itself | necessarily had to speak about the general essence of religion; in doing so | come
into conflict with Feuerbach to a certain extent, a conflict concerning not the principle, but the
conception of it. In any case religion does not gain from it.

| have heard nothing about K 6ppen for along time. Have you not yet approached Christiansen in Kiel? |
know him only from his history of Roman law, which, however, contains also something about religion
and philosophy in general. He seems to have an excellent mind, although when he comes to actual
philosophising, hiswriting is horribly incomprehensible and formal. Perhaps, he has now begun to write
plain German. Otherwise he seemsto be a la hauteur des principes.

| shall be very pleased to see you here on the Rhine.
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Yours,

Marx

| have just had aletter from Bauer in which he writes that he wants to travel northwards again, owing to
the silly idea that there he will be better able to conduct his proceedings against the Prussian
Government. Berlin istoo close to Spandau. At all events, it is good that Bauer is not allowing the matter
to take its own course. As | have learned here from my future brother-in-law, aristocrat comme il faut,
peoplein Berlin are particularly vexed at Bauer's bonne foi.
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Dear

Y ou must not become impatient if my contributions are delayed for afew days more--but only for a few
days. Bauer will probably inform you orally that this month, owing to all kinds of external muddles, it
has been amost impossible for me to work.

Nevertheless, | have amost finished. | shall send you four articles: 1) "On Religious Art", 2) "On the
Romantics’, 3) "The Philosophical Manifesto of the Historical School of Law" 4) "The Positivist
Philosophers’, whom | have teased alittle. These articles, in content, are connected.

Y ou will receive the article on religious an as a duodecimo extract, for the work has steadily grown into
almost book dimensions, and | have been drawn into all kinds of investigations which will still take a
rather long time.

| have abandoned my plan to settle in Cologne, since life there is too noisy for me, and an abundance of
good friends does not |ead to better philosophy.

| have sent the Rheinische Zeitung along article on our last Rhine Province Assembly with alight
introduction about the Preussische Staats-Zeiutng. In connection with the debates on the press | have
returned again to the question of censorship and freedom of the press, examining it from other
viewpoints.

Thus, Bonn remains my residence for the time being; after al, it would be a pity if no one remained here
for the holy men to get angry with.

Y esterday Hasse came from Greifswald, in regard to whom the only thing | have admired ishis
enormous top-boots, like those of avillage priest. He spoke, too, just like the top-boot of avillage priest,
he knew nothing about anything, is preparing to publish abook in several volumes about the boring
Anselm of Canterbury, on which he has been working for ten years. He thinks that the present critical
trend is a moment which must be overcome. He speaks of religiosity as a product of life experience, by
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which he probably means his successful rearing of children and hisfat belly, for fat bellies undergo all
sorts of experiences and, as Kant says: if it goes behind it becomes an F., if it goes upwards it becomes
religious inspiration. What a man this pious Hasse is with his religious constipation!

We were very much amused with what you wrote in your letters about Vatke's lack of a"full heart". This
super-clever, diplomatic Vatke, who would so much like to be the greatest critic and the greatest believer
who always knows everything better than anyone else, this Vatke has for one party no heart, and for the
other no head. Hic jacet Vatke-a notable example of what the passion for cards and religious music leads
to.

Fichte, who has wrapped himself in the mantle of his unpopularity, has spread the half-ambiguous
rumour that he has been invited to Tubingen. The faculty is not meeting his wish to be held fast by an
increase in salary.

Sack has made atrip to Berlin with the most pious intentions to speculate on the insanity of his brother
and to get himself appointed in his place.

Nothing but wars and debauchery, says Thersites, and if the university here cannot be reproached with
wars, at least there isno lack of debauchery.

Do you not want to carry out your plan of atrip to the Rhine?
Yours,

Marx
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Dear Friend,

If events had not apologised for me, | would have abandoned any attempt at an excuse. It stands to
reason that | regard it as an honour to contribute to the Anekdota and only unpleasant extraneous
circumstances prevented me from sending you my articles.

