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XIX

Preface

Volume 42 of the Collected Works of Karl Marx and Frederick
Engels contains their correspondence from October 1864 to March
1868. Chronologically, the volume covers the period, very
important for the history of Marxism and the international
working-class movement, of the founding and the early years of
the International Working Men’s Association (the First Interna-
tional). This period was also marked by the publication of Marx’s
most important work, Volume One of Capital.

With the foundation of the International the correspondence of
Marx and Engels became particularly intense and ideologically
rich, and the circle of people with whom they corresponded, active
members of the working-class movement in various countries,
grew wider. An important place in their letters is devoted to the
pressing problems of the organisation and revolutionary tactics of
the working class, to the theory and practice of the proletarian
struggle.

Marx and Engels had countless ties with the working-class
movement. This can be seen from the numerous letters published
in this volume that deal with the activity of the International
Working Men’s Association, an organisation set up with Marx’s
direct participation. These letters are one of the most important
sources revealing the history of the emergence of the International
and the way that it turned under the guidance of Marx and
Engels into a true centre for uniting the militant forces of the
working class. All of Marx’s previous activity had prepared him
for the task of leading the movement of the international
proletariat, and Engels was fully justified in writing later that
among those who attended the meeting in St Martin’s Hall,

2%
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London, on 28 September 1864 to proclaim the International
‘there was only one person who was clear as to what was to
happen and what was to be founded: it was the man who had
already in 1848 issued to the world the call: “Proletarians of All
Countries, Unite!”’ (see Frederick Engels, ‘Marx, Heinrich Karl,
present edition, Vol. 27).

‘Marx was the heart and soul of this organisation’ is how Lenin
described the role of the founder and leader of the first
international mass organisation of the proletariat (V. I. Lenin,
Collected Works, Vol. 21, Moscow, 1977, p. 49).

The letters included in this volume throw light on Marx’s
many-sided activity in the International Working Men’s Associa-
tion, his leading role on its guiding body, the Central (General)
Council, his active participation in all the discussions that took
place in the Council, the drafting of its decisions and the
preparation of congresses of the International, their agendas and
resolutions. From the letters it is also obvious that after the
founding of the International Engels constantly helped Marx in
guiding it. Until his move from Manchester to London in 1870,
Engels could not take part directly in the work of the General
Council, but during those years too Marx discussed all important
questions concerning the International with him, kept him
informed of the course of discussions in the Council and of the
decisions being drafted, and made use of his recommendations.
Engels helped to draw up the tactical line of the International,
explaining it in letters to active members of the working-class
movement, particularly in Germany, and frequently wrote to the
press to present the position of the International Working Men’s
Association on various questions.

Marx guided the activity of the new organisation with charac-
teristic confidence, skilfully overcoming the difficulties obstructing
the path of the development of an independent proletarian
movement. He constantly thwarted attempts by petty-bourgeois
democrats and supporters of sectarian and reformist trends to
deflect the International Working Men’s Association from a
revolutionary course and to subject it to tasks and aims alien to the
interests of the working-class movement.

Marx’s letters to Engels of 4 November, to Joseph Weydemeyer
and Lion Philips of 29 November 1864 and others show what an
effort it cost Marx, right from the foundation of the International,
to counteract the constant attempts by petty-bourgeois elements to
exert their influence over it. Thanks to Marx’s endeavours the
new organisation acquired a truly proletarian class character. The
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first considerable success in this respect, of historic significance,
was the adoption by the Central Council of the Inaugural Address
and Provisional Rules of the International drafted by Marx. As
Marx himself admitted, it was no easy task to work out a common
platform for all the different contingents of the working class,
with their different levels of development, that had been drawn
into the ranks of the International. But Marx, author of its first
programme and its associated documents, performed this task
brillantly. Without making the slightest concession of principle to
sectarian trends, these documents did not shut the doors of the
international organisation to the British trade unions, the French
and Belgian Proudhonists, or the German Lassalleans. On learning
from Marx of the content of the Inaugural Address, Engels wrote
that he could not wait to see it and that ‘it must be a real
masterpiece’ (see this volume, p. 20).

While guiding the International and drafting all the most
important documents that set out the strategy and tactics of the
proletarian movement, Marx persistently did his utmost to ensure
that in the daily battles for particular and purely economic
demands the workers should gain an understanding of the
common tasks of their class struggle against capitalism. The
establishment of firm contacts by the International with the
working-class organisations in various countries, the setting up of
sections of the International in the main European countries, its
active support of the strike movement in 1865-67, and the
victories gained by striking workers in a number of industries in
Britain and France thanks to this support—all this helped to
enhance the authority of the International Working Men’s
Association and helped the workers to realise gradually the
strength of proletarian solidarity.

As the correspondence shows, during this period Marx and
Engels devoted considerable attention to the formation and
ideological training of progressive militants of the working class.
Marx sought to create a strong nucleus of proletarian rev-
olutionaries on the General Council and administrative bodies of
the International in various countries. Under his direct influence,
the Germans Georg Eccarius, Friedrich Lessner and Karl Pfinder,
the Frenchman Eugene Dupont, the Englishman Robert Shaw, the
Swiss Hermann Jung and other members of the General Council
acquired the necessary theoretical knowledge and became ac-
quainted with scientific socialism. The letters from Marx and
Engels to Wilhelm Liebknecht, Paul Lafargue, Johann Philipp
Becker, Joseph Weydemeyer and other eminent figures in the
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working-class and socialist movement show how patiently and
persistently they taught their friends and comrades, helping them
with advice, responding to their requests and criticising their
shortcomings and mistakes.

In the period of the activity of the International the need for an
independent workers’ press was particularly acute. ‘It is impossi-
ble to have a movement here without its own press-organ,” Marx
wrote to Engels on 2 December 1864. From the inception of the
International Working Men’s Association Marx and Engels di-
rected their efforts towards setting up press-organs for it in
Britain, France, Germany and Switzerland. They endeavoured to
take part personally in the production of a number of newspapers
and to lend them a revolutionary character. They also concerned
themselves with the composition of the editorial boards and
contributors and encouraged like-minded people to work on them
(see Marx’s letters to Engels of 2 December 1864, 9 May and
26 December 1865 and others). Thanks to this, the leaders of the
International not only organised the widespread publication of its
documents in various countries, but also trained a whole galaxy of
working-class journalists who propagated its ideas.

Marx attached great importance to the establishment of close
relations between the International and the British trade unions.
He strongly supported the participation of their representatives in
its founding, believing that this would help to disseminate the ideas
of the International in Britain, then the citadel of the capitalist world
and the country with the most developed and organised working-
class movement (see Marx’s letter to Ludwig Kugelmann of
29 November 1864). Marx saw the further drawing of the British
trade unions into the ranks of the International as an important way
of broadening its mass base in the British Isles, and also as a means of
overcoming the narrow-mindedness typical of British trade unions,
expressed in their efforts to limit their activity to the economic
struggle. To arouse the political activity of the trade unions and turn
them into real centres of resistance to the capitalist system —this was
the task that Marx set before the International in including,
among other things, the question of the trade unions in the
agenda of the Geneva Congress (see Marx’s letter to Her-
mann Jung of 20 November 1865). The General Council relied
on the support of the trade unions, organising campaigns to aid
strikers both in Britain and on the Continent and thereby
helping to kindle a spirit of proletarian solidarity in British
workers.
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The leaders of the large London trade unions represented a
considerable force on the General Council, and from the very
beginning of the International Marx sought to use the authority of
these ‘real worker-kings of London’ (p. 44) in order to strengthen
the position of the International in Britain. At the same time,
taking into account the ideological dependence of many trade
union leaders on bourgeois liberals and radicals, he did his utmost
to counteract any reformist tendencies shown by them. Marx’s
tactics aimed at removing obstacles to making the British working
class a revolutionary force. He frequently managed to encourage
reformist-minded trade union leaders to act in a revolutionary
way.

One of the most striking episodes in the act1v1ty of the
International in Britain was its participation in the broad
movement for electoral reform that began in spring 1865. On
Marx’s advice, the British members of the General Council joined
with representatives of the radical bourgeoisie in the leadership of
the Reform League to campaign for the demand for universal
suffrage. After beginning in London, the movement gradually
gained strength, spreading to the provinces, and its powerful
dimensions gave Marx grounds for hoping that it would be
successful. ‘If we succeed in re-electrifying the political movement
of the English working class,” he wrote to Engels on 1 May 1865,
‘our Association will already have done more for the European
working class, without making any fuss, than was possible in any
other way.’

Using the influence of the International on British workers,
Marx strove to give the reform movement a radical nature, to turn
it into a national struggle for a democratic political system in
Britain, to encourage workers to stand for their own political
platform, regardless of the position of the bourgeois parties (see
Marx’s letters to Kugelmann of 23 February 1865 and 9 October
1866, to Engels of 13 May 1865, and others). In this connection
the drawing into the struggle for reform of those strata of British
trade union workers who had previously been indifferent to
politics both pleased Marx and encouraged high hopes. ‘We have
succeeded in attracting into the movement,” he wrote to Ludwig
Kugelmann on 15 January 1866, ‘the only really big workers’
organisation, the English “Trade Unions”, which previously
concerned themselves exclusively with the wage question.’

The reform movement did not yield the expected results,
however. The unity of its supporters was undermined by the
bourgeois radicals who renounced the League’s original pro-
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gramme calling for universal suffrage. After having come ‘to a
compromise with the bourgeoisie’ (Marx to Johann Philipp Becker
of 31 August 1866), the reformist trade union leaders began
playing up to the radicals. This enabled the ruling circles in
Britain to limit themselves to introducing a moderate reform in
1867 that extended the franchise to the top strata of the working
class only. The need to assert a truly proletarian world outlook
and principles of revolutionary tactics of the proletariat, to counter
reformist ideology and practice had now become even more
evident. It was to this end that the subsequent activity of Marx
and his associates in the International in Britain was directed.

As can be seen from their correspondence, Marx and Engels
focused their attention also on the prospects for the development
of the German working-class movement. As Corresponding
Secretary for Germany on the General Council, Marx hoped that
the German proletariat would become one of the leading national
detachments of the International Association. The objective
prerequisites for this existed. The activity of the Communist
League and the Neue Rheinische Zeitung during the revolution of
1848-49 prepared the ground for the dissemination of the ideas of
scientific socialism in Germany. However, the propagation of these
ideas and the principles of the International came up against
serious obstacles there. Reactionary legislation prevented the
formation of the sections of the International. On the other hand,
the very ideas of the international class solidarity of workers
encountered resistance from Ferdinand Lassalle’s followers, who
had inherited his sectarian dogmas and nationalistic approach to
the working-class movement. ‘As long as these abominable
Lassalleans rule the roost in Germany, that country will be infertile
ground for the “International Association”, Marx wrote to Engels
on 13 February 1865.

A number of Marx’s and Engels’ letters written shortly after
Lassalle’s death in 1864 contain an assessment both of his
services to the cause of the liberation of the German working-class
movement from the tutelage of the liberal ‘patrons’ (Schulze-
Delitzsch and others) and of the harm that his mistaken views and
tactics had done to the development of the class consciousness of
the German workers. In a letter to Kugelmann of 23 February
1865 and a number of other letters, Marx noted that Lassalle did
not understand the real conditions for the liberation of the
working class, had only a superficial knowledge of the ideas of
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scientific socialism, and tended to vulgarise economic theory. In
campaigning for the solution of the social question by setting up
producer associations with state help, Lassalle was fostering the
tllusion of the ‘social mission’” of the reactionary Prussian
monarchy (see this volume, p. 101). At the same time he denied
the expediency of the economic struggle of the working class and
opposed the creation of trade unions, the true centres of
organisation of the workers. By orienting the latter towards
attaining their goals by reformist means, Lassalle began the
opportunist trend in the German working-class movement.

In a number of letters Marx and Engels criticised Lassalle’s
political tactics. They condemned the absolute importance that he
attached to the demand for universal suffrage, which he proc-
laimed as the most effective way of liberating the proletariat. The
example of Bonapartism in France enabled them to foresee the
demagogical use of this demand by the Prussian counter-
revolution. They also strongly condemned Lassalle’s policy of
tlirting with Bismarck and his attempt to form an alliance with the
Prussian Junkers against the bourgeoisie, particularly after they
learnt of Lassalle’s direct negotiations with the head of the
Prussian government. ‘Objectively it was the act of a scoundrel,
the betrayal of the whole workers’ movement to the Prussians,’
Engels wrote to Marx on 27 January 1865.

In opposition to the Lassalleans, Marx and Engels sought to set
the German working-class movement on the revolutionary path.
They attached great importance to bringing the General Associa-
tion of German Workers, founded by Lassalle in 1863, into the
International (see Marx’s letter to Carl Siebel of 22 December
1864). The Association had many healthy proletarian elements
within its ranks, including former members of the Communist
League, and Marx hoped that if the General Association of
German Workers joined the International this would be an
important step towards overcoming Lassalleanism and that eventu-
ally it would be possible radically to reshape this organisation, to
change its programme and tactics and also its organisational
prinaples. However, the Lassallean leaders of the Association
opposed its joining the International.

