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Preface

Volume 10 of the Collected Works of Marx and Engels covers the
period from the autumn of 1849 to the summer of 1851.

The bourgeois-democratic revolutions which swept across the
European continent in 1848-49 had ended in defeat. The last centres
of insurrection in Germany, Hungary and Italy had been suppressed
in the summer of 1849. In France, the victory of the counter-
revolution was already clearing the way for the coup d’état of Louis
Bonaparte on December 2, 1851. Everywhere workers’ and demo-
cratic organisations were being destroyed and revolutionaries
severely persecuted. Yet the events of the preceding years had left
their mark. They had struck at the remnants of feudalism in the
European countries, given an impulse to the further growth of
capitalism and aggravated its contradictions.

Marx and Engels had already embarked upon their scientific
analysis of the European revolutions of the mid-nineteenth century,
in which the revolutionary energies of the whole of society had
become concentrated in the proletariat—the most active and
determined force of the revolution. And now they set out to deepen
this analysis by defining the general and specific features of the
1848-49 revolutions and drawing the practical lessons for the
consolidation of the proletariat as a class. During the immediately
ensuing years they concentrated most of their attention on the
theoretical summing up and generalisation of the experience of the
revolutionary battles, determining the objective laws of class struggle
and of revolution, and working out the strategy and tactics of the
proletariat in the new conditions. As Lenin was later to point out,
“Here as everywhere else, his [Marx’s] theory is a summing up of
experience, illuminated by a profound philosophical conception of the
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world and a rich knowledge of history” (V.I. Lenin, Collected Works,
Vol. 25, p. 412).

In this period Marx and Engels were not, however, solely
concerned with theoretical work but with practical tasks of rallying
the working-class organisations. They did not at first expect the
break in revolutionary battles to last long. And they considered it
essential to gather together the dispersed proletarian forces as
quickly as possible, and to prepare them for new struggles. By the
summer of 1850, however, they had realised that hopes of an early
renewal of the revolution were groundless—but they continued to
work for the unity of the most conscious elements of the working
class and of its supporters, seeing this as a long-term task.

Marx moved to London at the end of August 1849—and there
Engels joined him in November. Straight away, they did their utmost
to revive and reorganise the Communist League. They tried to
stimulate the work of the London German Workers’ Educational
Society, whose nucleus consisted of the Communist League’s local
communities, and joined the Society’s Committee of Support for
German Refugees, seeking to rally the proletarian revolutionary
émigrés around the League. At the same time, they established close
contacts with revolutionary leaders—with the Blanquist French
émigrés in London and the Left-wing Chartists— joining with them
in forming the Universal Society of Revolutionary Communists in
the spring of 1850 (see this volume, pp. 614-15). Especially
important were their contacts with the revolutionary wing of the
Chartist movement under G. Julian Harney and Ernest Jones, and
their use of the Chartist journal The Democratic Review to propagate
scientific communism and explain events on the Continent to British
workers.

The “Letters from Germany” and “‘Letters from France” — pub-
lished in The Democratic Review, and which associates of the Institute
of Marxism-Leninism of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union have recently shown to have been written
by Engels—are initial sketches, as it were, for Marx’s major political
and historical works summing up the results of the 1848-49
revolutions (The Class Struggles in Franceand The Eighteenth Brumaire
of Louis Bonaparte), and likewise for Engels’ “Revolution and
Counter-Revolution in Germany”. Engels’ articles contain the initial
formulations of certain important ideas elaborated in these
works—the tendency of the bourgeoisie to turn to counter-
revolution, the leading revolutionary role of the proletariat, the
worker-peasant alliance, and the permanent revolution. In the
“Letters from France”, for example, Engels expressed the hope that
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in the next round of revolutions the working class would have the
support of the broad mass of peasants. The peasants, he wrote, were
“beginning to see that no government, except one acting in the
interest of the working men of the towns, will free them from the
misery and starvation into which ... they are falling deeper and
deeper every day” (see this volume, p. 21).

Marx and Engels were convinced that to build and strengthen a
proletarian party it was essential to have a publication which would
continue the traditions of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung. And in March
1850 they launched the journal Neue Rheinische Zeitung. Politisch-
dkonomische Revue—the theoretical journal of the Communist
League, with Marx as editor. Its inaugural announcement defined
the purpose of the journal: “A time of apparent calm such as the
present must be employed precisely for the purpose of elucidating
the period of revolution just experienced, the character of the
conflicting parties, and the social conditions which determine
the existence and the struggle of these parties” (see this volume,
p- 5).

In its six modest-sized issues, the Revue published Marx’s The Class
Struggles in France, 1848 to 1850 and Engels’ The Campaign for the
German Imperial Constitution and The Peasant War in Germany, which
contain a wealth of important ideas. Marx and Engels also
contributed book reviews, international reviews, and other articles,
all of which appear in the present volume.

In The Class Struggles in France, 1848 to 1850 (the title given by
Engels to its 1895 edition) Marx for the first time applied to a whole
period of history the method of analysis and explanation of historical
materialism. And it was to contemporary history that he applied it.
In his Preface to the 1895 edition Engels described this as “a
development as critical, for the whole of Europe, as it was typical”.
Marx, he wrote, had set out “to demonstrate the inner causal
connection” and so “to trace the political events back to effects of
what were, in the final analysis, economic causes”. (This Preface will
appear in its chronological place in Volume 28 of the Collected
Works.)

It was by analysing and drawing conclusions from the practical
experience of revolutionary struggle that Marx was able to
demonstrate the objective necessity of social revolutions, and to
enrich the whole theory of revolution by the idea that revolutions
are the “locomotives of history”, accelerating historical progress
and stimulating the constructive energy of the masses. He showed
how in revolutionary periods history is speeded up—as was the
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case in France when the different classes of society “had to count
their epochs of development in weeks where they had previously
counted them in half centuries” (see this volume, p. 97). Examining
the course of events in France, where the class struggle had been
especially acute, Marx found that the bourgeoisie as a class was
losing its revolutionary qualities and that the working class had
become the principal driving force of revolution and thereby
also of historical progress. In the June uprising in 1848 the prole-
tariat of Paris had acted as an independent force and displayed
immense energy and heroism. This, he pointed out in The Class
Struggles in France, was the first great battle between the two classes
whose division split modern society in two, serving notice that,
despite the defeat of the proletariat, former bourgeois demands had
given place to “the bold slogan of revolutionary struggle: Overthrow
of the bourgeoisie! Dictatorship of the working class!” (see this volume,
p- 69).

This is the first time Marx used the phrase “dictatorship of the
working class” (Diktatur der Arbeiterklasse) in print. And its appear-
ance meant more than simply the use of a single phrase to express
the idea of the proletariat winning political power, which Marx and
Engels had already formulated in works written before the 1848
revolution. It marked a step forward in the whole conception of
proletarian revolution, the “proletarian” or “working-class” dic-
tatorship being envisaged as a genuinely democratic political
organisation of society in which political power would represent and
express the interests of the vast majority, the working people, as
opposed to the dictatorship of the exploiting classes. Revolutionary
socialism, Marx maintained, meant establishing the dictatorship of
the working class as the effective power to bring about the socialist
reconstruction of society.