From April to the present day | have been able to work for atotal of perhaps only four weeks at most,
and that not without interruption. | had to spend six weeksin Trier in connection with another death. The
rest of the time was split up and poisoned by the most unpleasant family controversies. My family laid
obstacles in my way, which, despite the prosperity of the family, put me for the moment in very serious
straits. | cannot possibly burden you with the story of these private scandals; it is truly fortunate that
scandals of a public nature make it impossible for a man of character to be irritated over private ones.
During thistime | was writing for the Rheinische Zeitung, to which | should long ago have sent my
articles, etc., etc. | would have informed you long before about these intermezzos, had | not hoped from
day to day to be able to complete my work. In afew day'stime | am going to Bonn and shall not touch a
thing until 1 have finished the contributions for the Anekdota. Of course, in this state of affairs | was not
able to elaborate in particular the article "On Art and Religion” as thoroughly as the subject requires.

Incidentally, do not imagine that we on the Rhine livein a political Eldorado. The most unswerving
persistence is required to push through a newspaper like the Rheinische Zeitung. My second article on the
Provincial Assembly, dealing with the question of clerical discords, was deleted by the censor. | showed
in this article how the defenders of the state adopted a clerical standpoint, and the defenders of the church
a state standpoint. Thisincident is al the more unpleasant for the Rheinische Zeitung because the stupid
Cologne Catholics fell into the trap, and defence of the Archbishop would have attracted subscribers.
Incidentally, you can hardly imagine how contemptible are oppressors and at the same time how stupidly
they dealt with the orthodox blockhead. But the matter has had a successful ending: before the entire
world, Prussia has kissed the Pope's mule, and our government automatons walk the streets without
blushing. The Rheinische Zeitung has now put in an appeal about the article. In general, the fight for the
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Rheinische Zeitung is beginning. In the Kol nische Zeitung, the author of the leading articles, Hermes,
-ex-editor of the former political Hannover zeitung, has taken the side of Christianity against the
philosophical newspapers in Konigsberg and Cologne. If the censor does not again play sometrick, a
reply from me will be published in the next Supplement. The religious party is the most dangerous in the
Rhine area. The opposition has of late become too accustomed to opposing within the church.

Do you know any details about the so called "Free"? The article in the Kélnische Zeitung was, to say the
least, undiplomatic. It is one thing to declare for emancipation--that is honest; it is another thing to start
off by shouting it out as propaganda; that sounds like bragging and irritates the philistine. And then,
reflect on who are these "Free", aman like Meyen, etc. But, at any rate, if thereis a suitable city for such
ventures, it is Berlin.

| shall probably be drawn into a prolonged polemic with the Cologne Hermes. No matter how ignorant,
shallow and trivial the man is, thanks precisely to these qualities he is the mouthpiece of philistinism and
| intend not to let him go on chattering. Mediocrity should no longer enjoy the privilege of immunity.
Hermes will also try to saddle me with "The Free", about whom, unfortunately, I do not know the
slightest thing for sure. It is fortunate that Bauer isin Berlin. He, at least, will not allow any "stupidities’
to be committed, and the only thing that disquiets me in this affair (if it istrue and not merely a deliberate
newspaper fabrication), is the probability that the insipidity of the Berliners will make their good cause
ridiculous and that in a serious matter they will not be able to avoid various "stupidities*. Anyone who
has spent as much time among these people as | have will find that this anxiety is not without foundation.

How are you getting on with your Jahrblcher?

Asyou are at the centre of philosophical and theological news, | should like nothing better than to learn
something from you about the present situation. True, the movement of the hour-hand is visible here, but
not that of the minute-hand.

Old Marheineke seems to have considered it necessary to provide the whole world with documentary
proof of the complete impotence of the old Hegelianism. His vote is a disgraceful vote.

Will the Saxons in this Assembly not denounce the censorship? Fine constitutionalism! Hoping to hear
from you soon,

Yours,
Marx

Rutenberg is aweight on my conscience. | brought him on to the editorial board of the Rheinische
Zeitung, but he is absolutely incapable. Sooner or later he will be shown the door.