In the struggle against the influence of Lassalleanism on the
German working-class movement an important part was played by
Engels’ pamphlet The Prussian Military Question and the German
Workers’ Party published in Germany in February 1865. Marx and
Engels discussed its plan and content in detail in their leuers. In
them they denounce the social demagogy of the Prussian
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government and Bismarck’s use of the Bonapartist tactics of
manoeuvring between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat reveal
the inconsistency and cowardice of the bourgeois opposition Party
of Progress and determine the tasks of the working class in the
struggle for democratic transformations in Germany (see, for
example, Marx’s letters to Engels of 3, 10 and 18 February 1865).
The ideas expressed in their letters were developed in the
pamphlet, in which Engels stressed that the main thing in the
tactics of the working class was to avoid compromise with reaction, to
denounce the anti-revolutionary role of the bourgeoisie and to
pursue the policy of creating an independent proletarian party.

An important milestone in the break by Marx, Engels and their
supporters with the Lassalleans was the cessation of their
short-lived cooperation on the Berlin Social-Demokrat. The letters
of Marx and Engels reflect their relations with this newspaper of
the General Association of German Workers quite fully. By
agreeing to contribute to it, Marx and Engels hoped to influence
the German working-class movement in the spirit of the principles
of the International, and later Marx intended to make use of the
Social-Demokrat  to propagate the ideas of Capital. On
14 November 1864 he wrote to Engels: ‘It is important for us to
have a mouthpiece in Berlin, especially for the sake of the
association I was involved in founding in London, and for the sake
of the book I am planning to publish.” However, the Social-
Demokrat’s servile attitude to Bismarck’s government and the cult
of Lassalle that was blown up out of all proportions in its columns
caused Marx and Engels to review their decision. Convinced that,
in spite of their warnings, the newspaper’s editor Schweitzer was
still trying to justify the policies of the Prussian ruling circles and
to sing the praises of Lassalle, they both announced publicly
that they refused to contribute to it (pp. 96-97, 98-99, 104-05,
etc.).

After the break with the Social-Demokrat Marx and Engels
continued to strengthen contacts with the German workers, relying
on the progressive elements who were disillusioned with Lassalle’s
dogmas and the tactics of making advances to government circles,
and helped a considerable section of the German proletariat to
part company with Lassalleanism.

Marx and Engels gave constant support to Wilhelm Liebknecht
and later to August Bebel in their struggle to consolidate the
forces of the German working class on a revolutionary basis, on
the platform of the International. This help was particularly great
at the time when the question of the ways of the national
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unification of Germany was being decided and circumstances
demanded that German proletarian revolutionaries should put up
a firm challenge to Bismarck’s policy of uniting the country from
above, under the supremacy of Prussia, by opposing to it the
policy of revolutionary democratic unification from below. At that
juncture, as Marx and Engels frequently stressed in their letters, it
was most important to denounce the militaristic regime of the
united state being created by Bismarck, to support democratic
demands and to rally militant detachments of the German
proletariat on a national level (pp. 297-98, 300, etc.). Marx and Eng-
els expressed their warm approval of Liebknecht’s speeches criticis-
ing the policies of the Prussian ruling circles from the tribune of
the North German Reichstag to which he was elected with Bebel
in 1867. ‘Liebknecht is doing very well,” Engels wrote to Marx on
13 October 1867 concerning one of the denunciatory speeches by
this true parliamentarian of the working class. The activity of
Liebknecht, Bebel and their supporters, the creation of German
sections of the International, the increasing influence of its ideas
among the German workers, and the growing opposition to the
Lassallean leadership in the ranks of the General Association of
German Workers—all this inspired Marx and Engels with the
conviction that the working-class movement in Germany would
take the path of revolutionary struggle and master the principles
of scientific socialism.

Seeking to consolidate the position of the International in
France, Marx did his utmost to counter the claims of bourgeois
republicans to leadership of its local organisations. To this end, on
his initiative the Central Council adopted decisions on the conflict
in the Paris section (see Marx’s letters to Engels of 25 February
and 7 March 1865 and to Hermann Jung of 13 March 1865). At
the same time Marx was constantly searching for ways of
overcoming the belief of a section of French workers in utopian
Proudhonist doctrines. This is why in the letters published in this
volume so much space is devoted to criticism of Proudhon’s
petty-bourgeois views that had a perceptible influence during this
period not only on the French, but also on the Belgian and to
some extent on the Swiss working-class movement. A generalised
criticism of Proudhon’s views was provided by Marx in his letter to
Kugelmann of 9 October 1866 where he sums up the results of
the Geneva Congress at which the difference between Proudhon’s
views and the revolutionary line of the leadership of the
International became particularly evident: ‘Beneath the cloak of
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freedom and ant-governmentalism or anti-authoritarian individual-
ism these gentlemen, who for 16 years now have so quietly
endured the most wretched despotism, and are still enduring it,
are in actuality preaching vulgar bourgeois economics, only in the
guise of Proudhonist idealism!’

Analysing the causes of the spread of Proudhonist utopias,
Marx points to Proudhon’s ‘pseudo-critique’ of the bourgeois
system, to his outwardly radical phraseology that impressed the
‘Jeunesse brillante’ (brilliant youth) and students, and also the
backward, semi-artisan strata of workers engaged in smali-scale
production (p. 326). Marx strongly condemns the Proudhonists
for their disparaging attitude to ‘all revolutionary action, i.e. arising
from the class struggle itself, every concentrated social movement,
and therefore also that which can be achieved by political means
(e.g., such as limitation of the working day &y law) (ibid.). In a
letter to Engels of 20 June 1866 Marx describes the sharp reproof
which, in the course of a discussion on the Austro-Prussian war of
1866, he delivered to a number of French members of the
General Council of the International who were seeking in a spirit
of Proudhonist nihilism to call nations and nationalities ‘obsolete
prejudices’.

Marx’s letters in this volume also show what importance he
attached to the setting up of sections of the International in
countries like Belgium ({see his letters to Léon Fontaine of
15 April and 25 July 1865) and Switzerland (see his letters to
Johann Philipp Becker of 13 January, Kugelmann of 15 January
1866 and others). For propagating the prmuples of the Interna-
tional Working Men’s Association and founding its sections in the
USA Marx made use of contacts with Joseph Weydemeyer, Sigfrid
Meyer and other participants in the European revolutionary
movement who emigrated to America. Marx and Engels followed
closely the development of the working-class movement in the
USA, noting each of its successes with pleasure. Thus, Marx rated
the results of the workers’ congress in Baltimore very highly: “The
watchword there was organisation for the struggle against capital,
and, remarkably enough, most of the demands I had put up for
Geneva were put up there, too, by the correct instinct of the
workers’ (p. 326).

During this period Marx and Engels paid great attention to
drafting the platform of the Internatonal on the national
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question. They substantiated the tactics of the international
proletarian organtsation in relation to the national liberation
movement, regarding the support of the working class for the
liberation struggle of the oppressed nations as one of the most
important conditions of its own liberation. The correspondence of
Marx and Engels reveals how much energy Marx spent on
organising public meetings and gatherings in defence of the
tighters for Poland’s independence. Unlike the Proudhonists, the
leaders of the International regarded the demand that Poland
should be reorganised on a democratic basis as an integral part of
the struggle for the democratic transformation of Europe, in
which the working class had a vital interest. Marx’s consistently
internationalist standpoint on the Polish question was also re-
flected in his polemic with the English radical journalist Peter Fox,
one of the leaders of the British National League for the
Independence of Poland. Although supporting Poland’s national
sovereignty, Fox shared the Francophile attitudes of the English
radicals and the illusions of the Right bourgeois-aristocratic wing
of the Polish national movement concerning ‘assistance’ to it from
the ruling circles of the Western powers (see Marx’s letters to
Engels of 10 December 1864, 25 February and 4 March 1865, to
Jung of 13 April 1865, and others). In his polemic with Fox Marx
argued that the Polish revolutionaries should look not to the
Western powers, who had treacherously betrayed the interests of
insurgent Poland, but to the European proletariat, its true and
selfless ally. In the opinion of Marx and Engels, the prime role in
the liberation of Poland should be played by the united efforts of
the representatives of the Polish national liberation and Russian
revolutionary movements, their joint struggle against the common
foe—Tsarist autocracy.

An important contribution to the elaboration of the national and
colonial question and the substantiation of the principles of
proletarian internationalism was made by Marx and Engels in
connection with determining the International’s position on the
liberation struggle of the Irish people. Their letters that deal with
this problem formulate a number of fruitful ideas concerning the
interdependence and inter-connection of the national liberation
and proletarian movements. The national liberation of Ireland
and the revolutionary democratic transformation of its agrarian
structure was regarded by Marx as an essential prerequisite for
the successful development of the British proletarian movement
and for ridding the Britsh workers of reformist and chauvinistic
prejudices. In his letters to Engels of 2 and 30 November 1867, he
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set out the basic demands of his proposed programme on the Irish
question, which he trusted would receive the support of the
British working class. The main ones were: Irish self-government
and independence from Britain, an agrarian revolution and the
introduction of protective tariffs to ensure the country’s economic
independence. Noting that the British ruling classes had virtually
established colonial rule in Ireland, introducing the practice of
‘clearing’ estates, i.e. evicting Irish peasants from the land in the
interests of English landlords and capitalists, Marx in a letter to
Engels described this as a blatant manifestation of national
enslavement mixed with social oppression: ‘In no other European
country has foreign rule assumed this form of direct expropria-
tion of the natives’ (p. 461).

On the initiative of Marx the General Council of the Interna-
tional conducted a campaign of support for the Irish people, while
Marx himself in his public statements constantly defended the
fighters for Irish independence, the Fenians. He stressed that the
activity of these petty-bourgeois revolutionaries reflected the
protest by the mass of the peasantry against the policy of eviction
from the land, and also the discontent of the urban poor with the
colonial regime. Describing Fenianismn, Marx pointed out that it
‘is characterised by socialist (in the negative sense, as directed
against the appropriation of the soil) leanings and as a lower
orders movement’ (p. 486).

At the same time Marx and Engels were clearly aware of the
weaknesses of Fenianism and emphasised that conspiratorial,
adventurist tactics, and the use of terroristic methods of struggle
did harm to the national liberation movement and prevented the
establishment of international unity of action between the British
proletariat and the Irish working people (see Marx’s letters to
Engels of 28 November and 14 December 1867 and of Engels to
Marx of 29 November and 19 December 1867).

Commenting on the importance of the struggle to liberate
Ireland and the participation of English workers in this strug-
gle expressed in the letters of Marx and Engels, Lenin wrote in
1914: ‘In the Irish question, too, Marx and Engels pursued a con-
sistently proletarian policy, which really educated the masses in
a spirit of democracy and socialism. Only such a policy could
have saved both Ireland and England half a century of delay
in introducing the necessary reforms, and prevented these re-
forms from being mutilated by the Liberals to please the reac-
tionaries’ (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 20, Moscow, 1977,
pp- 441-42).
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The correspondence of Marx and Engels illustrates Marx’s truly
colossal work on his main life’s work, Capital. In a number of cases
letters alone enable us to ascertain precisely what problems of
economic theory were of interest to him at this or that point in
time, to date the different preliminary versions of Capital and to
determine the nature of non-extant manuscripts. From the letters
we can get an idea of the way in which Engels helped Marx
during the writing of Capital, of their constant exchange of views
on problems of political economy, and of Engels’ part in collecting
factual material, determining the specific features of capitalist
production and the influence of the economic situation, crises,
etc., on it (see, for example, Engels’ letters to Marx of 12 April
1865, 26 and 27 August 1867 and others).

Aware of the role that his work would have to play in the
development of scientific socialism and the proletarian movement,
Marx devoted all his energies to it, ‘studying by day and writing by
night’. ‘I have not an hour to spare, he wrote during this period
(pp- 263 and 214). Marx hoped to ‘deal the bourgeoisie a
theoretical blow from which it will never recover’ (letter to Carl
Klings of 4 October 1864). Explaining to Ludwig Kugelmann the
reasons for his refusal to attend the Geneva Congress of the
International, Marx wrote on 23 August 1866: ‘I consider that
what I am doing through this work is far more important for the
working class than anything I might be able to do personally at
any congres quelconque [congress whatsoever].’

In January 1866 Marx began to prepare Volume One of Capital
for publication on the basis of the manuscripts of 1863-65. At first
he assumed that it would contain the first two books ‘“The Process
of Production of Capital’ and ‘The Process of Circulation of
Capital’, but already in the course of the work he decided that it
would contain only the first book. And although he himself wrote
that he had begun recopying it and ‘polishing the style’ (Marx to
Engels of 13 February 1866), much more than that was involved.
Some chapters were considerably expanded by introducing new
material. Thus, for the sections on the working day, machinery
and the general law of capitalist accumulation, Marx made
extensive use of factual data in the recently published Blue Books
(containing the reports of parliamentary commissions, such as the
Children’s Employment Commission), about which he informed
Engels on 21 July 1866 and in a number of other letters (p. 296).