“This Socialism,” he wrote (see this volume, p. 127), “is the
declaration of the permanence of the revolution, the class dictatorship of the
proletariat as the necessary transit point to the abolition of class
distinctions generally, to the abolition of all the relations of production
on which they rest, to the abolition of all the social relations that
correspond to these relations of production, to the revolutionising of
all the ideas that result from these social relations.”

The Class Struggles in France contains Marx’s classical definition of
the tasks of the working-class dictatorship in the decisive field—the
economic reconstruction of society, that is to say: “The appropria-
tion of the means of production, their subjection to the associated
working class and, therefore, the abolition of wage labour, of capital
and of their mutual relations”. (see this volume, p. 78). This
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definition separates off scientific communism from the vague
demands for “community of property” characteristic of all varieties
of utopian socialism and utopian communism.

In The Class Struggles in France Marx also went deeper in his
criticism of non-proletarian socialist currents, showing their theoreti-
cal weaknesses and their untenability in practice. In particular, he
exposed the fallacy in Louis Blanc’s idea of class collaboration and
state assistance to workers’ associations as the means to achieving
socialism. In his petty-bourgeois version of socialism,which Marx so
exhaustively examined, Blanc had also assured the workers that the
rulers of the bourgeois Second Republic were willing to resolve social
problems by adopting his plan for the “organisation of labour”.
Blanc’s unreal ideas and conciliatory tactics came to nothing, and
Marx saw in their collapse the positive gain that the proletariat was
liberated from such harmful illusions.

Other works written by Marx and Engels during this period
likewise referred to how bitterly the workers were let down by the
various systems of utopian socialism and the empty verbosity of
petty-bourgeois democratic leaders. In the *“Letters trom France”,
for example, Engels described the gradual liberation of the working
class from the influence of petty-bourgeois ideas: “The people ...
will soon find socialist and revolutionary formulas which shall
express their wants and interests far more clearly than anything
invented for them, by authors of systems and by declaiming leaders”
(see this volume, p. 35).

Finally, in The Class Struggles in France, Marx put forward,
expounded and justified one of the key principles of the strategy and
tactics of workers’ revolutionary struggle—that the peasantry and
urban petty-bourgeois strata were allies of the proletariat against the
bourgeois system. Nothing but the victory of the proletariat, he
showed, could deliver the non-proletarian sections of the working
people from the economic oppression and degradation brought
upon them by capitalism. He demonstrated the necessity for close
alliance between the proletariat, the peasantry and the urban
petty-bourgeoisie, and at the same time the necessity for the leading
political role of the proletariat as the most revolutionary class. And
he exposed the limited ideas and impotent politics of the petty-
bourgeois democratic leaders, using the failure of the petty-
bourgeois Montagne party on June 13, 1849, to prove how incapable
was such a party to conduct any revolutionary struggle on its
own.

The Class Struggles in France is, indeed, a major work in which,
following the experience of the revolutions of 1848-49, Marx

2-1124
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achieved a new stage in developing the theory of scientific
communism. A popular summary of the main conclusions was
provided in Engels’ article “Two Years of a Revolution” (see this
volume, pp. 353-69). Published in The Democratic Review, this article
by Engels is a model of revolutionary propaganda in the British
workers’ press.

The key problems of the theory of revolution and working-class
strategy and tactics posed in The Class Struggles in France were also
examined in the ‘“Address of the Central Authority to the
League” (March 1850). written jointly bv Marx and Engels. This
document summed up the experience of the revolution in Germany,
and marked an important step forward in the elaboration of the
programme and tactics of the revolutionary proletariat.

The Address contains a comprehensive and classical definition of
the idea of permanent revolution which had been variously
formulated in preceding writings by Marx and Engels. Their
exhaustive analysis of the 1848-49 revolution showed that the
revolutionary reconstruction of society was by nature a long and
complex process which would pass through several stages. The
objective laws of this process, they found, made feasible an
uninterrupted development from the bourgeois-democratic through
to the proletarian stage of the revolution. And they concluded that it
was in the interests of the working class and its allies that no long
period of calm should intervene. The proletarian party should
therefore work for the continuous (“permanent”) development of
the revolution -until the working class established its political
power—and such a strategy was the most favourable one for the
mass of the people and for social-historical progress. “It is our
interest and our task,” the Address declared, “to make the
revolution permanent, until all more or less possessing classes have
been forced out of their position of dominance, [and] the proletariat
has conquered state power...” (see this volume, p. 281).

The Address indicates some of the practical measures for effecting
the transition from the bourgeois-democratic to the proletarian
revolution. The workers had, it says, to create their own centres of
working-class power, alongside the official government, in the form
of local self-governing bodies, workers’ clubs and committees, by
means of which the apparatus of government in the bourgeois-
democratic revolution could be brought under effective control by
the proletarian masses. And to carry the revolution further, Marx
and Engels concluded, the workers had to arm themselves and
set up an armed proletarian guard.
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Later, in the new context of imperialism, Lenin was to draw on the
conclusions about permanent revolution, formulated by Marx and
Engels in the Address, in his teachings on the passage from
bourgeois-democratic to socialist revolution, which carried further
the Marxist conception of the strategy and tactics of the proletariat
and of the revolutionary Marxist party.

In March. 1850, when they wrote the “Address of the Central
Authority to the League”, Marx and Engels were still expecting an
early new revolutionary outburst, with the petty-bourgeois
democrats coming to power in Germany. This made them con-
sider it doubly urgent to liberate the working class from the
political and ideological influence of the petty-bourgeois
democrats. The most effective means of doing so was to form an
independent workers’ party, with both clandestine and legal
organisations, and with the underground communities of the
Communist League serving as the nucleus of the non-clandestine
workers’ associations. While urging that the workers’ party must
dissociate itself both ideologically and in its organisation from the
petty-bourgeois democrats, Marx and Engels did not deny the
importance of agreements for joint struggle against the coun-
ter-revolution. But they insisted that in all circumstances the
working class must conduct and consolidate its own independent
policy.

A second “Address of the Central Authority to the League”, in
June 1850, lays especial emphasis on creating a strong proletarian
party in Germany, and in other European countries, adapted to
clandestine activity and yet using all legal opportunities for
propaganda and for organising the masses.

Two works by Engels, dealing mainly with events in Germany but
summarising, directly or indirectly, the experience of the 1848-49
revolutions, were published in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung. Politisch-
okonomische Revue. The series of essays entitled The Campaign for the
German Imperial Constitution were written by Engels in the wake of
the Baden-Palatinate insurrection of the spring and summer
of 1849, in which he had taken part. On Marx’s advice, he wrote
these essays as a pamphlet condemning the leaders of the German
petty-bourgeois democrats for their chronic indecision and word-
mongering. First-hand reports by a participant were blended with a
historical study of the last phase of the revolution in Germany.
Engels examined the nature of the revolutionary movement itself,
the attitudes of the classes and parties involved in it, and the causes
of its failure. And he drew his conclusions on the tactics of a
revolutionary party in armed uprising or civil war.