What do you advise if the article on the Archbishop is not stamped for publication by the high police
censorship? It must appear in print because of 1) our Provincial Assembly, 2) the government, 3) the
Christian state. Should I, perhaps, send it to Hoffmann and Campe? It does not seem to me suitable for
the Anekdota.
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Dear Friend,
My letter today will be confined to the "confusion” with "The Free" .

Asyou aready know, every day the censorship mutilates us mercilessly, so that frequently the
newspaper is hardly able to appear. Because of this, a mass of articles by "The Free" have perished. But |
have allowed myself to throw out as many articles as the censor, for Meyen and Co. sent us heaps of
scribblings, pregnant with revolutionising the world and empty of ideas, written in aslovenly style and
seasoned with alittle atheism and communism (which these gentlemen have never studied). Because of
Rutenberg's complete lack of critical sense, independence and ability, Meyen and Co. had become
accustomed to regard the Rheinische Zeitung as their own, docile organ, but | believed | could not any
longer permit this watery torrent of words in the old manner. Thisloss of afew worthless creations of
"freedom”, afreedom which strives primarily "to be free from all thought", was therefore the first reason
for adarkening of the Berlin sky.

Rutenberg, who had already been removed from the German department (where his work consisted
mainly in inserting punctuation marks) and to whom, only on my application the French department was
provisionally transferred -- Rutenberg, thanks to the monstrous stupidity of our state providence, has had
the luck to be regarded as dangerous, although he was not a danger to anyone but the Rheinische Zeitung
and himself. A categorical demand was made for the removal of Rutenberg. Prussian providence, this
despotisme prussien, e plus hypocrite, le plus fourbe, spared the manager an unpleasant step, and the
new martyr, who has already learned to display consciousness of martyrdom in facial expression,
behaviour and speech with some virtuosity, is exploiting this turn of events. He writesto all the corners
of the earth, he writes to Berlin that he is the banished principle of the Rheinische Zeitung, whichis
adopting a different position in relation to the government. It goes without saying that this also evoked
demonstrations from the heroes of freedom on the banks of the Spree, "whose muddy water washes souls
and dilutestea’.
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Finally, on top of this came your and Herwegh's attitude to "The Free" to cause the cup of the angry
Olympians to overflow.

A few days ago | received a letter from little Meyen, whose favourite category is, most appropriately,
what ought to be. In thisletter | am taken to task over my attitude 1) to you and Herwegh, 2) to "The
Free", 3) to the new editoria principle and the position in relation to the government. | replied at once
and frankly expressed my opinion about the defects of their writings, which find freedom in alicentious,
sansculotte-like, and at the same time convenient, form, rather than in afree, i.e., independent and
profound, content. | demanded of them |less vague reasoning, magnilogquent phrases and self-satisfied
self-adoration, and more definiteness, more attention to the actual state of affairs, more expert
knowledge. | stated that | regard it as inappropriate, indeed even immoral, to smuggle communist and
socialist doctrines, hence a new world outlook, into incidental theatrical criticisms, etc., and that |
demand a quite different and more thorough discussion of communism, if it should be discussed at all. |
requested further that religion should be criticised in the framework of criticism of political conditions
rather than that political conditions should be criticised in the framework of religion, since thisismorein
accord with the nature of a newspaper and the educational level of the reading public; for religionin
itself is without content, it owes its being not to heaven but to the earth, and with the abolition of
distorted reality, of which it isthe theory, it will collapse of itself. Finally, | desired that, if thereisto be
talk about philosophy, there should be less trifling with the label "atheism™ (which reminds one of
children, assuring everyone who is ready to listen to them that they are not afraid of the bogy man), and
that instead the content of philosophy should be brought to the people. Voila tout.

Y esterday | received an insolent letter from Meyen, who had not yet received this work and who now
guestions me on every possible thing: 1) | should state on whose side | am in their quarrel with Bauer,
about which | know absolutely nothing; 2) why did | not allow this and that to go through; | am
threatened with being accused of conservatism; 3) the newspaper should not temporise, it must act in the
most extreme fashion, i.e., it should calmly yield to the police and the censorship instead of holding on to
its positions in a struggle, imperceptible to the public but neverthel ess stubborn and in accordance with
its duty. Finally, an infamous report is given of Herwegh's betrothal, etc., etc.