The extreme exhaustion resulting from his scientific work and
the performance of his numerous duties as a leader of the
International and the constant material hardships had a serious
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effect on Marx’s health. As can be seen from many letters, the
preparation of the manuscript of the first volume of Capital for
the publishers was frequently interrupted by acute bouts of ill
health which forced Marx to put aside the work. ‘Dear Mr
Kugelmann, you can believe me when 1 tell you there can be few
books that have been written in more difficult circumstances,’
Jenny Marx confided in Kugelmann in a letter of 24 December
1867, ‘and I am sure I could write a secret history of it which
would tell of many, extremely many unspoken troubles and anxieties
and torments’ (p. 578). Nevertheless, in November 1866 Marx
was able to send the first part of the manuscript to Hamburg, and on
2 April 1867 he informed Engels that he had completed the book
and would take the manuscript to the publisher himself in a few days’
time.

The Marx-Engels correspondence from May to August 1867
reflects the work of proof-reading the first volume. Marx
systematically sent sheets of print to his friend in Manchester.
Thus Engels was the first reader and most competent reviewer of
Marx’s great masterpiece. After reading the greater part of it, he
congratulated the author on elucidating the most complex
economic problems ‘simply and almost sensuously merely by
arranging them suitably and by placing them in the right context’
(p. 405). “The theoretical side is quite splendid,” Engels remarked
in his letter of 1 September 1867, adding: ‘The résumé on the
expropriation of the expropriators is most brilliant and will create
quite an effect.’

At the same time Engels made certain suggestions for improving
the structure of the book and expounding a number of questions.
In this respect, his letters to Marx of 16 and 26 June and
23 August and Marx’s letters to Engels of 3, 22 and 27 June and
24 August 1867 are of considerable interest. Taking account of
Engels’ suggestions, Marx wrote a spectal appendix on the form of
value.

Marx greatly appreciated Engels’ opinion of Capital. He wrote:
“That you have been satisfied with it so far is more important to me
than anything the rest of the world may say of it’ (p. 383). A striking
document revealing the collaboration between the two great thinkers
and revolutionaries, and a moving testimony to Marx’s profound
gratitude to his friend, is Marx’s letter to Engels written on
16 August 1867 at 2.0. a.m. when he had just finished correcting the
last sheet of Volume One of Capital. ‘So, this volume is finished.
1 owe it to you alone that it was possible! Without your self-
sacrifice for me I could not possibly have managed the immense
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labour demanded by the 3 volumes. I embrace you, full of
thanks!’

The publication of Volume One of Capital (September 1867)
became an outstanding event in the history of human thought. As
Lenin said, in his Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy
and particularly in Capital Marx ‘revolutionised’ political economy
(V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 21, Moscow, 1978, p. 49).
Volume One of Capital contains a thorough analysis and
explanation of the essence of capitalist exploitation, reveals and
expounds the economic laws of the motion of bourgeois society
and shows the inevitability of capitalism being replaced by a new
social system as a result of a revolution carried out by the working
class. In this work Marx gave the proletariat a mighty ideological
weapon in its struggle for the socalist transformation of society.
‘Marx’s economic theory alone has explained the true position of
the proletariat in the general system of capitalism,” stressed Lenin
(Collected Works, Vol. 19, Moscow, 1977, p. 28). History has
confirmed the correctness of Marx’s comparison of Volume
One of Capital with ‘the most terrible missile that has yet been
hurled at the heads of the bourgeoisie (landowners included)’
(p. 358).
pThe letters included in this volume also deal with the steps
taken by Marx and Engels to popularise Volume One of Capital
and its main ideas. On 27 April 1867 Engels wrote to Marx: ‘I am
convinced that the book will create a real stir from the moment it
appears, but it will be very necessary to help the enthusiasm of the
scientifically-inclined burghers and officials on to its feet and not
to despise petty stratagems.” To attract attention to Capital Marx
and Engels sent copies to their comrades and acquaintances,
circulated notices through the publisher Otto Meissner announc-
ing its publication, wrote reviews for various press organs and
published extracts from the preface to Volume One in various
periodicals.

Engels played a most important part in propagating Volume
One of Capital. In order to thwart a possible ‘conspiracy of silence’
by bourgeois scholars, Engels suggested attacking ‘the book from
the bourgeois point of view’. Marx fully approved of his friend’s
plan, describing it as ‘the best tactic’ (p. 427).

Engels prepared a series of brilliantly written reviews for liberal
and democratic newspapers (see present edition, Vol. 20). Their
publication made it impossible for bourgeois ideologists to ignore
Capital and helped to expose attempts to belittle the importance
of Marx’s work and distort its content.



XXXIV Preface

However, the main aim behind all the efforts by Marx and
Engels to disseminate and propagate Capital was to equip the
working-class movement with a revolutionary economic theory, to
introduce workers to truly scientific ideas concerning ways of
getting rid of capitalist exploitation. It is no accident that in his
letter of 30 November 1867 Marx asked Kugelmann to explain to
Liebknecht ‘that it really is his duty to draw attention to my book
at workers’ meetings’. Engels in his turn wrote to Hermann Meyer
on 18 October 1867: ‘I hope you will be able to bring Marx’s book
to the attention of the German-American press and of the
workers. With the 8-hour-agitation that is in progress in America
now, this book with its chapter on the working day will come at
just the right time for you over there, and, in other respects too, it
is likely to clarify people’s minds on a variety of issues.’ Other
letters in this volume also testify to the true party concern for the
working-class movement and the practical application of the
conclusions of Marx’s economic theory.

The correspondence of Marx and Engels for this period shows
what great importance they attached to the publication of Capital
in other languages. Already on 31 July 1865, when the book was
only being prepared for publication, Marx expressed the idea of
making an English translation straightaway from the proofs of the
German text. Subsequently, Marx and Engels returned frequently
to the discussion of this question, looking for a translator and a
publisher (see Engels’ letters to Marx of 24 June and 23 August
1867; Marx’s letters to Engels of 27 June and to Kugelmann of
11 October 1867 and 6 March 1868). Unfortunately, the English
edition of Volume One of Marx’s main work did not come out
during his lifetime.

At the same time efforts were made to prepare a French
translation of Volume One. Marx believed that a French edition of
Capital would help the French workers to realise how invalid
Proudhon’s reformist projects were for solving the social question.
‘T consider it to be of the greatest importance to emancipate the
French from the erroneous views under which Proudhon with his
idealised petty-bourgeoisie has buried them,” he wrote to Ludwig
Biichner on 1 May 1867. The search for a translator and
publisher, as several letters show (including those of Marx to
Engels of 28 November 1867 and to Victor Schily of 30 November
1867), turned out to be no easy matter in this case too. Marx was
not able to realise his intention of bringing out a French
translation of Volume One of Capital until 1872-75.

The publication of Volume One of Capital was, as Marx
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intended and the publisher insisted, to be followed by that of the
two other volumes. Marx immediately set about revising his
manuscripts of the second and third books of Capital, elaborating
certain problems in greater detail as he went along. Thus, in his
correspondence with Engels the question of the replacement of
fixed capital is discussed (pp. 409-13); “for the chapter on ground
rent’ (pp. 507-08) Marx asks Engels for help in selecting books and
consultations on agro-chemistry, etc. ‘We must keep a close watch on
the recent and very latest in agriculture...,” he writes to Engels on
25 March 1868.

Marx showed a rare conscientiousness in his studies. Again and
again he would return to what might appear to be sufficiently
studied problems, making use of new material. This was one of
the reasons for the delay in the preparation of the subsequent
volumes of Capital. It was Engels who completed this task after
Marx’s death on the basis of Marx’s manuscripts.

A subject of constant attention for Marx and Engels during the
period under review was not only the state and level of
development of the working-class movement in different
countries, but also the general economic and political position of
these countries, and the international situation. All this had to be
taken into account in elaborating the tactics of the international
working-class movement at different stages. Therefore, many of
the letters in this volume contain a description of the most
important events that took place during these years in Europe and
beyond the Continent, new phenomena in economics, including
those related to the economic crisis of 1866, and in political life.
Marx and Engels discussed with each other and their acquain-
tances the details of the struggle of the political parties in
England, the symptoms of the imminent bankruptcy of the
Bonapartist regime in France, the situation in Germany produced
by the growing rivalry between Prussia and Austria, Prussia’s
victory in the Austro-Prussian war of 1866 and the first steps to
carry out Bismarck’s plan for uniting the country by ‘blood and
iron’. The founders of Marxism made a thorough examination of
the alignment of forces in the international arena, and of the
positions of the European powers in the conflicts that followed
one after another (the Luxemburg crisis of 1867, the international
complications arising from the Rome expedition of Garibaldi and
his followers, the Crete uprising, etc.) and testified to the growing
danger of a new war. The assessments made by Marx and Engels
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of all these events are remarkable for their historical accuracy and
depth. They were based on a dialectical-materialist analysis of the
phenomena in question, which made it possible to reveal their
class roots and essence, to expose the contradictory aspects, to
determine the possible consequences and to conclude from this
what tasks confronted the working class.

Marx and Engels made a close study of the course of the US
Civil War, which entered its final stage during this period. Their
letters contain assessments of military operations and forecasts
on the future development of events, a profound "analysis of
which enabled Marx and Engels to conclude that things were com-
ing to a head and that the economic, moral and political advan-
tages of the North would lead to the defeat of the slave-owning
South. A

The revolutionising influence of the US Civil War on the
development of the democratic and working-class movement was
obvious to Marx and Engels. At the same time they also saw the
limitations of the bourgeois democracy of the Northern states, and
also the anti-democratic, sometimes downright counter-
revolutionary trends in the policies of the bourgeois ruling circles
of the North. Criticising President Johnson, who succeeded
Lincoln, Marx and Engels noted that his policies reflected the
desire of the big bourgeoisie in the North to ally with the defeated
planters of the Southern states, and to continue the system of
racial discrimination against the ‘liberated’ Black people, etc. Engels
wrote to Marx on 15 July 1865 that renewed hatred towards blacks
was ‘coming out more and more violently’ and that Johnson ‘is
relinquishing all his power vis-a-vis the old lords in the South....
Without coloured suffrage nothing can be done, and Johnson is
leaving it up to the defeated, the ex-slaveowners, to decide on that. It
is absurd.” Thar is why when Johnson was defeated in the 1866
elections Marx gave the main reason for this in a letter to Frangois
Lafargue in a single sentence: “The workers in the North have at last
fully understood that white labour will never be emancipated so long
as black labour is still stigmatised’ (p. 334).

This statement by Marx is yet further confirmation that the
events of his day, including questions of international politics,
were seen by him and Engels primarily from the viewpoint of the
interests of the revolutionary proletariat. Already during the
founding of the International Marx called on the working class to
proclaim its own independent policy opposed to that of the ruling
classes. In his letter of 25 February 1865 to Engels he emphasised:
‘The working class has its own foreign policy, which is most
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certainly not determined by what the middle class considers
opportune.’

It was from this standpoint that Marx and Engels elaborated the
tactics of the working class in connection with the growing threat
of war in Europe. They condemned with severity the wars
unleashed by the ruling classes for territorial, dynastic and
anti-popular ends, and linked the struggle against such wars and
against militarism in general with the liberation movement of the
proletariat against the capitalist exploitatory system. It is no
accident that when the Austro-Prussian war of 1866 broke out,
Marx did his utmost to see that the International dissociated itself
from the aggressive, expansionist tendencies introduced by the
ruling circles of Germany and Italy into the struggle for the
national unification of these countries, which was objectively
progressive in the given historical situation. Marx and Engels saw
these tendencies as a source of further aggravation of internation-
al contradictions, of fresh military conflicts. They predicted that
the war of 1866 would be fraught with new, even more extensive
military conflicts, first and foremost between Prussia and France.
In a letter to Engels of 27 July 1866 Marx stressed that the end of
the war would not lead to a lasting peace in Europe. ‘That we shall
soon be back to bashing is clear enough,” Engels replied to him on
6 August 1866. All this required the further mobilisation of the
forces of the working class for the struggle against the threat of
war.

Criticising the pacifist illusions of the bourgeois-democratic
League of Peace and Freedom, Marx and Engels at the same time
supported the idea of joint action by the working class with all
truly anti-militarist forces prepared to stand up for peace between
nations in deeds and not just in words. Guided by Marx the
International tirelessly carried on an energetic struggle for peace,
consistently denouncing the foreign policy and diplomacy of the
ruling classes in the capitalist countries.