9%
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Another of Engels’ historical works, and one which has long
occupied a prominent place in the legacy of Marxist historiography,
was written for the Revue— The Peasant War in Germany. Though this
dealt with events of a long past epoch, Engels wrote it with the
contemporary scene in mind. For the defeat of the 1848-49
revolutions was bringing its inevitable aftermath of fatigue and
disenchantment, and Engels sought to renew contemporary rev-
olutionary convictions by reviving past revolutionary traditions of
the people and by drawing attention, in particular, to the dormant
revolutionary energy of the peasants, since their alliance with the
working class would be decisive for any future success of the
revolution. He sought to inspire his contemporary readers by his
vivid portraits of sixteenth-century revolutionary leaders—Thomas
Miinzer, the plebeian revolutionary who was herald of the plebeian
Reformation, the brilliant peasant general Michael Geismaier, and
other indomitable fighters against feudal oppression.

The Peasant War in Germany, like Marx’s The Class Struggles in
France, is a model of how to apply the method of historical
materialism to the elucidation of historical events. Throwing new
light on a period of world history which was a crucial turning point in
the history of Germany, Engels’ study combines profound theoreti-
cal generalisations with precise political conclusions. He analyses the
central problems of German sixteenth-century history, the part
played by the anti-feudal peasant and plebeian movements, the spe-
cific features of the era when feudalism had already disintegrat-
ed, and the transition to capitalism had begun, and the consequences
in Germany of the failure of the Peasant War. In most cases, German
bourgeois historians had seen nothing but “violent theological
bickering” behind the events of 1525 (see this volume, p. 411). But
Engels was the first to make clear the profound social and economic
causes of both the Reformation and the Peasant War, and to make
clear that the political and ideological struggle of that time was,
essentially, a class struggle.

The Peasant War in Germany is, indeed, organically related to the
problems of the working-class and democratic movement in the
middle of the nineteenth century. As Engels wrote in a preface to the
second edition, in 1870, “the parallel between the German
revolution of 1525 and the 1848-49 revolution was much too striking
to be entirely renounced at the time”. (The Preface of 1870 will
appear in its chronological place in Volume 21 of the Collected
Works.)

Engels described the Reformation and the Peasant War as the
earliest of the bourgeois revolutions, and saw the main reason for the
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failure of the Peasant War in the vacillation and treachery of the
German burghers, whom he regarded as the historical predecessors
of the bourgeoisie. The main force in the Peasant War was the
peasants themselves along with the urban plebeians. But provincial
limitations and the fact that “neither burghers, peasants nor
plebeians could unite for concerted national action” were, Engels
held, among the reasons for its defeat (see this volume, p. 481). The
dispersed state of the revolutionary forces, and their parochial and
particularist tendencies, he stressed, had likewise had a distinctly
negative effect in the 1848-49 revolution.

The present volume contains a number of book reviews and
critical articles examining the ideological impact of the revolutionary
events of 1848-49, and attacking bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
interpretations of the revolution. The revolutionary upheavals had
meant a turning point in the evolution of the views of bourgeois
ideologists. In face of the militant independent activity of the
working class even previously progressive bourgeois historians and
political theorists had lost their capacity for scientific evaluation of
the process of history. This shift to the right is remarked upon, for
example, in the review of Guizot’s pamphlet Pourquoi la révolution
d’Angleterre a-t-elle réussi? Guizot had previously acknowledged the
necessity for revolutions and, in particular, the role of the class
struggle of the third estate against the feudal aristocracy in the
making of bourgeois society. But now he belittled the significance of
revolutionary action. He set up as a model the “Glorious Revolution”
of 1688 in England, and made out that the English seventeenth-cen-
tury revolution (1640-60) had been successful when it had followed
the ways of compromise and had, by virtue of its religious character,
secured England’s further constitutional development without
revolutionary explosions and upheavals. Criticising Guizot’s reading
of history, Marx and Engels produced a classical description of the
English seventeenth-century revolution, its peculiarities and signifi-
cance, and its difference from the French revolution of the
eighteenth century.

A similar shift to the right among ideologists of the ruling class is
illustrated by the case of Thomas Carlyle—the British Sage of
Cheyne Walk, Chelsea. In a review of Carlyle’s Latter-Day Pamphlets
Marx and Engels demolished his subjective idealist concept of
history, the “hero cult”, and his counterposing of the “hero” to the
masses. By exalting these “heroes”, said Marx and Engels, Carlyle
was only “justifying and exaggerating the infamies of the bour-
geoisie” (see this volume, p. 310).
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The glorification of personalities was typical of petty-bourgeois
democrats as well—of their historians and writers, and also of
police-sponsored champions who exaggerated the deeds of the
petty-bourgeois opposition movement and thereby inflated their
own individual merits as “saviours of society” from dangerous red
revolutionaries. Marx and Engels denounced this decking up in false
colours of members of the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois opposition
in a caustic review of two books by the French police agents Chenu
and de la Hodde. Having made it clear that the two authors were
nothing but agents provocateurs, Marx and Engels voiced strong
objections to the adventurist and conspiratorial tactics which opened
the way for provocateurs to penetrate the revolutionary movement.
- They described the exponents of such tactics as “alchemists of the
revolution” who sought only “to bring it artificially to crisis-point, to
launch a revolution on the spur of the moment, without the
conditions for a revolution” (see this volume, p. 318). This criticism
of conspiracy and sectarianism could not have been more timely,
since adventurism and adventurist illusions were widespread among
the members of the Communist League and the petty-bourgeois
emigrants.

In their review of Girardin’s Le socialisme et I'impot Marx and
Engels continued their criticism of “bourgeois socialism”, begun in
the Manifesto of the Communist Party, and also made a critical
examination of anarchist ideas. The latter were fairly widespread at
the time in France—notably in the works and utterances of
Proudhon—and in Germany too. This review of Girardin’s
pamphlet concurs with Engels’ unfinished manuscript “On the
Slogan of the Abolition of the State and the German ‘Friends of
Anarchy’”, which condemns the anarchist proposals for “abolishing
the state”, examines their origin in Germany, and presents a relevant
account of Stirner’s anarcho-individualist ideas.

The international reviews included in this volume are of much
interest, too. They contain a scientific analysis of the more important
current economic and political events in Europe and North America,
and several predictions which were confirmed by subsequent
development.