All thisis evidence of aterrible dose of the vanity which does not understand how, in order to save a
political organ, one can sacrifice afew Berlin windbags, and thinks of nothing at all except the affairs of
its clique. Moreover, thislittle man strutted like a peacock, solemnly laid his hand on his breast and on
his dagger, let fall something about "his" party, threatened me with his displeasure, declaimed a la
Marquis Posa, only somewhat worse, €tc.

Since we now have to put up from morning to night with the most horrible torments of the censorship,
ministerial communications, complaints of the Oberprésident, accusations in the Provincial Assembly,
howls from shareholders, etc., etc., and | remain at my post only because | consider it my duty to prevent,
to the best of my ability, those in power from carrying out their plans, you can imagine that | am
somewhat irritated and that | replied rather sharply to Meyen. It is possible, therefore, that " The Free"
will withdraw for awhile. Therefore | earnestly beg that you yourself help us by contributing articles,
and also ask your friends to do the same.

Yours,

Marx
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| am now travelling in Holland. From both the French papers and the local ones | see that Germany has
ridden deeply into the mire and will sink into it even further. | assure you that even if one can feel no
national pride one does feel national shame, even in Holland. In comparison with the greatest Germans
even the least Dutchman is still a citizen. And the opinions of foreigners about the Prussian government!
There is afrightening agreement, no one is deceived any longer about the system and its simple nature.
So the new school has been of some use after al. The glorious robes of liberalism have fallen away and
the most repulsive despotism stands revealed for all the world to see.

This, too, isarevelation, albeit anegative one. It isatruth which at the very least teaches us to see the
hollowness of our patriotism, the perverted nature of our state and to hide our faces in shame. | can see
you smile and say: what good will that do? Revolutions are not made by shame. And my answer is that
shameisarevolutioninitself; it really isthe victory of the French Revolution over that German
patriotism which defeated it in 1813. Shameis akind of anger turned in onitself. And if awhole nation
were to feel ashamed it would be like alion recoiling in order to spring. | admit that even this shameis
not yet to be found in Germany; on the contrary, the wretches are still patriots. But if the ridiculous
system of our new knight [Frederick William 1V of Prussia came to the throne in 1840] does not disabuse
them of their patriotism, then what will? The comedy of despotism in which we are being forced to act is
as dangerous for him as tragedy was once for the Stuarts and the Bourbons. And even if the comedy will
not be seen initstrue light for along time, yet it will still be arevolution. The state istoo serious a
business to be subjected to such buffoonery. A Ship of Fools can perhaps be allowed to drift before the
wind for agood while; but it will still drift to its doom precisely because the fools refuse to believe it
possible. This doom is the approaching revolution.
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Dear Friend,

Assoonasitisat all possible | shall set my course straight for Leipzig. | have just had atalk with
Stucke, who seems to have been greatly impressed by most of the statesmen in Berlin. This Dr. Stuckeis
an extremely good-natured man.

Asfor our plan, asapreliminary | will tell you of my own conviction. When Paris was taken, some
people proposed Napoleon's son with aregency, others Bernadotte, while yet others suggested that Louis
Philippe should rule. But Talleyrand replied: "Louis XVIII or Napoleon. That isa principle, anything
elseisintrigue.”

In the same way | could call amost anything else, other than Strasbourg (or at any rate Switzerland), not
aprinciple, but an intrigue. Books of more than 20 printed sheets are not books for the people. The most
that one can venture on there are monthly issues.

Even if the publication of the Deutsche Jahrbticher were again permitted, at the very best we could
achieve a poor copy of the deceased publication, and nowadays that is no longer enough. On the other
hand, Deutsch-Franzosi sche Jahrbticher--that would be a principle, an event of consequence, an
undertaking over which one can be enthusiastic. It goes without saying that | am only expressing my own
unauthoritative opinion, and for the rest submit myself to the eternal powers of fate.