From this volume it is clear that from 1864 to 1868 Marx and
Engels continued to study the natural and social sciences, in
particular world history, philology, ethnography and philosophy.
Marx’s letter to Engels testifying to Marx’s interest in higher
mathematics and his study of differential calculus was written at
the end of 1865. In their letters Marx and Engels exchange views
on books they have read, talk about discoveries in various spheres
of science and assess new scientific hypotheses (see, for example,
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pp- 7-8, 184-85, 212, 232, 291-92, 304-05, 320-25, 495, 547-49,
557-59).

Their letters show the leaders of the prolctariat to be men with
an extraordinarily wide range of interests, capable of discerning
and assessing fruitful ideas and discoveries marking the steady
advance of science. These discoveries, as Marx and Engels so
rightly assumed, served as further proof of the correctness of the
proletarian revolutionary world outlook and dialectical-materialist
views on the development of nature and society. Thus, in the
research on the social system of ancient and mediaeval Germany
by the German historian Georg Maurer, Marx saw the ‘Mark
theory’ as factual confirmation of the view, expressed earlier by
Marx himself, that communal property in land came first, that
everywhere it preceded the emergence of private property in land
(see his letter to Engels of 14 March 1868). The striving of Marx
and Engels to make full use of the latest achievements of the
various sciences shows that Marxism, both during its formation
and throughout its subsequent development, rested on the finest
achievements of human thought.

The biographical material contained in the letters in this volume
gives a clear picture of the great thinkers and revolutionaries, and
enables the reader to form a clear idea of the conditions in which
they lived and struggled and the characteristic features of the
theoretical and practical activity at the time when, after the
founding of the International, they virtually became the leaders of
the mass international proletarian movement. An important
document in this respect that supplements the correspondence, is
Marx’s ‘Confession’ (answers to questions in a semi-humorous
questionnaire) which reveals the richness and integrity of his
personality (see Appendices).

From the material in the volume it is clear that both Marx and
Engels were extremely high-principled and unwavering on
scientific and political questions, yet possessed the necessary
flexibility in solving the wurgent tasks of the working-class
movement, and also that they were exceptionally modest and
lacked any trace of personal vanity. Marx who frequently wrote
that the whole burden of the leadership of the International lay
virtually on him, stated in a letter to Liebknecht of 21 November
1865 that he could not read out his report on the German
working-class movement at the London Conference because, as he
wrote, ‘I was too personally introduced in it. Resolute and
high-principled in criticising the errors of friends and comrades,
Marx and Engels were always ready to encourage and support
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them and to come to their assistance. On 8 December 1864 Marx
wrote - to Engels: ‘Apropos Liebknecht... 1 have sent him money
several times in the course of the last six months and now I want
to send his wife something ... since I know they are in dire straits.
I would appreciate it if you would make a contribution, too.’
Marx’s service to the cause of the working class is exemplary. In
a letter to Kugelmann of 9 October 1866, for example, he writes
that if he were prepared ‘to take up a practical trade’ he could
dispose of his pecuniary troubles entirely. But Marx never strove
for personal well-being, although the hardships endured by his
family caused him no little suffering. ‘Working for the cause’, for
the party, for the liberation of the working class and the whole of
the working people, that was Marx’s aim throughout his life. ‘I
laugh at the so-called “practical” men and their wisdom,” he wrote
on 30 April 1867 to Sigfrid Meyer, admitting what sacrifices the
writing of Capital had cost him. ‘If one wanted to be an ox, one
could, of course, turn one’s back on the sufferings of humanity
and look after one’s own hide. But I should really have thought
myself unpractical if 1 had pegged out without finally completing
my book...” And to his future son-in-law Paul Lafargue Marx
wrote: ‘You know that I have sacrificed my whole fortune to the
revolutionary struggle. I do not regret it. Quite the contrary. If I had
to begin my life over again, I would do the same’ (p. 308).
The letters in this volume supplement the works written by
Marx and Engels in the period in question. They provide an
important source for studying Marxist ideas and the creative and
revolutionary biographies of Marx and Engels, and for elucidating
their leading role in the development of the working-class
liberation movement at the stage when the foundations of the
international proletarian struggle for socialism were being laid.

* ok ok

Volume 42 contains 344 letters from Marx and Engels, of which
159 are published in English for the first time and 185 were
published earlier, most of them in part only. These publications
are mentioned in the Notes. Of the 12 items included in the
Appendices, two were written in English and the rest are
published for the first time in this language.

During the work on the text of the volume and the notes and
indexes to it the dating of some of the letters was established more
accurately as a result of additional research. The two letters from
Marx to Engels of 6 February 1865, printed earlier as indepen-
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dent ones, are published in this volume as one letter.

Obvious slips of the pen are corrected without comment. Proper
names, geographical names and individual words contracted by
the authors are given in full, except when these contractions were
made for the sake of conspiracy or cannot be deciphered. Defects
in the manuscript are indicated in the footnotes and passages with
missing or illegible words are marked by three dots in square
brackets. If the context allows a presumable reconstruction to be
made of the missing or illegible words, these words are also given
in square brackets. Passages crossed out by the authors are
reproduced in the footnotes only in cases where there is a
significant discrepancy. If a letter is a rough copy or a draft, a
postscript to a letter of another person, or a fragment quoted
elsewhere, this is marked either in the text itself or in the Notes.

Foreign words and expressions are retained in the form in
which they were used by the authors with a translation where
necessary in the footnotes and are italicised (if underlined by the
authors, they are given in spaced italics). English words and
expressions used by Marx and Engels in texts originally written in
German, French and other languages are printed in small caps.
Longer passages written in English in the original are placed in
asterisks. Some of the words are now somewhat archaic or have
undergone changes in usage. For example, the term ‘nigger’, which
has acquired generally—but especially in the USA—a more profane
and unacceptable status than it had in Europe during the 19th
century.

Information on undiscovered letters mentioned in the text will
be found in the Notes. If a fact or event is referred to in several
letters, the same note number is used each time.

The volume was compiled, the text prepared and the Preface,
Notes and the Subject Index written by Vladimir Sazonov and
edited by Lev Golman (Institute of Marxism-Leninism of the
C.C. C.PS.U.). The Name Index, the Index of Quoted and
Mentioned Literature and the Index of Periodicals were prepared
by Natalya Kalennikova (Institute of Marxism-Leninism).

The translations were made by Christopher Upward and John
Peet and edited by Eric Hobsbawm and Nicholas Jacobs (Lawrence
& Wishart), Glenys Ann Kozlov, Lydia Belyakova, Elena Kalinina
and Margarita Lopukhina (Progress Publishers), and Larisa
Miskievich, scientific editor (Institute of Marxism-Leninism).

The volume was prepared for the press by the editors Svetlana

Gerasimenko, Elena Kalinina and Anna Vladimirova (Progress
Publishers).
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1
MARX TO CARL KLINGS'

IN SOLINGEN
[Draft]

London, 4 October 1864
1 Modena Villas, Maitland Park,
Haverstock Hill?

Dear Friend,

I was glad to receive further signs of life from the workers of
the Rhine Province, as conveyed in your letter of 28 September.?

B. Becker or M. Hess? 1 know them both; both are old members
of the movement. Both are honest. Neither of them is capable of
leading a movement of any import. Becker is a weak man, in fact,
and Hess a muddle-head. It is therefore difficult to decide
between the two. I also think it scarcely signifies which of the two
you elect, as there will be no difficulty in finding the right people
at the decisive moment.

Enquiries have reached me, e.g. from Berlin, as to whether I
would accept the presidency?® 1 replied that it was impossible,
because for the present I am still forbidden to take up residence
in Prussia.” However, I would certainly think it a good gesture by the
party, vis-a-vis both the Prussian government and the bourgeoisie,
if the workers’ congress were to elect me, to which I would make a
public reply explaining why I cannot accept the election. Such a
step would be important for the following reason in particular: a
big public meerine of workers took place here in London on 28
September, with English, German, French and Italian workers
participating. The Parisian workers had, moreover, sent over a
special delegation, headed by Tolain, a worker, who was put up as

@ The Marx family lived here from March 1864 to March 1875. - ® At this point,
the following passage is deleted from the manuscript: ‘in any case, if I were to
assume the leadership, the government would immediately suppress the whole
thing.’
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a candidate by the working class in Paris in the last elections for
the Corps législatif.*

At this MeeTING, 2 Comité was elected—an international Comité to
represent the workers’ interests, which is directly linked to the
workers in Paris and includes the leaders of the London workers.
I was elected as representative of the German workers (and my
old friend Eccarius, the tailor, along with me).* If I were thus
nominated by the German congress—although I would have to
decline the election now—the Comité and with it the workers in
London and Paris would regard this as a gesture on the part of
the German workers. Next year, the Comité will be calling an
international workers’ congress in Brussels.” Unfortunately, I shall
not be able to attend in person, as I am still exiled from the model
state of Belgium, just as I am from France and Germany.

I shall send you some ‘ Manifestoes’® at the first safe opportunity.

This letter will be brought to you by one of my friends® from
Barmen.

I have been sick throughout the past year (being afflicted with
carbuncles and furuncles). Had it not been for that, my work on
political economy, ‘Capital’, would already have come out. I hope 1
may now complete it finally in a couple of months and deal the
bourgeoisie a theoretical blow from which it will never recover.

Farewell; you may count on my remaining ever a loyal
champion of the working class.

Yours
K. M.

First published, in Russian, in Bolshevik, Printed according to the original
No. 8, 1934

2 At this point, the following passage is deleted from the manuscript: ‘to establish a
liaison between the German workers’ movement and the English one.” - ® K. Marx
and F. Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party. - < At this point in the manuscript, the
following words are deleted: ‘C. Siebel from Barmen or'.
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2

MARX TO SOPHIE VON HATZFELDT?®

IN BERLIN
[Copy]

London, 16 October 1864
Modena Villas, Maitland Park,
Haverstock Hill

My dear Countess,

In recent weeks I have been so seriously ill that I was obliged to
keep to my bed and hence, unfortunately, to defer until now my
reply to your friendly letter of 1 October.

I assure you that I still cannot bring myself to accept Lassalle’s
death as a fait accompli! 1 see him in my mind’s eye so full of life,
spirit, energy and plans, so very, very young, and now suddenly
his voice is silenced and his breath departed—I find it impossible
to reconcile the two, to conceive of both simultaneously, and the
reality oppresses me like an awful, nightmarish dream.

You are quite right to imply that no one appreciated Lassalle’s
greatness and significance better than I. He himself was most
aware of this, as his letters to me show. As long as the
correspondence between us lasted, I always expressed to him my
heartfelt appreciation of his achievements, on the one hand, while
always frankly advising him of my criticisms and reservations
regarding those things I considered faulty, on the other.

In one of his last letters to me he wrote, in that peculiarly
forceful manner he had, of the satisfaction that this gave him. But,
apart from all his abilities, I felt affection for him as a person. The
pity is that we have always concealed this fact from one another, as
if we were going to live for ever...*

First published in: F. Lassalle. Nachgelas- Printed according to the original

sene Briefe und Schriften, Bd. I11, Stuttgart-
Berlin, 1922

2 The end of the letter is missing.
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3

MARX TO ENGELS

IN MANCHESTER
[London,] 2 November 1864

Dear Engels,

Your long silence worries me. I presume you are back.” Why
have we not heard from you?

I have all kinds of important things to tell you, which I shall do
immediately as soon as you give some sign of life.

Salut.

Your
K. M.

First published in MEGA, Abt 111, Printed according to the original

Bd. 3, Berlin, 19 i i i
erlin, 1930 Published in English for the first

time

4

ENGELS TO MARX

IN LONDON
Manchester, 2 November 1864

Dear Moor,

The crisis and its innumerable vexations must be my excuse for
not writing to you earlier. Never in my whole life have I had such
a glut of Jewish chicanery as now, and you can just imagine how
much correspondence that entails.

Later this week, I shall go and see Borchardt to complete the
business of Lupus’ legacy,® which is now about to be concluded.

My travels” took me as far as Sonderburg?; I did not go to
Copenhagen, in part because I had neither the time nor a
passport, and in part because Bille, the editor of the Dagbladet,

2 Danish name: Sgnderborg.
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had just arrived in Liibeck when I was in Kiel, and so I had no
contact in Copenhagen at all, never having seen any of the other
papers anywhere.

Schleswig is a curious country—the east coast very pretty and
prosperous, the west coast also prosperous, heath and moors in
the middle. Al the bays extremely beautiful. The people are
decidedly one of the biggest and heaviest of all the human races
on Earth, especially the Frisians on the west coast. One only needs
to travel across the country to be convinced that the main stock of
the English comes from Schleswig. You know the Dutch Frisians,
in particular those colossal Frisian women with their delicate white
and fresh red complexions (which also predominate in Schleswig).
They are the ancestral types of the northern English, and in
particular those colossal women, who are also found here in
England, all are of decidedly Frisian type. There is no doubt in
my mind that the ‘Jutes’ (Anglo-Saxon eotena cyn), who migrated
to England with the Angles and Saxons, were Frisians, and that
the Danish migration to Jutland, as to Schleswig, dates only from
the 7th or 8th century. The present Jutland dialect is proof
enough of this.