Unul the summer of 1850, Marx and Engels were convinced that
the economic crisis which began in 1847 would continue to get worse,
and would generate a new surge of revolution. This view was
reflected in The Class Struggles in France, the March “Address of the
Central Authority to the League”, and in their first and second
international reviews. Marx and Engels in fact overestimated the
maturity of capitalism—or underestimated its potential of recovery
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from economic crisis and of further development—and likewise
overestimated the revolutionary potential of the working class at that
time. It was this, in part, which had led to their over-optimistic
predictions of early revolution. “History,” wrote Engels in his
introduction to Marx’s Class Struggles in France in 1895 (to be
included in Volume 28 of the Collected Works), “has proved us, and
all who thought like us, wrong. It has made it clear that the state of
economic development of the Continent at that time was not, by a
long way, ripe for the elimination of capitalist production.” In the
summer of 1850, on resuming his economic researches and making a
thorough examination of the economic situation, Marx found that
the 1847 economic slump had run its course and that a new period of
boom had begun. His study of the processes at work in the economy
gave him a clearer and more accurate idea of the prospects of
revolution. In their third international review Marx and Engels
wrote: “With this general prosperity, in which the productive forces
of bourgeois society develop as luxuriantly as is at all possible within
bourgeois relationships, there can be no talk of a real revolution.... A
new revolution is possible only in consequence of a new crisis. It is, however,
just as certain as this crisis” (see this volume, p. 510).

In his subsequent economic research and analysis of social
development Marx found that the influence of economic processes
on society was not necessarily direct and that economic crisis would
not always, or indeed usually, immediately precipitate an outbreak of
revolution. Nonetheless, the thought that economic crises exercise a
revolutionising influence on society and that, by aggravating the
contradictions of capitalism, crises may stimulate the revolutionary
movement,is an abiding part of Marxist theory. Lenin drew special
attention to the theoretical importance of these propositions (see
V.1.Lenin, Precis of the Correspondence between Marx and Engels,
1844-1883, second Russ. ed., 1968, p. 30).

In their third international review, Marx and Engels described yet
another essential feature of the revolutionary process. Though
Britain was, as they put it, “the demiurge of the bourgeois cosmos”,
the revolution had occurred on the Continent and a new revolu-
tionary explosion should likewise be expected first of all in the
continental countries. “Violent outbreaks must naturally occur
rather in the extremities of the bourgeois body than in its heart, since
the possibility of adjustment is greater here than there” (see this
volume, p. 509). So probabilities favoured the beginning of the
revolutionary transformation of society not in the centre but on the
outskirts of the bourgeois world, in countries with a less developed
capitalist economy than in Britain.
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Apart from certain major theoretical works on history, and
current book reviews and international reviews, this volume contains
articles on current social problems, such as “The Ten Hours’
Question” by Engels, “The Constitution of the French Republic” by
Marx, and a few others, with their letters and statements to the press
exposing the slander and persecution of revolutionary leaders by
absolutist and bourgeois governments. “The Constitution of the
French Republic”, for example, which appeared in the Chartist Notes
to the People, shows up the limited nature and class essence of
bourgeois democracy and the flagrant difference between the
proclamations of democratic rights and liberties in bourgeois written
constitutions and the anti-democratic practices of bourgeois states,
along with constitutional reservations which effectively reduced
these rights and liberties to nothing.

Engels’ manuscript “Conditions and Prospects of a War of the
Holy Alliance against France in 1852” opened a new stage in his
elaboration of a Marxist military theory—to which he and Marx
attached great importance in the light of the lessons of the 1848-49
revolution. The manuscript examines the material basis of military
science, the dependence of the art of war and the military
establishment itself on the economy and the social system, the
influence of revolutions on the development of warfare, and also the
military potentials of the European states in the mid-nineteenth
century. Engels wrote, too, about the army of the future socialist
state, born in the flames of proletarian revolution—and his ideas
about it have proved prophetic. He predicted that it would be
unusually strong in combat, highly manoeuvrable, and possess a high
degree of striking power since its development would be backed by
the rapidly developing productive forces of the new society, its
flourishing technology and culture.

Marx’s and Engels’ entire elaboration of the theory of scientific
communism in the light of the experience of the 1848-49 revolution
precipitated sharp ideological clashes inside the Communist League
between them and their followers, on the one hand, and the
sectarian faction of Willich-Schapper, on the other. The controversy
focussed on the prospects of revolution and the related questions of
proletarian strategy and tactics. The Willich-Schapper faction was
for premature actions, including attempts to seize power, which
would have been especially dangerous in that period of revolution-
ary low tide. The minutes of the September 15, 1850, sitting of the
Central Authority of the Communist League (published in the
Appendices to this volume) mirror clearly enough the issues
involved. Speaking at the sitting, Marx insisted on the great harm
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which would result for the revolutionary movement from any
voluntarist adventurist “playing at revolution” which ignored the
real situation and state of the proletarian movement. The tactical
errors of the Willich-Schapper faction, he observed, stemmed from
the poor theoretical and philosophical equipment of its members. “A
German national standpoint,” he said, “was substituted for the
untversal outlook of the Manifesto, and the national feelings of the
German artisans were pandered to. The materialist standpoint of the
Manifesto has given way to idealism” (see this volume, p. 626).

Despite Marx’s proposals, which would have dissociated proletari-
an revolutionaries from the Willich-Schapper group and preserved
the unity of the proletarian organisation, the sectarians managed to
split the Communist League. They joined forces with other
adventurist elements inside the League, and with petty-bourgeois
émigrés, to attack Marx and Engels and their followers. In the end,
Marx, Engels and their friends decided to resign from the London
German Workers’ Educational Society and from the Social-
Democratic Refugee Committee, and to break off relations with the
Blanquist French émigrés, who had sided with Willich and Schapper.
The documents included in this volume and its Appendices portray
the struggle of Marx and Engels and the proletarian revolutionaries
who rallied to their side against adventurers and splitters in the
working-class movement of that time.

The section in the volume headed “From the Preparatory
Materials” contains rough manuscripts concerning, in the main,
Marx’s study of political economy.

The 1848-49 revolution and their reflections on it had impressed
on Marx and Engels the urgency of working out the economic basis
of the theory of scientific communism. And from 1850 onwards this
became the principal strand in the development of Marxist thought.
In 1850-53 Marx filled twenty-four notebooks with transcriptions of
passages from various, mainly economic, works. Only one of this
large collection of manuscripts illustrating Marx’s understanding of
economics at that time and his methods of research has been
included in this volume.

The section contains Marx’s manuscript entitled “Reflec-
tions”, which sets out some of his own ideas, evidently related to his
study of Tooke’s An Inquiry into the Currency Principle. Taking as
point of departure some of Tooke’s and Adam Smith’s principles on
the circulation of commodities and money between different groups
of producers and consumers in a bourgeois society (capitalists and
ordinary individual consumers), Marx goes on to examine a number
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of economic problems: the nature of money and its outwardly
levelling role which disguises the class character of production
relations in capitalist society; the futility of trying to transform
capitalist society by reforming the circulation of money; the real
causes of economic crises, which stem from the intrinsically
contradictory nature of the capitalist mode of production; the
superficial and false interpretation of these causes by bourgeois
economists, who reduce them to mere swindling in monetary and
commercial transactions, speculative fever, and the like. Many of the
ideas contained in this manuscript were later developed in Marx’s
published economic works.