Finally--newspaper affairs compel meto close--let me tell you also about my personal plans. As soon as
we had concluded the contract, | would travel to Kreuznach, marry and spend a month or more there at
the home of my wife's mother, so that before starting work we should have at any rate afew articles
ready. The more so since | could, if necessary, spend afew weeksin Dresden, for all the preliminaries,
the announcement of the marriage, etc., take considerable time.

| can assure you, without the slightest romanticism, that | am head over heelsin love, and indeed in the
most serious way. | have been engaged for more than seven years, and for my sake my fiancee has fought
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the most violent battles, which almost undermined her health, partly against her pietistic aristocratic
relatives, for whom "the Lord in heaven" and the "lord in Berlin" are equally objects of religious cult,
and partly against my own family, in which some priests and other enemies of mine have ensconced
themselves. For years, therefore, my fiancee and | have been engaged in more unnecessary and
exhausting conflicts than many who are three times our age and continually talk of their "life experience"
(the favourite phrase of our Juste-Milieu).

Apropos, we have received an anonymous reply to Prutz's report against the new Tibingen Jahrbticher. |
recognised Schwegler by the handwriting. Y ou are described as an over-excited agitator, Feuerbach as a
frivolous mocker, and Bauer as a man of wholly uncritical mind! The Swabians! The Swabians! That
will be afine concoction!

On the subject of your very fine, truly popular written complaint, we have inserted a superficia article by
Pftzner--half of which, moreover, | have deleted--for lack of a better criticism and of time. P. P. does
not go sufficiently deep into the matter and the little capers he cuts tend to turn him into a laughing-stock
instead of making his enemy ridiculous.

Yours,
Marx

| have arranged for the books for Fleischer. Y our correspondence published at the beginning is
interesting. Bauer on Ammon is delightful. The "Sorrows and Joys of the Theological Mind" seemsto
me a not very successful rendering of the section of the Phenomenology: "The Unfortunate
Consciousness'. Feuerbach's aphorisms seem to me incorrect only in one respect, that he refers too much
to nature and too little to politics. That, however, isthe only aliance by which present-day philosophy
can become truth. But things will probably go as they did in the sixteenth century, when the nature
enthusiasts were accompanied by a corresponding number of state enthusiasts. | was most of all pleased
by the criticism of the good Literarische Zeitung.

Y ou have probably aready read Bauer's self-defence. In my opinion, he has never before written so well.

Asfar as the Rheinische Zeitung is concerned | would not remain under any conditions; it isimpossible
for me to write under Prussian censorship or to live in the Prussian atmosphere.

| have just been visited by the chief of the Jewish community here, who has asked me for a petition for
the Jews to the Provincial Assembly, and | am willing to do it. However much | dislike the Jewish faith,
Bauer's view seems to me too abstract. The thing isto make as many breaches as possible in the Christian
state and to smuggle in as much as we can of what isrational. At least, it must be attempted--and the
embitterment grows with every petition that is rejected with protestations.
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In this letter, Marx is replying to Ruge's previous letter, in which Ruge expressed aresigned certainty
that there can be no popular revolution -- German are too docile, "our nation has no future, so what is the
point in our appealing to it?" Classic revolutionary despair...

Y our letter, my friend, is afine elegy, a breath-taking funeral dirge; but it is utterly unpolitical. No
people despairs and if stupidity inducesit to live on hopes for many years, a sudden burst of cleverness
will eventually enable it to fulfill its dearest wishes.

However, you have stimulated me. Y our theme is by no means exhausted. | am tempted to add afinale
and when dl is at an end give me your hand and we can start all over again. Let the dead bury the dead
and mourn them. In contrast, it is enviable to be the first to enter upon a new life: this shall be our lot.

It istrue that the old world belongs to the philistines. But we must not treat them as bogeymen and shrink
from them in terror. On the contrary, we must take a closer look at them. It is rewarding to study these
lords of the world.