These fellows are great fanatics and, for that reason, really took
my fancy. You must have read something by that extraordinary
‘Dr K. J. Clement of North Friesland’. The man is typical of the
whole race. These fellows are in deadly earnest about their
struggle against the Danes, which is their whole purpose in life,
and the Schleswig-Holstein theory is not an end but a means for
them. They regard themselves as a physically and morally superior
race to the Danes, and indeed they are. Bismarck was really
kidding himself when he thought he could get the measure of such
people by his own methods.” We have held out against the Danes
for fifteen years and became consolidated on our territory, and
are we supposed to let these Prussian bureaucrats get us
down?—that’s what these fellows were saying.

The situation regarding language and nationality is most
bizarre. In Flensburg, where the Danes claim that the whole of the
northern part is Danish, especially by the harbour, all the children,
who were playing down by the harbour there in droves, spoke Low
German. On the other hand, north of Flensburg the language of
the people is Danish—i.e. the Low Danish dialect, of which I
hardly understood a word. The peasants in the tavern at
Sundewitt,> however, spoke Danish, Low German and High

2 Danish name: Sundeved.
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German by turns, and neither there nor in Sonderburg, where I
always addressed the people in Danish, was I answered in any
language but German. At all events, Germanisation has en-
croached considerably on North Schleswig, and it would be very
difficult to make it entirely Danish again, certainly more difficult
than German. I would rather it was more Danish, for one day
something will surely have to be given up to the Scandinavians
here, for decency’s sake.

I have recently been doing some work on the philology and
archaeology of the Frisians, Angles, Jutes and Scandinavians, and
here, too, I have come to the conclusion that the Danes are no
more than a nation of advocates, who will knowingly and brazenly
lie, even in matters of scholarship, if it is in their interest. Mr
Worsaae on THe Dangs etc. v EngLano To wit.® By way of contrast, next
time you come here I will show you a book, which is in the main
very good, by the lunatic Clement from North Friesland about
Schleswig and the migration to England in the 6th to 8th
centuries.” The fellow is certainly knowledgeable, despite his
eccentricity. But he does appear to be a prodigious drinker.

To my surprise, the Prussians in Schleswig created a very good
impression, particularly the Westphalians, who looked like giants
at the side of the Austrians, but admittedly much more
ponderous. The whole army went around entirely unshaven, with
their buttons undone and generally bearing themselves in a most
unsoldier-like fashion, so that the natty Austrians acted almost like
Prussians here. Amongst the officers of the Prussian artillery and
engineers I encountered several very agreeable fellows, who told
me all kinds of interesting things, but the infantry and cavalry
maintained a most dignified reticence and enjoyed a thoroughly
bad reputation with the population. There was a notable lack of
enthusiasm for Prince Frederick Charles’ conduct of the war, and
no one at all, not even those who had been decorated, had a good
word to say about the distribution of rewards. The non-
commissioned officers behaved well towards the older soldiers,
and indeed generally when in company; on the other hand, I did
see one of the Brandenburg sappers drilling recruits in Sonder-
burg, a real old infamous Prussian. It was, by the way, remarkable
to observe the different tone that prevailed in the 3rd and 7th
army corps in this respect. Your March Tribe, as Georg Jung has

2 J. J. A. Worsaae, An Account of the Danes and Norwegians in England, Scotland, and
Ireland. - ® K. J. Clement, Schleswig, das urheimische Land des nicht dinischen Volks der
Angeln und Frisen und Englands Mutterland, wie es war und ward.
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it, submit to being kicked around and trampled on, whereas with
the Westphalians (amongst whom there is a very strong admixture
of Rhinelanders from the right bank) the non-commissioned
officers mostly associate with their men d’égal d-égal®

What do you think of the commercial crisis? I think it is all over,
i.e. the worst is. It is a pity these things do not come to a proper
head.

Can you explain: Riim Hart, klar Kimmang?

Give my kindest regards to your wife and the girls.

Your
F. E.
First published in Der Briefwechsel zwischen Printed according to the original
F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, Stuttgart, . .
o1s o0 “ s Published in English for the first
time
5

ENGELS TO HERMANN ENGELS"
IN BARMEN

Manchester, 2 November 1864

Dear Hermann,

No joy with the Niersteiner. The wine arrived here with a
distinct sourness to it, it does not taste at all as it did at your
house, and I shall therefore have to forgo any more orders.

The money crisis, I think, is over. Now only 3 things can have
any effect:

1. possible major insolvencies owing to bad news from India.
Such are, however, not expected by those most deeply involved.
India had its crisis in the spring, when discount was at 32% in
Bombay.

2. large deliveries of cotton arriving in Liverpool, say 100,000
bales in one week, which would mean the sudden completion of a
mass of loss-making contracts and consequent insolvencies. This
danger also appears to be receding. The Liverpool men know how
deeply they are all implicated and are being extremely tolerant
towards each other. Those who cannot pay the difference lost in

2 as an equal among equals

3-1196
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full are offering part of it, and a settlement is usually reached.
Moreover, the deliveries arriving are moderate, and the cotton
now at sea (400,000 bales from India and China) will probably
come little by little, and no one will be hit very hard.

A favourable factor in both cases is that the money market is
experiencing a decided lift and confidence is returning.

3. if in America Lincoln were not elected. However, his
re-election is as certain as anything ever can be in America. I have
no doubt that the war will be continued until the South is totally
subjugated,'’ irrespective of who becomes President, but if
McClellan should be elected, at least 6 months of uncertainty
would ensue, until people learned precisely what his policy was.
But after the elections in the individual states, there can be no
question of that happening.

The result of all this will, in my view, be as follows: the
American war will continue, certainly, until late next year, and will
end with bands of Southerners resorting to brigandry, as in
Naples 2 years ago," in the course of which much cotton will be
burnt. We shall therefore remain dependent on the same sources
for our cotton as in the past year. Supplies from these are only
increasing slowly. However, since consumption has become more
and more limited owing to high prices, stocks of finished goods,
even in the hands of the individual consumers themselves, must
now be exceedingly small, and as consumption after all absolutely
requires a very large quantity of cotton goods, I believe that
increased demand will fully accommodate the increased supply of
raw cotton, and, consequently, not only will the downward trend
cease to continue, but by next summer we ought, by and large, to
see a general rise.

During the money crisis the price of cotton was not determined
by the state of the cotton trade but by the state of the money
market in general. I believe we've got over that now, and prices
will once more be determined naturally by supply and demand,
and then with the healthy state of business and the absolute
deficiency in stocks, and with prices lower now, I am sure we can
expect business to thrive with prices as a whole rising.

There may yet be sporadic shocks, perhaps from India,
perhaps from Liverpool. We may, in consequence, again find
ourselves momentarily somewhat depressed, but it cannot last, nor
will it be of any import, and it would assuredly be an error to
speculate a la baisse* on such evidence. Conversely, I am equally

2 on prices falling
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persuaded that any attempt to force prices up again rapidly would
immediately be frustrated by the customers here and by the
money market, too. This was already shown yesterday. Cotton has
risen 3-3'/,d. above its lowest point, yarns 1d., in some instances
1'/,d. Yesterday, the spinners were demanding a further increase
of approx. ld., and business® came to an immediate halt. If we
succeed in forcing prices down another '/, penny a@ 1 rEnny in
Liverpool, the spinners will be able to accept the prices being
offered; otherwise, the purchasers will presumably have to pay the
extra in the end, as the demand is undeniably there.

Sewincs were still very quiet, especially seven ieas, for which there
is not a buyer to be found.

This is my opinion. We are covered for one to two months and
are expecting substantial orpers in a week or two.

Please pass on my regards to Emma, the little ones, Rudoilf,
the Blanks and the Boellings, and, if you are writing to
Engelskirchen, then to mother® and everyone there, too. The
chicaneries arising from the fall in prices have caused me a deal of
botheration.

Your
Frederick
First published in Deutsche Revue, Jg. 46, Printed according to the original
Bd. II, 1921 and the Deutsche Revue

Published in English in full for the
first time
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MARX TO ENGELS"

IN MANCHESTER

[London,] 4 November 1864

Dear Freberick,

I was very pleased to hear from you again.
All well here. Myself included, since your departure from here’

2 The manuscript breaks off here. The end of the letter is printed according to the
Deutsche Revue. - ® Elisabeth Engels

3* "
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until the day before yesterday, when yet another carbuncle
appeared below my right breast. If the thing does not clear up
quickly and others appear, I intend to use Gumpert’s arsenic
remedy this time.

I would translate your runic riéim hart, etc.* as Dutch-Frisian for
open heart, clear horizon. But I fear that there may be a quite
different explanation, so I give up the riddle.

You must send all the enclosed papers back to me as soon as read.
I still need them. So that I do not forget any of the things I wanted
to tell you, I am going to number them.

1. Lassalle and Countess Hatzfeldt.

The lengthy document is a copy of a circular that Herwegh's
wife (honi soit qui mal y pense®), Emma, sent to Berlin immediately
after the catastrophe,'* so that extracts from it could be put in the
newspapers. You will see from it how cleverly Emma manages to
put herself and her spineless Georg in the limelight at the
beginning, in the middle, and at the end of the report; how the
account evades two important points, firstly Riistow’s meeting with
Doénniges and daughter, when the latter must have renounced
Lassalle before the scene recounted by Emma took place. Secondly:
how the duel came about. Lassalle wrote the insulting letter. But
then something happened which is not reported and which led
directly to the duel

The suppression of two such important and crucial points makes
one sceptical of the accuracy of the account.

The Hatzfeldt letter. On her arrival in Berlin I got Liebknecht to
take her a brief letter of condolence from myself.° Liebknecht
wrote to me*® that she was complaining ‘I left Lassalle in the lurch’,
as if I could have done the man any greater service than by
keeping my mouth shut and letting him do as he liked. (In his last
speech before the Diisseldorf assizes, he played the part of
Marquis Posa with handsome William as Philipp I1,° whom he was
trying to persuade to suspend the present constitution, proclaim
universal direct suffrage and ally himself with the proletariat."”)
You can see what is behind her letter and what she wants of me. I
wrote a very amicable but diplomatically discouraging letter in
reply. The latterday Redeemer! That personage and the sycophants,
who surround her, are mad.

2 See this volume, p. 9. - b the shame be his who thinks ill of it (the motto of the
English Order of the Garter) - < See present edition, Vol. 41, p. 563. - 4 on 30
September 1864 - ¢ Marquis Posa and Philipp IT are characters from Schiller’s Don
Carlos; William—King William I of Prussia. - f See this volume, p. 5.
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Apropos. A couple of numsers of E. Jones’ Notes to the People
(1851, 1852) happened to fall into my hands again; as far as the
economic articles are concerned, the main points in them had
been written directly under my guidance and partly even in direct
collaboration with myself.” WeLL! What do I find in them? That at
that time we conducted the same polemic—only better—against
the co-operative movement, since it claimed, in its present
narrow-minded form, to be the last word as Lassalle conducted
against Schulze-Delitzsch in Germany 10-12 years later.

In his last will and testament Lassalle has ‘installed’ Bernhard
Becker, the unfortunate fellow, who was Juch’s editor on the
Hermann for a while, as his successor in the office of President of
the General Association of German Workers?>—in his ‘last will and
testament’ (like a ruling prince). The Association’s congress meets
in Disseldorf this month,'® and strong opposition to this ‘decree’
by last will and testament is expected.

Also enclosed, letter from a worker in Solingen, Klings,” in fact
the clandestine leader of the Rhineland workers (former member
of the League'”). This letter is not to be returned but filed.

2. WorkinGMEN'S INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION.

Some time ago, London workers sent an address to workers in
Paris about Poland and called upon them to act jointly in the
matter.

For their part, the Parisians sent over a deputation headed by a
worker named Tolain, who was the real workers’ candidate in the last
elections in Paris® a thoroughly nice fellow. (His compagnons were
quite nice lads, too.) A PusLic MeeTing in St Martin’s Hall was called,
for 28 September 1864, by Odger (shoemaker, President of the local
CounciL oF aL Lonpon Trapes’ Unions and, in particular, also of the
Tranes’ Unions Surrrace AcrraTion Society,'® which is connected with
Bright) and Cremer, a mason and secretary of the Masons’ Union.
(These two had arranged the big Trabe-Union MeeTing on North
America chaired by Bright in St James’s Hall, ditto the Garibaldi
manifestations.’®) A certain Le Lubez was sent to ask me if I would
participate pour les ouvriers allemands® and, in particular, whether 1
was willing to provide a German worker to speak at the meerivg,
etc. 1 provided them with Eccarius, who put on a splendid

2 E. Jones, ‘A Letter to the Advocates of the Co-operative Principle, and to the
Members of Co-operative Societies’, ‘Co-operation. What It Is, and What It Ought
to Be’ (see present edition, Vol. 11, pp. 573-89). - b “To the Workmen of France
from the Working Men of England’, The Bee-Hive Newspaper, No. 112, 5 De-
cember 1863. - < for the German workers
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performance, and I was also present myself in a non-speaking
capacity on the piatrorm. I knew that on this occasion ‘people who
really count’” were appearing, both from London and from Paris,
and I therefore decided to waive my usual standing rule to pecLiNe
ANY SUCH INVITATIONS.