The Appendices to this volume contain documents illustrating the
practical revolutionary activities of Marx and Engels in the period
covered. Apart from the already mentioned agreements on. the
establishment of the Universal Society of Revolutionary Commu-
nists, and materials related to the struggle in the Communist League
against the Willich-Schapper group, the Appendices also contain
appeals and reports by the Social-Democratic Committee of Support
for German Refugees, newspaper accounts of Engels’ speeches at
various meetings, and documents concerning the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung. Politisch-Gkonomische Revue. They also contain the Rules of
the Communist League drawn up by its new Central Authority in
Cologne (the Central Authority was transferred there after the
League split in the autumn of 1850), with Marx’s marginal notes,
other materials of the League, and some papers of a biographical
nature.

Some of the works published in this volume have never before
been translated into English. This applies to the second and third
international reviews, the article “Gottfried Kinkel”, the June
Address of the Central Authority to the Communist League, the
Statement against Arnold Ruge, a few of the book reviews and some
of the statements and letters to editors of various newspapers, all of
which were written jointly by Marx and Engels. Works translated
into English for the first time also include Marx’s article “Louis
Napoleon and Fould”, and Engels’ The Campaign for the German
Imperial Constitution, “On the Slogan of the Abolition of the State
and the German ‘Friends of Anarchy’”, “Conditions and Prospects
of a War of the Holy Alliance against France in 1852”, and
others.

The materials in the section “From the Preparatory Materials”
are also appearing in English for the first time. So are the materials
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in the Appendices (save for the minutes of the sitting of the Central
Authority of the Communist League of September 15, 1850, and the
1850 Rules of the Communist League). And in this volume the
documents “Permit to Leave Switzerland Issued to Frederick
Engels”, “From the Indictment of the Participants in the Uprising
in Elberfeld”, and some of the transcripts of Engels’ speeches, are
being published for the first time in any edition of the Works of
Marx and Engels.

Those works that have been previously published in English are
given either in new or in carefully revised translations. Particulars
about their earlier publications in English are given in the notes. Also
described in the notes are peculiarities in the arrangement of the text
of certain works, in particular the manuscripts.

Most of the works appearing in this volume have been translated
from the German. Translations from other lariguages are indicated
at the end of the texts, as are reproductions of texts written by the
authors in English.

The volume was compiled and the preface and notes written by
Tatyana Yeremeyeva (CC CPSU Institute of Marxism-Leninism).
The name index together with the indexes of quoted and mentioned
literature and of periodicals were prepared by Valentina Kholopova,
and the subject index by Marlen Arzumanov (CC CPSU Institute of
Marxism-Leninism).

The publishers express their gratitude to the editors of
Marx/Engels, Gesamtausgabe— MEGA, Bd. 10, erste Abteilung (Insti-
tute of Marxism-Leninism of the CC, Socialist Unity Party of
Germany), for the loan of materials used in preparing the volume.

The translations were made by Gregor Benton, Clemens Dutt,
Frida Knight, Rodney Livingstone, Hugh Rodwell, Peter and Betty
Ross, Barbara Ruhemann, Christopher Upward, and Joan and
Trevor Walmsley (Lawrence & Wishart), Richard Dixon and Salo
Ryazanskaya (Progress Publishers), and edited by Richard Abraham,
Clemens Dutt, Sheila Lynd, Margaret Mynatt, Barbara Ruhemann
and Alick West (Lawrence & Wishart), Richard Dixon, Salo
Ryazanskaya, Yelena Chistyakova, Natalia Karmanova and Victor
Schnittke (Progress Publishers), and Vladimir Mosolov, scientific
editor, for the Institute of Marxism-Leninism, Moscow.

The volume was prepared for the press by Anna Vladimirova and
Lyudgarda Zubrilova (Progress Publishers).
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Frederick Engels

THE GERMAN SOCIAL DEMOCRATS
AND THE TIMES'

TO THE EDITOR OF THE NORTHERN STAR?

Sir,— The Times of Friday last® contains a letter signed “Anti-
Socialist’, denouncing to the English public, and to the English
Home-Secretary,® some of the “hellish doctrines” developed in the
London German Newspaper, by a certain Mr. Charles Heinzen,
described as a “shining light of the German Social Democratic party’.
These “hellish doctrines” consist chiefly of a benevolent proposal for
killing, in the next continental revolution, “a couple of millions of
reactionaries”.

We may safely leave it with you to qualify the conduct of the
editors of The Times, in allowing their columns to be made the
receptacle of direct police information and denunciation in political
matters. We are however rather astonished to see in the “leading
journal of Europe” Herr Heinzen described as “a shining light of the
German Social Democratic party”. “The leading journal of Europe”
certainly might have known that Herr Heinzen, so far from serving
as a shining light to the party in question, has, on the contrary, ever
since 1842, strenuously, though unsuccessfully, opposed everything
like Socialism and Communism. “The German Social Democratic
party”, therefore, never took, nor is it likely ever to take, the
responsibility of anything said or written by Mr. Charles Heinzen.

As to the danger likely to result from the “hellish doctrines”
aforesaid, The Times might have known that Mr. Heinzen, far from
trying to put these doctrines into practice during the last eighteen
months of revolutionary convulsions in Germany, hardly ever

2 George Julian Harney.— Ed.
b See The Times No. 20341, November 23. 1849.— Ed.
¢ George Grev.— Ed.
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during that time put his foot upon German soil, and played no part
whatever in any of those revolutions.

The idea, Sir, of a man who never did any damage even to the
most diminutive of German princes, being able to do harm to the
gigantic British empire, would be, in our eyes, an insult to the
English nation. We therefore beg leave to move that the whole
matter be wound up by The Times giving a vote of thanks to Mr.
Charles Heinzen, for the courage malheureux® with which he
combated Socialism and Communism. I am, Mr. Editor,

Yours very obediently,

A German Social Democrat
London, Nov. 28th, 1849

First published in The Northern Star Reprinted from the newspaper
No. 632, December 1, 1849

? Wretched courage.— Ed.



Karl Marx and Frederick Engels

[ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE NEUE RHEINISCHE ZEITUNG.
POLITISCH-OKONOMISCHE REVUE]?

THE NEUE RHEINISCHE ZEITUNG.

Politisch-okonomische Revue
edited by
Karl Marx
will appear in January 1850.

The periodical bears the title of the newspaper of which it is to be
considered the continuation. One of its tasks will consist in returning
in retrospect to the period which has elapsed since the suppres-
sion of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung.3

The greatest interest of a newspaper, its daily intervention in the
movement and speaking directly from the heart of the movement, its
reflecting day-to-day history in all its amplitude, the continuous and
impassioned interaction between the people and its daily press, this
interest is inevitably lacking in a review. On the other hand, a review
provides the advantage of comprehending events in a broader
perspective and having to dwell only upon the more important
matters. It permits a comprehensive and scientific investigation of
the economic conditions which form the foundation of the whole
political movement.

A time of apparent calm such as the present must be employed
precisely for the purpose of elucidating the period of revolution just
experienced, the character of the conflicting parties, and the social
conditions which determine the existence and the struggle of these
parties.