Of course, they are lords of the world only in the sense that they fill it with their presence, aswormsfill a
corpse. They require nothing more than a number of slaves to complete their society and slave-owners do
not need to be free. If their ownership of land and people entitles them to be called lords and master par
excellence this does not make them any less philistine than their servants.

Human beings -- that means men of intellect, free men -- that means republicans. The philistines wish to
be neither. What is left for them to be and to wish?

What they wish isto live and to procreate (and Goethe says that no one achieve more). And this they
have in common with animals. The only thing a German politician might wish to add is that man knows
thisiswhat he wants and that the Germans are determined to want nothing more.

Man's self-esteem, his sense of freedom, must be re-awakened in the breast of these people. This sense
vanished from the world with the Greeks, and with Christianity it took up residence in the blue mists of
heaven, but only with its aid can society ever again become a community of men that can fulfill their
highest needs, a democratic state.
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By contrast, men who do not feel themselves to be men accumulate for their masters like a breed of
slaves or a stud of horses. The hereditary masters are the aim and goal of the entire society. The world
belongs to them. They take possession of it asit isand feelsitself to be. They accept themselves as they
are and place their feet where they naturally belong -- viz., on the necks of these political animals who
have no other vocation that to be their "loyal, attentive subjects’.

The philistine world is the animal kingdom of politics and if we must needs acknowledge its existence we
have no choice but to accept the status quo. Centuries of barbarism have produced it and given it shape,
and now it stands before us as a compl ete system based on the principle of the dehumanized world. Our
Germany, the philistine world at its most perfect, must necessarily lag far behind the French Revolution
which restored man to his estate. A German Aristotle who wished to construct his Politics on the basis of
our society would begin by writing: "Man isasocia but wholly unpolitical animal”. And asfor the state,
he would not be able to better the definition provided by Herr Zopfl, the author of Constitutional Law in
Germany. According to him the state is an "association of families' which, we may continue, isthe
hereditary property of family higher than all others and called the dynasty. The more fertile the families,
the happier the people, the greater the state, the more powerful the dynasty, for which reason a premium
of 50 Taersis placed on the seventh-born son in the nominal despotism of Prussia

The Germans are such prudent realists that not one of their wishes and their wildest fancies ever extends
beyond the bare actualities of life. And this reality, no more no less, is accepted by those who rule over
them. They too are realists, they are utterly removed from all thought and human greatness, they are
ordinary officers and provincial Junkers, but they are not mistaken, they are right: just asthey are, they
are perfectly adequate to the task of exploiting and ruling over this animal kingdom -- for here as
everywhere rule and exploitation are identical concepts. When they make people pay them homage,
when they gaze out over the teeming throng of brainless creatures, what comes into their minds but the
thought that occurred to Napoleon on the Berezina. It is said that he pointed to the mass of drowning men
and declared to his entourage: Voyez ces crapauds! ["Look at those toads!"] The story is probably
invented, but it is true nevertheless. Despotism's only thought is disdain for mankind, dehumanized man;
and it isathought superior to many othersinthat it is also afact. In the eyes of the despot, men are
always debased. They drown before his eyes and on his behalf in the mire of common life from which,
like toads, they always rise up again. If even men capable of great vision, like Napoleon before he
succumbed to his dynastic madness, are overwhelmed by thisinsight, how should a quite ordinary king
be an idedlist in the midst of such areality?

The principle on which monarchy in general is based isthat of man as despised and despicable, of
dehumanized man; and when Montesquieu declared that its principle is honor, heis quite in error. He
attempts to make this plausible by distinguishing between monarchy, despotism, and tyranny. But these
names refer to a single concept denoting at best different modes of the same principle. Where the
monarchical principleisin the majority, human beings are in the minority; whereit isnot called in
guestion, human beings do not even exist. Now, when aman like the king of Prussia has no proof that he
IS problematic, why should he not simply follow the dictates of his own fancy? And when he does so,
what is the result? Contradictory intentions? Very well, so they all lead to nothing. Impotent policies?
They are still the only political reality. Scandals and embarrassments? There is only one scandal, and one
source of embarrassment: abdication. Aslong as caprice remainsin its place, it isin theright. It may be
asfickle, inane, and contemptible asit pleases; it is still adequate to the task of governing a people which
has never known any law but the arbitrary will of itskings. | do not claim that an inane system and the
loss of respect both at home and abroad can remain without consequence; | am certainly not prepared to
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underwrite the Ship of Fools. But | do maintain that as long as the topsy-turvy world is the real world, the
King of Prussiawill remain aman of histime.