(Le Lubez is a young Frenchman, i.e. in his thirties; however, he
grew up in Jersey and London, speaks capital English and is a
very good intermediary between the French and English workers.)
(Music teacher and legons® or FrencH.)

At the meering, which was chock-full (for Tuere 1s Now EVIDENTLY A
REVIVAL OF THE WORKING CLASSES TAKING PLACE), Major Wolff (Thurn-Taxis,
Garibaldi’s adjutant) represented The Lonpon Irarian WORKINGMEN'S
Sociery.? It was resolved to found a ‘WorkNngMEN's INTERNATIONAL
Association’, whose GeneraL Councin is to have its seat in London
and is to ‘intermediate’ between the workers’ socieries in Germany,
Italy, France, and England. Ditto that a General WorkinomeNs
Concress was to be convened in Belgium in 1865. A Provisional
Commrtree was set up at the meering, with Odger, Cremer and many
others, some of them former Chartists, former Owenites, etc.,
representing England, Major Wolff, Fontana, and other Italians
representing Italy, Le Lubez, etc. for France, Eccarius and myself
for Germany. The Commirree was empowered to co-opt as many
people as it chose.

So rar so coop. I attended the first meeting of the committee. A
Sub-Committee (including myself) was set up to draft a déclaration
des principes and provisional rules.”’ Indisposition prevented me
from attending the meeting of the Sub-Committee and the
subsequent meeting of the full committee.

At these two meetings, which I did not attend,—that of the
Sub-Committee and the subsequent one of the full committee—
the following occurred:

Major Wolff had submitted the regulations (statutes) of the
Ttalian Workers’ Associations (which possess a central organisation,
but, as emerged later, are essentially associated seneriT socieTies) to
be used by the new Association. I saw the stuff later. It was evipenTLy
a concoction of Mazzini’s and that tells you in advance in what
spirit and phraseology the real question, the labour question, was
dealt with. As well as how the Nationauies question intruded
into it.*”*

What is more, an old Owenite, Weston—now a MANUFACTURER
himself, a very amiable and worthy man—had drawn up a

3 lessons
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programme full of extreme confusion and of indescribable
breadth.

The subsequent full committee meeting instructed the Sub-
Committee to remodel Weston’s programme, ditto Wolff’s Recura-
tions. Wolff himself left to atend the congress of the ItaLian
Workinemen's AssociaTions in Naples and persuade them to join the
central association in London.

A further meeting of the Sub-Committee, which again I did not
attend, as I was informed of their rendezvous too late. At this
meeting, ‘une déclaration des principes’ and a revised version of
Wolff’s rules were presented by Le Lubez and accepted by the
Sub-Committee for submission to the full committee. The full
committee met on 18 October. Eccarius wrote to me that it was a
case of periculum in mora® so 1 went along and was really shocked
when 1 heard the worthy Le Lubez read out a fearfully
cliché-ridden, badly written and totally unpolished preamble
PRETENDING TO BE A DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES, with Mazzini showing
through the whole thing from beneath a crust of the most
insubstantial scraps of French socialism. What is more, the Italian
rules had by and large been adopted, whose aim, apart from all
their other faults, was really something quite impossible, a sort of
central government of the European working classes (with Mazzini
in the background, of course). I remonstrated mildly, and, after
prolonged debate, Eccarius proposed that the Sub-Committee
should subject the thing to further ‘editing’. However, the
‘seNTiMENTS expressed in Lubez’ pecLaraTion were carried.

Two days later, on 20 October, Cremer representing England,
Fontana (Italy) and Le Lubez met at my house. (Weston was
unable to be present.) I had not previously had the papers (Wolff’s
and Le Lubez’) in my hands, so could not prepare anything; but I
was absolutely determined that not ong sincLE Line of the stuff should
be allowed to stand if I could help it. To gain time, I proposed
that before we ‘edited’ the preamble, we ought to ‘discuss’ the rurEs.
This was done. It was 1 o’clock in the morning before the first of
the 40 ruLes was adopted. Cremer said (and that was my whole aim):
we have nothing to put before the committee that is to meet on
25 October. We must postpone it until 1 November. But the
Sub-Committee can meet on 27 October and attempt to reach a
definite conclusion. This was agreed and the ‘papers’ were
‘bequeathed’ to me for my perusal.

2 danger in delay (Livy, History of Rome, Vol. XXXVIII, Chap. 25)
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I could see it was impossible to make anything out of the stuff.
In order to justify the extremely peculiar way in which I intended
to edit the sentivents that had already been ‘carried’, I wrote An
Appress To THE WorkinG Crasses ® (which was not in the original plan; a
SORT OF REVIEW OF THE ADVENTURES OF THE WORKING CLASSES SINCE 1845); on the
pretext that all the necessary facts were contained in this ‘Address’
and that we ought not to repeat the same things three times over,
I altered the whole preamble, threw out the déclaration des principes
and finally replaced the 40 ruies by 10. Insofar as INTERNATIONAL
Pourtics is mentioned in the ‘Address’, I refer to counrtries and not
to ~aTionauTies, and denounce Russia, not the minores gentium?
The Sub-Committee adopted all my proposals. I was, however,
obliged to insert two sentences about ‘puty’ and ‘ricuT’, and ditto
about ‘rruTH. MORALITY AND JusTIcE’ in the preamble to the rules,® but
these are so placed that they can do no harm.”

At the meeting of the General Committee my ‘Appress’, etc., was
adopted with great enthusiasm (unanmouscy). The debate on the form
of publication, etc., is to take place next Tuesday. Le Lubez has a
copy of the ‘Address’ for translation into French and Fontana one
for translation into Italian. (For a start there is a weekly caLiep
Bee-Hives edited by Trade Unionist Potter, a sort of Moniteur) I am
to translate the stuff into German myself.

It was very difficult to frame the thing so that our view should
appear in a form that would make it accerrasie to the present
outlook of the workers’ movement. In a couple of weeks, the same
people will be having wmeerines on the franchise with Bright and
Cobden. It will take time before the revival of the movement
allows the old boldness of language to be used. We must be fortiter
in re, suaviter in modo! You will get the stuff as soon as it is
printed.

3. Bakunin sends his regards. He left today for Italy where he is
living (Florence). I saw him yesterday for the first time in 16 years.
I must say I liked him very much, more so than previously. With
regard to the Polish movement, he said the Russian government
had needed the movement to keep Russia itself quiet, but had not
counted on anything like an 18-month struggle. They had thus
provoked the affair in Poland. Poland had been defeated by two
things, the influence of Bonaparte and, secondly, the hesitation of

2 K. Marx, ‘Inaugural Address of the Working Men’s International Association’. -
b smaller nations - < K. Marx, ‘Provisional Rules of the Association’. -
d 8 November - € The Bee-Hive Newspaper, No. 160, 5 November 1864. - f strongin
deed, mild in manner
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the Polish aristocracy in openly and unambiguously proclaiming
peasant soctalism from the outset.?* From now on—after the
collapse of the Polish affair—he (Bakunin) will only involve
himself in the socialist movement.

On the whole, he is one of the few people whom after 16 years
I find to have moved forwards and not backwards. I also discussed
Urqubhart’s penunciations with him. (Apropos: the International
Association will probably lead to a rupture between myself and
these friends!?) He inquired a great deal after yourself and
Lupus. When I told him of the latter’s death, he said straightaway
that the movement had suffered an irreplaceable loss.

4. Crisis. By no means burnt out on the Continent yet (esp.
France). Incidentally, what the crises have lost in intensity, they
have now gained in frequency.

Salut.
Your
K. M.
First published in Der Briefwechsel zwischen Printed according to the original
g . . 3, , . . Ly
f’glléngels und K. Marx, Bd Stuttgart Published in English in full for the

first time
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ENGELS TO MARX?®
IN LONDON

Manchester, 7 November 1864

Dear Moor,

Your Frisian solution is quite right, but for one word. In North
Frisian, Kimmang means: look, or eye; these North Frisians are of
a speculative disposition and have substituted the inward horizon
for the outward one, rather as Wagener is now calling for an
‘inward Diippel.”” It is an old sailors’ saying.

The Herwegh and Hatzfeldt papers returned enclosed. What
was the further provocation you refer to which Lassalle inflicted
on the Walachian?® and was suppressed by Emma®? Lassalle’s fatal
error was obviously that he did not throw the hossy ¢ straight on

2 Janko von Racowifa - ® Emma Herwegh - ¢ Helene von Donniges
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the bed in the boarding house and deal with her appropriately, it
was not his fine mind but his Jew’s pizzle she was interested in. It
is yet another of these affairs that only Lassalle could get involved
in. That it was he, who forced the Walachian into the duel, is
doubly crazy.

Old Hatzfeldt’s idea that you should write an apotheosis of the
latterday Redeemer? is really priceless.

The letter from the Solingen worker® was not enclosed.

I cannot wait to see the Address to the Workers,© it must be a
real masterpiece, to judge by what you tell me of the people
involved. But it is good that we are again making contact with
people who do at least represent their class, which is what really
matters ultimately. The effect on the Italians will be particularly
good, as there is some chance that this will at last put an end to
this Dio e popolo® among the workers—it will come as quite a
surprise to the worthy Giuseppe.© Incidentally, I suspect that there
will very soon be a split in this new association between those who
are bourgeois in their thinking and those who are proletarian, the
moment the issues become a little more specific.

Concerning Lupus’ legacy, we had a meeting with the lawyer
this morning® The sum still owing to you will amount to a little
over £200; as soon as I have the money, I shall send most of it to
you. There are still some details we do not know exactly, so we
cannot finally calculate yet. The tax authorities want a list of all
the books, and the exact value of the clock Lupus left. Please send
me something itemising all the larger works and at the end just: so
MANY PAMPHLETS ETC., everything in one cLume.

I must close now, as I have to go to a Directors’ meeting of the
Schiller Institute,” of which I am chairman, as you know, to Mr
Borchardt’s annoyance. Happily, beer has been introduced.

Kind regards to your wife and the girls.

Your
F. E.
First published abridged in Der Briefwech- Printed according to the original
sel zwischen F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, . R L
Stuttgart, 1913 and in full in MEGA, Plubhsbed in English in full for the
Abt. 111, Bd. 3, Berlin, 1930 first time

2 Ferdinand Lassalle -  Carl Klings (see this volume, p. 15) - ¢ K. Marx, ‘Inaugural
Address of the Working Men’s International Association’. - 4 *God and People’ -
¢ Mazzini
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8

ENGELS TO MARX®

IN LONDON
Manchester, 9 November 1864

Dear Moor,

In respect of the legacy,® a further £200 enclosed in 2/2 a £100
banknotes. All being well, there will be approx. £40 to come. Il
send the other two halves as soon as you telegraph receipt.

You will have received the Dagbldtter* with the celebrated article.
Unfortunately, I could not find the 2nd section of the article, but
there was not much in it

The end appears to be approaching at Richmond.?* However, as
long as Lee is not obliged to stay entirely on the defensive, which
in particular means pulling all his troops back from the
Shenandoah Valley as well, and as long as Richmond is not
completely encircled, all the advances Grant makes against the
defences at Richmond or Petersburg will be of little importance. It
is just as it was at Sevastopol, which was not encircled either.”' 1
cannot imagine what Monsieur de Beauregard will do, probably
no more than Hood before him, if as much. I have no confidence
at all in this much-vaunted hero.

I am sending you yesterday’s Guardian®; you must have a look at
the Reuer Committee’s report in it, and see what a difference there
is between Mr Marie’s ateliers nationaux and those of your English
gentlemen.?® In the case of the former, tasks of doubtful utility
were performed, but most of the money that was spent passed into
the hands of the workers, who had lost their jobs. Here, tasks of
similarly doubtful importance (but ultimately of definite utility to
the bourgeoisie) were also performed, but of the £230,000 a mere
£12,100 1s going to pass into the hands of the racrory operativEs, for
whom the whole sum was intended (in other words, just that
which is set down as being for unskiLep tasour). The Acr ror THE
RELIEF OF THE DISTRESSED FACTORY OPERATIVES 1S thus turned into one ror THE
RELIEF OF THE UNDISTRESSED MIDDLE cLAssEs, who thereby save on rates.

All my regards.

Your
F. E.

2 j.e. Dagbladet - ‘Central Executive Relief Committee’, The Manchester Guardian,
No. 5686, 8 November 1864
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[Note by Marx]

Please return this letter, as I am going to file it on account of
the remarks at the end.