The review will be published in monthly issues of at least five
printers’ sheets at a subscription price of 24 silver groschen per
quarter, payable upon delivery of the first issue. Single issues 10 sgr.
Messrs. Schuberth and Co., in Hamburg, will attend to retail
distribution through bookshops.
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Friends of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung are requested to circulate
subscription lists in their respective areas and to send them without
delay to the undersigned. Literary contributions and likewise news
items for discussion in the review will be accepted only post-paid.

London, Dec. 15, 1849

K. Schramm

Manager of the Neue
Rheinische Zeitung

4 Anderson Street, King’s
Road, Chelsea

Published in the Westdeutsche Printed according to the newspaper

Zeitung No. 6, January 8, 1850 Published in English for the first
time



THE DEMOCRATIC REVIEW

JANUARY, 1850.

Frederick Engels

LETTERS FROM GERMANY*

[The Democratic Review, January 1850]
Cologne, Dec. 18th; 1849

“Order reigns in Germany.” Such is the present great motto of
our rulers, be they princes, aristocrats, bourgeois, or any other
fraction of that recently formed party which you might call in
English the party of Ordermongers.” “Order reigns in Germany”’; and
yet never was there, not even under the “Holy Roman Empire”® of
yore, such a confusion in Germany as there is at present under the
reign of “Order”.

Under the old system, before the revolution of 1848, we knew at
least who governed us. The old Federal Diet of Frankfort” made
itself felt by laws against the liberty of the press, by exceptional courts
of law, by checks imposed even upon the mock constitutions with
which certain German populations were allowed to delude them-
selves. But now! We hardly know, ourselves, how many Central
Governments we have got in this country. There is, firstly, the Vicar
of the Empire, instituted by the dispersed National Assembly,® and
who, although without any power, sticks to his post with the greatest
obstinacy.? There is secondly the “Interim”,° a sort of thing—nobody
knows exactly what—but something like a revival of the old Diet,
got up under the old prevalent influence of Prussia, and which
“Interim” is poking at the old Vicar (who more or less represents the
Austrian interest), to resign his place into their hands.! In the
meantime neither has the slightest power. Thirdly, there is the
“Regency of the Empire”,"! elected in Stuttgart by the National
Assembly during the latter days of its existence, and the remains of
that Assembly, the “Decided Left” and the “Extreme Left”, which
two Lefts, along with the “Regency”, represent the “moderate and

a Archduke John of Austria.— Ed.
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philosophical” Democrats and Shopocrats of Germany. This “Impe-
rial” government holds its sittings in a public house in Berne in
Switzerland,* and has about as much power as the two preceding.
Fourthly, there is what is called the Three-Kings’-League,' or the
“Confined (or Refined, I don’t know which) Federal State”, got up
for the purpose of making the King of Prussia® Emperor over all the
lesser states of Germany. It is called the “Three-Kings-League”,
because all kings, with the exception of the King of Prussia, are
opposed to it! and it calls itself the “Confined Federal State”,
because, although travailing in birth ever since the 28th of May last,'?
there is no hope of its ever producing anything likely to live!! There
are, fifthly, the Four Kings, of Hanover, Saxony, Bavaria, and
Wurtemberg,” who are determined to do as they like themselves, and
not to submit to any of the above “Central Impotencies”; and lastly,
there is Austria, trying every means to keep up her supremacy in
Germany, and supporting, therefore, the Four Kings in their efforts
for independence from Prussian ascendancy. The real governments.
in the meantime, those who hold the power, are Austria and Prussia.
They rule Germany by military despotism, and make and unmake
laws at their liking. Between their dominions and dependencies lie,
as quast neutral ground, the four kingdoms, and it will be upon this
ground, and particularly in Saxony, that the pretensions of the two
great powers will meet each other. There is, however, no chance of a
serious conflict between them. Austria and Prussia, both, know too
well that their forces must remain united if they want to keep down
the revolutionary spirit spread all over Germany, Hungary, and
those parts of Poland belonging to the powers in question. In case of
need, besides, “our beloved brother-in-law” ¢ the orthodox Czar of
all the Russias, would step in and forbid his lords-lieutenant of
Austria and Prussia to quarrel any more amongst themselves.
This never equalled confusion of governments, of pretensions, of
claims, of German Federal Law, has, however, one enormous
advantage. The German Republicans were, up to this time, divided
into Federalists and Unitarians; the first having their principal force
in the south. The confusion ensuing upon every attempt to
re-organise Germany into a Federative State, must make it evident
that any such plan will prove abortive, impracticable, and foolish,
and that Germany is too advanced in civilisation to be governable

a See this volume, p. 249.— Ed.

b Frederick William IV.— Ed.

¢ Ernest Augustus, Frederick Augustus II, Maximilian I1, William 1.— Ed.

d The reference is to Nicholas I, married to Frederick William IV’s sister.— Ed.
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under any form but the German Republic, One and Indivisible,
Democratic and Social.

I should have liked to have said a few words on the acquittal of
Waldeck and Jacoby," but want of room prevents me doing so.
Suffice it to say, that for at least some months to come it will be quite
impossible for the government in Prussia to obtain in political trials a
verdict of guilty, excepting, perhaps, in some remote corners where
the jury-class are as fanaticised as the Orangemen of Ulster."
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CURIOUS REVELATIONS CONCERNING
THE DESPOTS OF GERMANY.—
INTENDED WAR AGAINST FRANCE.—
THE COMING REVOLUTION

[The Democratic Review, February 1850}
Cologne, Jan. 20th, 1850

The day after I sent you my last, news reached here of the
“settlement of the question” who was to rule over all Germany. The
“Interim”, consisting of two Austrian and two Prussian delegates,
have at last prevailed upon old Archduke John to retire from
business. They have consequently taken the reins of a power which,
however, will not be of long duration. It expires in the month of May
next, and there is good reason to expect that even before that term
certain “untoward events” will sweep away these four provisional
rulers of Germany. The names of these four satellites of military
despotism are very significant. Austria has sent M. Kiibeck, minister
of finance under Metternich, and General Schénhals, the right hand of
the butcher Radetzki. Prussia is represented by General Radowitz,
member of the Jesuit order, favourite of the king, and principal
inventor of all those plots by which Prussia has succeeded, for the
moment, in putting down the German revolution; and by
M. Béotticher, governor, before the revolution, of the province of
Eastern Prussia, where he is fondly (?) remembered as a “putter
down” of public meetings and organiser of the spy system. What the
doings of such a lot of rogues will be you will not need to be told. I
will name one instance only. The Wurtemberg government, forced
by the revolution, had contracted with the Prince of Thurn and
Taxis—who, you know, has the monopoly of forwarding letters by
post and conveying of passengers in a large part of Germany, to the
exclusion of the governments—the Wurtemberg government, I say,
had contracted with this robber on a national scale to part, for a
handsome sum, with his monopoly in favour of the said government.
Times having got better for those who live upon national plunder,
Prince Thurn and Taxis values his monopoly higher than the sum
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contracted for, and won’t part with it. The Wurtemberg govern-
ment, freed from the pressure from without, find this change of
opinion quite reasonable; and both parties apply—the prince
publicly, the government aforesaid secretly—to the “Interim”,
which, taking for pretext an article of the old act of 1815, declares
the contract void and unlawful. This is all right. It is far better that
M. Thurn and Taxis keeps his privilege a few months longer; the
people, when they finish with the whole lot of privileges, will take it
not only from him without giving him anything, but will, on the
contrary, make him give up even the money he has robbed them of
up to this time.