Asyou know, heisaman | have been much interested in. Even when his only mouthpiece was the Berlin
Political Weekly, | could see his worth and his vocation clearly. As early as the act of homage in
Konigsberg, he confirmed my suspicion that all issues would now become purely personal. He
proclaimed that henceforth his own heart and feelings would constitute the basic law of the Prussian
domains, of his state; and in Prussiathe King really isthe system. Heis the only political person. His
personality determines the nature of the system. Whatever he does or is made to do, whatever he thinks
or is put into his mouth, constitutes the thought and action of the Prussian state. It is therefore a positive
good that the present King has admitted this so frankly.

The only mistake was to attribute any significance, as people did for awhile, to the wishes and ideas
actually produced by the King. [Frederick William IV of Prussia was influenced by the Romantic
movement. It was his intention to revive an imaginary concept of the Middle Ages, with estates of the
Realm as his answers to the calls, which he opposed, for a Constitution. -- editor Quintin Hoare] but
these could not affect the situation since the philistine is the material of the monarchy and the monarchis
no more than the King of the philistines. Aslong as both remain themselves he can turn neither himself
nor them into real, free human beings.

The King of Prussiatried to change the system with the help of atheory such as his father did not
possess. The fate of this attempt iswell known: it failed utterly, naturally enough. For once you have
arrived at the animal kingdom of politics there is no reaction that can go further back and no way of
progressing beyond it without abandoning its basis and effecting the transition to the human world of
democracy.

The old King had no extravagant aims, he was a philistine and made no claims to intelligence. He knew
that the servile state and his own possession of it stood in need of nothing more than a tranquil, prosaic
existence. The young King was more lively and quick-witted; he had a much more grandiose idea of the
omnipotent monarch limited only by his own heart and understanding. He felt only repugnance for the
old, ossified state of slaves and servants. He desired to infuse new lifeinto it and imbue it with his own
wishes, thoughts and feelings; and this, if anything, he could demand in his own state. Hence his liberal
speeches and effusions. Not the dead |etter of the law, but the living heart of the King would govern all
his subjects. He wished to set all hearts and minds in motion to fulfill hisheart's desires and his
long-mediated plans. And people were set in motion, but their hearts did not beat at one with his and the
governed could not open their mouths without demanding the abolition of the old form of authority. The
idealists, who are impertinent enough to want human beings to be human, spoke up and while the King
gave vent to his Old German fantasies, they imagined that they could begin to philosophize in New
German. This had never happened before in Prussia. For amoment it looked asif the old order had been
turned upside down; things began to be transformed into people and some of these people even had
names, athough the naming of names is not permitted in the provincial Diets. But the servants of the old
despotism soon put a stop to these un-German activities. It was not difficult to bring about a pal pable
conflict between the wishes of the King who dreamed of a great past epoch full of priests, knights, and
bondsmen, and the intentions of the idealists who simply aspired to realize the aims of the French
Revolution -- i.e., who in the last analysis wanted a republic and an order of free men instead of an order
of dead things. When this conflict had become sufficiently acute and uncomfortable, and the irascible
King wasin a state of great excitement, his servants, who had formerly managed affairs with such ease,
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now came to him and announced that the King would be unwise to encourage his subjectsin their idle
talk, they would not be able to control arace of people who talked. Moreover, the lord of all posterior
Russians [Hinterrussen] was disturbed by all the activity going on in the heads of the anterior Russians
[Vorderrussen -- Marx is sneeringly calling the Prussians anterior Russians, extensions of the Russian
Emperor, Nicholas |; that czar's extreme antipathy to anything remotely revolutionary was well known]
and demanded the restoration of the old peaceful state of affairs. Thisled to a new edition of the old
proscription of all the wishes and ideas men have cherished concerning human rights and duties, that is,
it meant areturn to the old ossified, servile state in which the slave servesin silence and the owner of
land and people rules as silently as possible over well-trained, docile servants. Neither can say what he
wishes -- the one that he wishes to be human, the other that he has no use for human beings on his
territory. Silence is therefore the only means of communication. Muta pecora, prona et ventri
oboedientia. ["The herd is silent, docile and obeys its stomach."]