First published in Der Briefwechsel zwischen Printed according to the original
F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, Stuttgart, . . Lo
1913 Published in English in full for the
first time
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MARX TO ENGELS?

IN MANCHESTER
[London,] 14 November 1864

Dear Engels,

I have had to stay mainly in bed for almost a week on account of
the carbuncle. The thing is now healing up. However, as the
carbuncle is just below the breast, I still have trouble leaning
forward in order to write. So, to keep it as brief as possible:

1. Please send the enclosed letters addressed to me back to me
(both the one from Schweitzer and the one from Liebknecht) and
reply by return, as the people need our reply as soon as possible.™

My view is that we should promise occasional contributions from
time to time. It is important for us to have a mouthpiece in Berlin,
especially for the sake of the association I was involved in
founding in London,* and for the sake of the book® I am planning
to publish. It is also important that whatever we do, we do it
together.

If you agree with me, you can send me a few lines for these
chaps, or say in a few lines what statement I am to make in your
name.

2. You will receive the ‘Appress’ along with the ‘Provisionar Rures’,
etc.,, in a few days. The thing was not quite so difficult as you
think, because we are dealing with ‘workers’ all the time. The only
LITERARY MAN In the Association is the Englishman, Peter Fox, a
writer and acitator who is, at the same time, one of the people
from The National Reformer (atheist but anti-Holyoake). I am

2 International Working Men’s Association - ® Capital
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sending you the very kind note he passed on to me concerning the
‘Appress’. Mazzini is raThEr piscusTED that his people are among the
signatories, mais il faut faire bonne mine a mauvais jeu?

3. Your stuff from the Guardian® I find most valuable. I had
already pieced this abomination together from the ‘Facrory Rerorrs’,
but only in a most laborious and fragmentary fashion.

4. 2 cories received from the Manchester sowicrror for signing,
etc. In a day or two, I shall send you the signed copies, along with
the list (inventory), etc., which you will then have to record. Of
course, I can no longer reel off a complete list of all the stuff we
left in the flat, etc., and put a value on it.®

That old mumsuc McCulloch has died. I hope the British
Museum buys up his Economicar Lisrary. But no doubt Edinburgh
will get in first.

Salut.

Your
K. M.

I have just come across P. Fox’s letter, which I am enclosing;
please send it back as soon as you have had time to peruse it.

First published in Der Briefwechsel zwischen Printed according to the original

F. . .

Ty e und K. Mary Bd. 3, Swugart, Published in English in full for the
first time
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ENGELS TO MARX
IN LONDON

Manchester, 16 November 1864

Dear Moor,

Glad that the carbuncle is getting better. Let us hope it is the
last. But do take arsenic.

Acknowledgement from the charming private secretary grate-
fully received.

a but one has to grin and bear it - P The Manchester Guardian (see this volume,
p. 21) - ¢ Laura Marx (a reference to Marx’s receipt of money in respect of Wolff’s
legacy; see this volume, p. 20)
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A few lines for Schweitzer enclosed.”® It is a very good thing
that we shall again be getting a voice in the press; also very good
that Liebknecht is going to be co-editor (as long as he is under no
illusions); that does at least provide some safeguard. Meanwhile,
we shall do better if we conceal our enthusiasm, as 1. Liebknecht
1s no diplomat, and one cannot rely too much on his crarvovance,
2. the countess® will, above all, be trying to swamp the paper from
beginning to end with a deliberate ‘apotheosis’,” and 3. we really
must find out first who else has been approached. Perhaps you are
better informed than I am, but in the letters from Liebknecht you
sent me there is no mention of the paper nor of this man
Schweitzer, so I am very much in the dark. For that reason, I have
asked for some clarification about the company we shall be seen to
be keeping. We might after all find ourselves cheek by jowl with
Mr Karl Griin or some such scum.

And what a dreadful tide: Der Socialdemokrat! Why do these
fellows not simply call it the Proletarier?

Enclosed papers returned with thanks. Why haven’t you sent the
Solingen letter© you promised?

Amid the nonsense written by Emma Herwegh,? I notice there is
a further attempt to turn Lassalle into a demi-god, as follows: only
his mighty spirit kept him alive for so long, anyone else would
have given up the ghost 2 hours after being wounded—but you
ask Allen some time about the way peritonitis develops following a
wound, and he will tell you inflammation hardly sets in at all
within 2 hours, and is scarcely ever fatal in less than 24 hours, and
usually not until much later. These people are really given to
deification.

Schaaffhausen in Bonn has given a pretty lecture on man and
apes, pointing out that Asiatic anthropoids have rounded heads,
like the human beings there, but in Africa both are long-headed,
and commenting that, with the present state of knowledge, this is
the strongest argument against the unity of the human race.
Someone ought to try saying that at a gathering of naturalists in
England!

Tt is splendid how Miiller and the Rev. Cappell have made fools
of that gang Kinkel, Juch & Co. even from the gallows. It is a long
time since I have come across anything quite so absurd as the
conduct of these fellows. How fortunate Gottfried © is in the people
whose cases he takes up! First MacDonald, then Miller. And then

2 Sophie von Hatzfeldt - b of Lassalle - ¢ See this volume, pp. 15, 20. - 9 ibid.,
p- 12. - ¢ Gottfried Kinkel
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the way these gentlemen threw their weight around was the
immediate cause of Koehl cutting that other lad’s throat in the
Thames marshes.*® Just you wait and see what a mass of Mares NEsTs
they unearth concerning that affair, too.

Kindest regards to the family.

Your
F. E.
First published abridged in Der Briefwech- Printed according to the original
sel zwischen F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, . . . .
Stuttgart, 1913 and in full in MEGA, Ffub]lshed in English for the first
Abt. 111, Bd. 3, Berlin, 1930 ume
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MARX TO ENGELS
IN MANCHESTER

[London,] 18 November [1864]

Dgar Frep,

1. I am sending the stuff for the soricrror. You will have to copy
the enclosed inventory and put it into whatever shape you think
fie.

2. Ad vocem® Solingen. 1 had put the letter out reany when I
sent you the last but one letter-package, and it hasn’t been ‘seen
any more since then’.© I suspect it has ensconced itself in a
notebook and wie Turn ur one fine morning.

3. Ad vocem Schweitzer.

Is a Dr of Law, formerly of Frankfurt am Main. Published a
confused pamphlet against Vogt in 1859.¢ Subsequently, a social
novel I have not read. Declared his vigorous support for Lassalle.
Later, during Lassalle’s lifetime, he got to know sundry writings of
ours at Liebknecht’s house while staying in Berlin and, even at
that time, sent me a message through Liebknecht saying how
amazed he was at finding that everything about Lassalle that he
liked had been plagiarised.

a See this volume, pp. 20, 23. - b With regard to - ¢ J. W. Goethe, ‘Der Fischer’. -
d J. B. Schweitzer, Widerlegung von Carl Vogts Studien zur gegenwdirtigen Lage
Europa’s. - ¢ J. B. Schweitzer, Lucinde oder Capital und Arbeit.
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I have written, like you, concerning the prospectus of contributors®
Have sent Liebknecht German translation of the address of the
InternaTiONaL CommiTTeE at the same time, with a view to eventual
publication in the paper. (The stuff will appear today or tomorrow
and will be sent to you.?)

As far as Lassalle’s apotheosis is concerned,” the Hamburg
Nordstern, edited by that jackass Bruhn (who at the same time
continues to print Heinzen’s eLucusraTions, as though nothing had
happened), is exclusively dedicated to this matter just as before,
and the Social-Demokrat can scarcely compete with it in that
respect.

Old Hatzfeldt seems to be most disappointed by the letter I sent
in reply to her ‘ploy’, although it was most delicate and
considerate in tone. Since that time, she has—kept silence.

Social-Demokrat is a bad title. But there is no need to throw away
the best titles immediately on things that may prove to be ramLures.

Wilhelm Liebknecht is an unquestionably big man among the
Berlin workers, as you can see from the Berlin correspondence of
The Morning Star. I am only afraid he will soon be sent packing.

4. Ad vocem Peritonitis® it says in Andral: ‘Clinique Médicale”:
‘La Péritonite aigué ... en certains cas un petit nombre d’heures
s’écoulent entre I'époque de l'invasion de la maladie et celle de la
mort, tandis que d’autres fois la péritonite, toujours aigué par ses
symptomes, ne devient mortelle qu'au bout de 30 a 40 jours.’*

And under the rubric:

‘Péritonite par violence extérieure’’ he describes the case of a
Parisian worker who was kicked in the stomach by a horse, in the
region of his navel. Was only taken to the Charité® le surlende-
main, ‘offre tous les symptémes d’'une phlegmasie aigué du
péritoine’® (later confirmed by ouverture du cadavre’). Died du 5-éme
au 6-éme jour, and amongst the general osservaTions concerning this
case, it says: ‘jusqu’au dernier moment, on n’observe aucun trouble
des facultés intellectuelles et sensoriales.’*

f

2 K. Marx, ‘Inaugural Address of the Working Men’s International Association’. -
b See this volume, pp. 20, 24. - ¢ ibid., p. 12. - d ibid., p. 24. - € ‘Acute peritonitis
.. in some cases just a few hours elapse between the onset of the disease and death,
whereas on other occasions peritonitis, which is always acute in its symptoms, does not
cause death for from 30 to 40 days.” - f ‘Peritonitis due to external violence’ -
& hospital in Paris - b two days later, ‘exhibits all the symptoms of acute phlegmasia of
the peritoneum’ - i autopsy - | on the 5th or 6th day - ¥ ‘until the very last, no
disturbance of the mind or senses is observed’ (see G. Andral, Clinique médicale, ou
choix d’observations recueillies a Uhopital de la Charité (clinique de M. Lerminier), t. 4,
Paris, 1827, pp. 511, 532, 533)
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5. Take care to keep the enclosed memorandum for student
Blind published in a rag in which he has puffed himself up with
surpassing zeal since 1859.% This ‘Beobachter est le ‘grand’ organe
de la démocratie Suabaise®!

6. Prof. Huber has held his ‘labour convention’ with asour 100
workers’ associations. He is conservative in politics but a co-
operator as far as Pourmicar Economy is concerned. His Leipzig
Convention nearly ended in a real ‘thrashing’ for Huber and his
comrades, with the great majority declaring themselves to be
‘radical’ in politics.*

7. 1 gather all kinds of things have been published by the
commrtTeE in Manchester about the corronramine**—I mean mw
REGARD To THE workINGMEN. Can you get hold of it for me?

8. My chest still hurts me when I write and lean forward. Hence
this ‘itemised’ letter.

Regards to Gumpert.

Ditto to Madame Lizzy."

Your
K. M.

[Enclosure: List relating to W. Wolff’s Legacy]

SILVER WATCH tiiiiitreitiaiieieseeacetasesscaassocssanensssonsancssorssncssssoncansasnnss £2
Books:

Schlosser, Weltgeschichte .............cccccccocvvviiiiiinicininniiniinnnn. £1 10s.
Schleiden, STUALEN ......oooovneeiiieeeeeee e 3s.
Schiller’s Werke ........oooovevveeeeeiiaiiiieeiieeeeeee e eeeeie e, 10s.
Duller, Geschichte des Deutschen Volkes .........ccoooveeiiiienneiiinnnn.. 5s.
Duncker, Geschichte ...........cccovoeeeieeieriiiieeieeiiiieiee e, £1
Mommsen, Geschichie .........ccceieeeeeemiiiieieeeiiiiirieeeeeeeeeraiannss 10s.
Schoemann, Griechische Alterthlimer ...........ccoooooovviveeceiiinnnn, 5s.
Lange, Romische Alterthiimer .........cccccoooivviiiiiniinannncnnn. 3s.
Preller, Griechische Mythologie ..............c.occcvviniiiinnniinnnnnn. 5s.
Nosselt, Weltgeschichte ..o 4s.
Volter, Geographie ..............ccccoovvmiiiiiiiniiiiiiiniiiiiiec e, Bs.
Mortimer-Ternaux, Histoire de la Terreur, 2 v. ....ccccovnnn...... 5s.
Arago, Astronomie Populaire...........cco.ooovvivviiiiiiniiniiinn, 10s.
MUIET, PRYSIE ....oveeeeiiiiiie ittt e inae e 3s.
Baer, Magnetismus ...........cc.coccoeovmiiiiininiiiiiie e Ls.
Figuier, Année scientifique, 3 vol. ........c.coovvviiiinnninninnn, bs.