The military despotism in Austria is getting more intolerable every
day. The press almost reduced to annihilation, all public liberties
destroyed, the whole country swarming with spies—imprisonments,
courts-martial, floggings in every part of the country—this is the
practical meaning of those provincial constitutions which the
government publish from time to time, and which they do not care a
straw about breaking in the very moment of publication. There is,
however, an end to everything, even to states of siege and the rule of
the sword. Armies cost money, and money is a thing which even the
mightiest emperor cannot create at his will. The Austrian govern-
ment have, up to this time, managed to keep their finances afloat by
tremendous issues of paper money. But there is an end to this, too;
and, in spite of that Prussian lieutenant who once would challenge
me to a duel, because I told him a king or emperor could not make as
many paper dollars® as he liked—in spite of that profeund political
economist, the Emperor of Austria® sees his paper money, though
inconvertible, at the discount of from twenty to thirty per cent
against silver, and almost fifty per cent against gold. The foreign
loan he intended has dropped to the ground through the exertions
of Mr. Cobden. Foreign capitalists have subscribed to the amount of
£500,000 only, and he wants fifteen times that sum; while his
exhausted country cannot afford to lend him anything. The deficit,
fifteen millions and a half at the end of September last, will, by this
time, have reached from twenty to twenty-four millions—the greater
part of the Hungarian war expenses being payable in the last quarter
of 1849. Thus there is only one alternative for Austria: either
bankruptcy, or a foreign war to make the army pay itself, and to
reconquer commercial credit by battles gained, provinces conquered,
and war contributions imposed. Thus Mr. Cobden, in opposing the

a Here and below the reference is to German talers.— Ed.
b Francis Joseph 1.— Ed.
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Austrian and Russian loans?® on the plea of the preservation of peace,
has more than any one else contributed—for Russia is in the same
awkward state as Austria—to hasten that coalesced campaign against
the French Republic which cannot, under any circumstances, be long
delayed.

In Prussia, we assist at another act of “royal conscientiousness”.
You know that Frederick William IV, the man who never broke his
word, in November, 1848, dispersed by force the national represen-
tation, and forced upon his people a constitution'® after his own
heart; that he agreed that this beautiful piece of workmanship was to
be revised by the first parliament to be assembled; that in this
parliament the Second Chamber (House of Commons) was, even
before they got to the revising business, dissolved, another electoral
reform forced upon the people, by which universal suffrage was very
nicely done away with, and a majority of landed nobility, of
government officials, and of bourgeois, was secured. This Chamber,
to vote for the election of which every democrat refused, so that it
has been elected by one-fifth or one-sixth of the whole number of
voters—this Chamber, in conjunction with the old First Chamber,
set about revising the Constitution, and made it, of course, even
more agreeable to the king than he himself had made it originally.
They have now almost done with it. Now, you think, his Majesty will
please to accept this amended Constitution, and take the oath
prescribed in it? Not he, indeed. He sends his faithful parliament a
royal message, stating that he is very much pleased with what his two
Chambers have made of his Constitution, but that, before his “royal
conscientiousness” permits him to take the oath aforesaid, his own
Constitution must be altered in about a dozen points.'” And what are
these points? Why, his Majesty is modest enough not to require any
more than the following trifles. 1. The First Chamber, now elected
by the large landed proprietors and capitalists, to be a complete
House of Lords, containing the royal princes, about one hundred
hereditary peers chosen by his Majesty, sixty peers elected by the
large landed proprietors, thirty by the large monied interest, six by
the universities. 2. Ministers to be responsible to the king and
country, not to the parliament. 3. All taxes now upon the budget to
be levied for ever, without power of parliament to refuse. 4. A “Star
Chamber”,'® or High Court of Justice, to try political offences—no
mention being made of juries. 5. A special law to define and restrain
the powers of the Second Chamber of parliament, &c. Now what do

2 Cobden’s speech delivered on January 18, 1850. (See The Times No. 20390,
January 19, 1850.)— Ed.
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you think of this? His Majesty forces upon the good Prussians a new
Constitution, to be amended by parliament. His parliament amends
it by striking out everything like a remnant of popular rights. And
the king, not content with that, declares that his “royal conscientious-
ness” forbids him to accept his own Constitution, amended in his
own interest, without the above further modifications. Verily this is a
truly “royal” sort of conscientiousness! There is little chance of even
this present mock parliament bowing to such impudence. The
consequence will be dissolution, and the end of all parliaments for
the moment in Prussia. The secret of all this is the anticipation of the
great coalition war, mentioned above. The “conscientious” gentle-
man on the throne of Prussia expects to have his rebellious country
overrun by the month of March or April, by a million of Asiatic
barbarians, to march, along with “his own glorious army”,'? against
Paris, to conquer that fair country which produces his heart-
cherished champagne. And the Republic once done away with, the
scion of Saint Louis® restored to the throne of France, what then
would be the use of constitutions and parliaments at home?

In the meantime the revolutionary spirit is rapidly reviving all over
Germany. The most inveterate ex-Liberal® who, after March, 1848,
joined the king to combat the people, now sees that—as the saying is
in Germany—although he gave to the devil only the end of his little
finger, that gentleman has since seized the whole hand. The incessant
acquittals by juries in political trials are the best proofs of this. Every
day brings a new fact in this way. Thus, a few days ago, the Mulheim
workpeople—who, in May, 1849, tore up the railway, in order to
stop the sending of troops to insurged Elberfeld—have been
acquitted here at Cologne. In the south of Germany, financial
difficulties and increased taxation show to every bourgeois that this
present state cannot last. In Baden the very same bourgeois who
betrayed the last insurrection, and hailed the arrival of the Prussians,
are punished and driven to madness by these very same Prussians
and by the government, which under their protection drives them to
ruin and despair. And the working people and peasantry every-
where are on the qui vive, waiting for the signal of an insurrection
which, this time, will not subside until the political dominion and
social progress of the proletarians shall have been secured. And this
revolution is drawing nigh.

a Count Chambord.— Ed.
b Ludolf Camphausen.— Ed.
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THE PRUSSIAN KING SWEARING TO THE CONSTITUTION
AND “SERVING THE LORD!”—GRAND CONSPIRACY OF THE HOLY
ALLIANGE.—THE APPROACHING ONSLAUGHT ON SWITZERLAND.—
PROJECTED CONQUEST AND PARTITION OF FRANCE!