This then is the abortive attempt to transform the philistine state on the basis of itself; its only result was
that it revealed for all the world to see that, for a despotism, brutality is necessary and humanity
impossible. A brutal state of affairs can only be maintained by means of brutality. And this brings me to
the end of our common task of analyzing the philistine and the philistine state. Y ou will hardly suggest
that my opinion of the present istoo exalted and if | do not despair about it, thisis only because its
desperate position fills me with hope. | will say nothing of the incapacity of the masters and the
indolence of their servants and subjects who allow everything to proceed as God would have it; and yet
taken together both would certainly suffice to bring about a catastrophe. | would only point out that the
enemies of philistinism, i.e., all thinking and suffering people, have arrived at an understanding for which
formerly they lacked the means and that even the passive system of procreation characteristic of the old
subjects now daily wins new recruits to serve the new race of men. However, the system of industry and
commerce, of property and exploitation of man, will lead much faster than the increase in the population
to arupture within existing society which the old system cannot heal because, far from healing and
creating, it knows only how to exist and enjoy. The existence of a suffering mankind which thinks and of
athinking mankind which is suppressed must inevitably become unpalatable and indigestible for the
animal kingdom of the philistines wallowing in their passive and thoughtless existence.

For our part, it is our task to drag the old world into the full light of day and to give positive shape to the
new one. The more time history allows thinking mankind to reflect and suffering mankind to collect its
strength the more perfect will be the fruit which the present now bears within its womb.
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Thisisthe third in the series of letters Marx [age 25] wrote to his friend, Arnold Ruge, during 1843 -- it
isalso the last in the eight letter exchange. Marx and Ruge would include the entire seriesin the first and
only edition of their joint venture, the Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbucher, February 1844.

Marx is replying to Ruge's previous letter, in which Ruge proclaimed himself an atheist and a vigorous
supporter of the "new philosophers”.

| am very pleased to find you so resolute and to see your thoughts turning away from the past and
towards a new enterprise. In Paris, then, the ancient bastion of philosophy -- absit omen! [may this be no
ill omen!] -- and the modern capital of the modern world. Whatever is necessary adapts itself. Although |
do not underestimate the obstacles, therefore, | have no doubt that they can be overcome.

Our enterprise may or may not come about, but in any event | shall be in Paris by the end of the month as
the very air here turns one into a serf and | can see no opening for free activity in Germany.

In Germany everything is suppressed by force, a veritable anarchy of the spirit, areign of stupidity itself
has come upon us and Zurich obeys orders from Berlin. It is becoming clearer every day that
independent, thinking people must seek out a new centre. | am convinced that our plan would satisfy a
real need and real needs must be satisfied in redlity. | shall have no doubts once we begin in earnest.

In fact, the internal obstacles seem almost greater than external difficulties. For even though the question
"where from?" presents no problems, the question "where to?' is arich source of confusion. Not only has
universal anarchy broken out among the reformers, but also every individual must admit to himself that
he has no precise idea about what ought to happen. However, this very defect turns to the advantage of
the new movement, for it means that we do not anticipate the world with our dogmas but instead attempt
to discover the new world through the critique of the old. Hitherto philosophers have left the keys to all
riddlesin their desks, and the stupid, uninitiated world had only to wait around for the roasted pigeons of
absolute science to fly into its open mouth. Philosophy has now become secularized and the most striking
proof of this can be seen in the way that philosophical 