[ The Democratic Review, March 1850]

Cologne, Feb. 18th, 1850

At last His Majesty, the King of Prussia, has taken the oath to the
so-called “Constitution”.?® Had it not been for the occasion of
making a speech, there is no doubt but that royal farce would never
have taken place. But his speech-loving majesty, for the sake of the
speech, resolved to swallow the oath, quite as humbly as he has been
seen to swallow so many unpalatable things before, such as the
celebrated “Hat off!”?! shouted to him by the people of Berlin on
the 19th of March, 1848. The oath is of no consequence. What is the
oath of a king, and particularly of a Frederick William IV! The
speech is the principal feature, and a precious speech it is. Think of
the Prussian Majesty declaring most seriously, and neither him nor
any one else in the assembly bursting forth in laughter, that he is a
man of honour, and that he is about to give what is dearest to him— his
royal word! But, he continues—after a series of most whimsical
oratorical efforts—he gives his word on one condition only: that it be
made possible for him to govern with this constitution, and to fulfil
the promise he made three years ago, viz., “I and my house will serve
the Lord!”2?

What this new-fashioned “man of honour” means by governing
with the constitution and serving the Lord, is already becoming
pretty clear. His Majesty’s ministers have come out since that
swearing farce; firstly, with two laws, doing almost entirely away with
the liberty of the press and the right of association and of public
meeting; secondly, with a demand for eighteen millions of dollars
(two millions and a half sterling) for increasing the army. The meaning
of this is evident. First destroy in detail the few sham liberties left to
the people by the precious mock-constitution, and then raise the
army to the war footing, and march with Russia and Austria against
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France. There is mo doubt of the bourgeois chambers agreeing to all
this, and thus making it possible to the king to govern with the
constitution, and serve the Lord with his house.

This Prussian credit for the army “to meet eventualities which
might present themselves during spring”, must be taken, together
with the other measures of the Holy Alliance,?® in order to make us
see clearly through their plots. Prussia, besides these eighteen
millions, is already treating for a loan of sixteen millions—ostensibly
for the purpose of constructing the great Eastern Railway. You
know, too well, since the Russian loan affair, what a splendid pretext
for raising money railways are made by the governments of the Holy
Alliance. Prussia, thus, will soon raise five millions sterling.the whole
of which will be at the disposal of the war-office. Russia, besides the
five millions sterling already raised, is about to contract for another
loan of thirty-six millions of roubles silver, or five millions sterling.
Austria alone, after the shabby result of her late effort to raise
money, must be satisfied with what she can get at home. Her deficit,
as I stated in my last, really amounts to two hundred million florins
(twenty millions sterling) in one year! Thus, while Russia and Prussia
raise money to make war, Austria must make war in order to raise
money!

There is no doubt that if there are no untoward events in France,
the “holy” campaign will be opened next month against Switzer-
land,* and perhaps Turkey. Russia keeps in Poland, and its vicinity,
an army of 350,000 men, ready to march at a moment’s notice. She
has already contracted for large supplies of victuals, to be delivered
next month, not in Poland, but in Prussia, at Dantzic. The Prussian
army-——about 150,000 now-—can in a month be raised to 350,000, by
calling in the reserve and the first class of the Landwehr. The
Austrian army—about 650,000—has never been diminished, but,
on the contrary, increased by the Hungarian prisoners. The whole of
the forces, which may be disposable for a foreign war, may be
something like a million; but two-thirds of the Prussians and
Austrians are infected with the democratic disease, and would most
likely pass to the other side, as soon as an opportunity presented
itself.

The first pretext for attacking Switzerland is the German refugees
living in that country. This pretext will soon cease to exist,as the
cowardly persecutions of the federal government directly or
indirectly force all refugees to leave Switzerland. There are now
perhaps 600 German refugees in that country, and even they will

a See this volume, p. 28.—Ed.
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soon have to leave it. But then there is another pretext—the demand
of Prussia to restore the Prussian king’s authority in the ex-
principality of Neufchatel, which made itself a republic in 1848.2
And if even this be complied with, there will be the question of the
Sonderbund raised again, in connection with the new federal
constitution, which, in 1848, replaced the old reactionary treaty of
1814, guaranteed by the Holy ‘Alliance.?® Thus, there will be no
chance for Switzerland escaping war and foreign occupation.

But the final aim of the Holy Alliance is the conquest and partition
of France. The plan designed to finish at once this great rev-
olutionary centre is as follows: France, once conquered, will be
divided into three kingdoms—the South-west, or Aquitania (capital,
Bordeaux), will be given to Henry, Duke of Bordeaux?®; the East,
or Burgundy (capital, Lyons), will be given to Prince Joinville; and
the North, or France proper (capital, Paris), will be awarded to Louis
Napoleon, for the signal services he has rendered to the Holy
Alliance. Thus France, reduced to the old state of division it was in
some centuries ago, would be utterly powerless. What do you say to
this pretty scheme, which no doubt originated in the “historical”
head of the king of Prussia?

But, be assured, the People—without whom the Holy Alliance
have reckoned —will very soon put a stop to all these plots and
schemes, and that as soon, too, as the Holy Alliance commence to put
their plans into execution. For the people are wide awake, both in
France and Germany, and, fortunately, they are strong enough to
put down all their opponents, as soon as matters are brought to a
general, decisive, and open contest. And then the enemies of
democracy will, to their terror, see that the movements of 1848 and
’49 were nothing, in comparison to the universal conflagration which
will burn up the old institutions of Europe, and light the victorious
nations to a future—free, happy, and glorious.

Written between December 18, 1849,and Reprinted from the journal
February 18, 1850

Published in The Democratic Review
in January-March 1850, marked by the
editors “From Our Own Correspondent”

2 Count Chambord.— Ed.
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LETTERS FROM FRANCE?*

[ The Democratic Review, January 1850]

Paris, December 20th, 1849

The great question of the day is the excise upon “potable liquors”,
now under discussion in the National Legislative Assembly. This
question is of such importance, and contains, in fact, in itself, so
much of the whole present situation, that it will not be amiss to
devote to it the whole of this letter.

The tax on potable liquors is of very old date.? It formed one of the
principal features of the financial system under the monarchy of the
eighteenth century, and one of the main grievances of the people at
the time of the first revolution. It was done away with by that
revolution. But Napoleon restored it in a somewhat modified shape
about the year 1808, at a time when, forgetting his revolutionary
origin, he made the establishment of his dynasty in the midst of the
ancient European royal families, his principal aim. The tax was so
exceedingly obnoxious to the people, that at the downfall of
Napoleon, the Bourbon family promised its immediate repeal, and
Napoleon himself, at St. Helena, declared it had been that tax more
than anything else which caused his fall, by setting against him the
whole of the South of France. The Bourbons, however, never
thought of redeeming their promise, and the tax remained as before
up to the revolution of 1830, when, again, its abolition was held out
to the country. This promise was no more fulfilled than the
preceding one; and thus the excise existed when the revolution of
1848 broke out. The provisional go<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>