a is the ‘grand’ organ of Swabian democracy - P Lizzy Burns



28 11. Marx to Engels. 18 November 1864

Mignet, Révolution frangaise ............cccooevvervnvninnreneicennnnnn.. Bs.
Egli, Handelsgeographie...................c.ccovvniniiniinninniicninnnns 2s.
Ritter, EUropa ........ccccocvuimmiiiiiinniiiicciiiiinncceeesinnaee e 3s.
Cotta, Geologische Briefe ............oovciviviimmiiiiniiinanieiieis 2s.
Garrido, SPpanien ..........coccoecovviiiiiiiiciniiini 1s.
Freytag, Bilder aus dem Leben des Volkes ..o 2s.
Moleschott, Lehre der Nahrungsmittel ............cccoovveviiiinnnnin. 3s.
Harting, Die Macht des Kleinen ...........c.cccccoeviiiiiniiiinnnnnn, 1s.
Grube, Biographieen aus der Naturkunde ..............cocccoueenennin. Is.
Reisen des Marco Polo ..........ooeeeeeeieieiiieieeiiiceeee e 1s.
Kiesselbach, Gang des Welthandels........................cccccccooin. s,
Jacobs, Hellas..............ccccccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicciicene Is.
Smith, English Latin Lexicon .......cccocoovveeviirinicicniiccinnnene. Bs.
Rost, Griechisch-Deutsches Lexicon.........cooeeveeeevveeeeiinaaaaenennn. Bs.
Giebel, Sdugethiere ............cccccccoovviiiiimniniiiiiiniee e Bs.
Tschudi, Thierleben der Alpenwelt ...........c.occoovviviiiiinnnnnnn, Bs.
Freytag, Soll und Haben ..........c.ccccocooivviniiniinnniiniiiienn, 2s.
Pauli, Bilder aus England..............ccccooivvininiiinnniiniininnn, 1s.
Overbeck, Pompeji .........ccooecviviiiiiiiiiiiic 10s.
Guhl, Leben der Griechen und Romer.........c.cooeeeeveueeeeneniiinenennnn. 10s.
Lau, SULG oot Is.
Macauley, History of England .............c.c.ocooovviniiiniinnnn, 10s.
Frankenheim, Vilkerkunde ............ooooueviveeeeeeiiaeaiiiaaaivennnnnnn, 1s.
Stieler’s Handatlas.........cooeoeeeeeeereeieieeeeeeiieieeeesieeeiiiiineesesenons £1 10s.
Berghaus, Physikalischer Schulatlas ..............cccoooocveiieannine Bs.
Spruner, Historischer Schulatlas............ccoccooivivivecininnnnnin, Bs.
MOZIN, DICLIONMAITE ..oooveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e eeees e e aearaneeens £1

DD PAMPHLETS +evuvatvrnventeeeensinseseeiaertesensrnsesnesnennnssnerssssnnnserneranese 10s.
102 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLBOOKS 1crreeersiuimeniecrerseessaanienenseeeeesssaninane £31

I have put a much higher valuation on the stuff than it would
fetch if sold, what with the selling-price of stconpHanp Books in
England. On the other hand, all kinds of things are missing that I
have not been able to remember. There is thus comrensaTion. If you
want to add anything regarding the other goods and chattels,
please do so.

First published abridged in Der Briefwech- Printed according to the original
sel zwischen F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, . . X .
Stuttgart, 1913 and in full in MEGA, Published in English for the first

Abt. 111, Bd. 3, Berlin, 1930 time
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ENGELS TO MARX
IN LONDON

Manchester, 22 November 1864

Dear Moor,

I received enclosed today from Schweitzer.?’ Herwegh and

Hess—fine company. As things stand and as I am not very
familiar with the exact circumstances, I shall have to leave it to you
to answer the man on behalf of both of us as he wants his answer by
recurn. Moses® of all people!

Please return the letter to me and let me know what you have
written, and I can then confirm your statement to him later on.

Solicitor’s stuff received.?

Kindest regards.

Your
F. E.
First published in Der Briefwechsel zwischen Printed according to the original
F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, Stuttgart, . . . .
lglsnge b s uttgar Published in English for the first
time
13

MARX TO ENGELS
IN MANCHESTER

{London, 24 November 1864]

Dear Frepruick,

Letter from the old Hatzfeldt woman enclosed, which I would
like sent back by return*?

Also enclosed the letter from the man in Solingen® which has
turned up again, and Schweitzer’s letter.

2 Moses Hess - P See this volume, p. 15.
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I sent off 3 ‘Addresses’® to you today, 1 for yourself, 1 for
Gumpert and 1 for Ernest Jones. If you can distribute some more
anywhere (gratis), you only have to ask.

As for Schweitzer, I have written—not to him but to Liebk-
necht—that we both dislike the company, but we intend For A NoNcE
to adopt bonne mine & mauvais jew" but to disown them immediately
as soon as they do anything silly. I also ask why Bucher and
especially Rodbertus are not among them!*

Moses® and Herwegh (who are, incidentally, of some stature,
compared with B. and Ph. Becker, v a LiTerary sense) are, after all,
more highly regarded by people in Germany than by us. At least,
one cannot publicly denigrate them, as one can fellows like Griin,
etc.

In great haste.

Salut.

Your
K. M.

I have just been obliged to write long letter to the old woman*
to extricate myself from the Blind affair she has tried to involve
me in. Student Blind has, of course, not let the opportunity slip by
of puffing himself up, by issuing a ‘protest’ in the name of the
Republic® and selecting a few passages from Lassalle’s speeches
which are indeed quite sickeningly royalist.** Also to advise her
against reproducing the ‘wanted’ portraits of her enemies.*

First published in Der Briefwechsel zwischen Printed according to the original

F. Engels und K. Marx, Bd. 3, Stuttgart, . . . .

1913 Published in English for the first
time

2 K. Marx, ‘Inaugural Address of the Working Men’s International Association’. -
b an attitude of grin and bear it - < Moses Hess - ¢ Sophie von Hatzfeldt - ¢ [‘A
Republican Protest’,] Neue Frankfurter Zeitung, No. 270, 29 September 1864;
‘Republikanischer Protest’, Hermann, No. 2407, 8 October 1864; Die Westliche Post,
October-beginning of November 1864.
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MARX TO SOPHIE VON HATZFELDT
IN BERLIN

London, 24 November 1864
1 Modena Villas, Maitland Park,
Haverstock Hill

My dear Countess,

I have just informed you by telegraph* (to avoid all delay in
reply) of my view that the two photograms of von R. et Co.
should, in no circumstances, appear together with Lassalle’s in the
pamphlet. It would, on the one hand, dishonour the deceased,
and, on the other, give the publication a gaudy appearance which
should be avoided completely. Furthermore, as you know, ‘contra
hostem vindicatio aeterna sit’® 1s my motto too, but, for revenge to
be successfully executed, it is advisable not to initiate the public in
one’s vindictive ‘intent’.*’

‘Ex ossibus ultor’< would seem to me the best ttle for Lassalle’s
portrait. They were also my last words spoken at the graveside
of my never-to-be-forgotten friend W. Wolff*" some six months
ago.

As regards ex-student Blind, that fellow who made himself
known before 1848 by peddling Heinzen’s nonsense and as the
homme entretenu® of the wife of the Jewish banker Cohen ¢ (whom
he later married in London), so I would ask you to remember that
in my piece Herr Vogt (see pp. 58-69 and Appendices 9 and 11)* I
do not merely describe this student Blind as a ‘deliberate liar’, but 1
prove by reference to legal documents that this wretched man
fabricated ‘false witness’ to cast suspicion on myself and to extricate
his neck from a noose that this creature had made for himself for
the purpose of merely making himself look big (which is indeed this
rascal’s sole purpose in every public step, or rather crawl, he
undertakes).*®

Then Blind succeeded in deflecting the catastrophe of his

a Janko von Racowifa and Helene von Dénniges - P A paraphrase of an article
from the Twelve Tables (a code of law of ancient Rome) which says: ‘Adversus
hostem aeterna auctoritas [esto]' (III, 7); Marx uses the word vindicatio in the sense
of revenge. - ¢ ‘Let the avenger rise’ (Virgil, Aeneid, IV, 625: ‘ex oriare aliquis
nostrius ex ossibus ultor’).- 4 kept man - ¢ Friederike Ettlinger, Cohen’s and later
Karl Blind’s wife - f See present edition, Vol. 17, pp. 116-32, 315, 317-20.
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political operations—by simply saying nothing. In this he was
sustained firstly by the fact that Freiligrath (this entre nous®)
unfortunately continued to parade publicly as his friend, and that
Lassalle, although I had strongly urged him to do so, neglected to
force my pillorying of Blind dune maniére ou d'une autre® on the
attention of the German public.* This appeared necessary to me
because the liberal press in Germany instinctively took the side of
a scoundrel like Blind, and therefore sought to hush up my attack.
Lassalle considered Blind too insignificant. It was only later that
he discovered that there are times when one cannot decline a
‘combat with a flea’.*

When Lassalle was here in London,® he sought to enlighten
Louis Blanc and Mazzini about Blind on his personal visits to
them, but in vain. The man is exactly what Mazzini, Ledru, etc.,
had hoped, but failed, to find in the other Germans of standing, a
servile lackey and sycophant. Through his relations with these
people he makes the English think that he represents Germany,
and he impresses the Germans by his boasting here. Yet the whole
of this fellow’s activity consists in writing, in conjunction with 3 or
4 South Germans,® from, for and about ‘Karl Blind’ and, at every
possible opportunity, to force on the English, Germans and
Americans his ‘unofficial judgment’ as the self-appointed rep-
resentative of ‘German republicanism’ (a party, which is well known
to exist only on the moon, since the German bourgeois is
interested in a constitutional monarchy, the feudal lord in an
aristocratic monarchy, and the worker in general not in mere forms
of state, but in the form of state as the expression of economic
social conditions, and, at all events, has never recognised
ex-student Blind as representative). He is a true master of
dictating letters to one of his 6 satellites,! in which they call on the
said, etc., ‘Karl Blind’ to do this or that, or congratulate him on
this or that, and then—by oversight or otnerwise—the replies from
the same Karl Blind gain entry to the press.

As one of the ‘vounc MeN’ who were active in the service of
F. Hecker, Blind learnt that art, which is by no means rare among
the South Germans, of self-defamation and creating a spurious
PusLic Orpinion about people who are essentially nonentities. In
London he thought himself far enough advanced along the road
or to have served long enough in the ‘Democratic cause’ to

2 between ourselves - ® in one way or another - ¢ Heinrich Heine, Atta Troll. Ein
Sommernachistraum, 11. - ¢ Marx presumably has in mind, first and foremost, Eduard
Bronner and Karl Heinrich Schaible.
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exploit for himself those arts he had acquired in the service of
others.

Regarding his education, it is, as I told Lassalle during his
sojourn here, that of a Baden publican® who has read Rotteck’s
Weltgeschichte, Welker’s Staatslexithon and Mr Struve’s republican
Almanac.”

In his manoeuvres in Germany Mr Blind enjoys the particular
support of Mr Gustav Rasch of Berlin.

Bernhard Becker, as the former susebiror of the London
Hermann, best knows how Blind composed with his own fair hand
the paeans of praise to himself that appeared e.g. in the Hermann.
He does this mostly and on average. By way of variation he will
occasionally get a certain Dr Bronner in Bradford or his Schaible
(see ‘Herr Vogt’) via London to put their names to his epistles. All
the agitation of this person is nothing but a tissue of lies,
self-deception and hot air. In this field, however, he has no rivals.
He demonstrated the height of his dexterity when Garibaldi
visited London."” He first spread the rumour in the English
papers that he was an intimate friend of Garibaldi. Imposing
himself as is his custom, he issued ‘addresses’ to Garibaldi from
London and you know that in his kind-hearted naivety Garibaldi
will write a nice letter back to anyone. Then he descends on the
Isle of Wight (before Garibaldi made his ceremonial entry to
London), and ‘appoints’ with him the date on which Garibaldi
would receive the German deputation (Blind, you see, had so
arranged things as to get a few Germans, including Kinkel and
unfortunately my friend Freiligrath as well, to elect him as the
leader of a deputation) and at the same time sends mysterious
hints to some London papers¢ that Garibaldi was ‘cLoseTep” wiTH HIs
rrienp (Blind) and, of course, settled some very important affairs
of state with him.** But Blind’s masterstroke is still to come. As
serving-man to the European ‘kings of democracy’? (for so he
designates Mazzini, Ledru Rollin, Louis Blanc, and indeed comparen
wrth student Blind even they are ‘great men’€), our Baden trickster
manages so to arrange things that he, as a member of the society
and a leader, fetches Garibaldi from the Duke of Sutherland’s,
where he is staying, and escorts him in the Duke’s State Carriage

2 An allusion to Karl Blind’s father, Johann Adam Blind who was a publican in
Mannheim. - b G. Struve, Die neue Zeit. Ein Volkskalender auf das Jahr 1. - ¢ ‘Interview
of Karl Blind with Garibaldi’, The Moming Advertiser, No. 22726, 11 April
1864. - 4 Marx quotes Karl Blind - ¢ Cf. the title of Marx and Engels’ pamphlet: The
Great Men of the Exile (present edition, Vol. 11, pp. 227-326).
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to Ledru Rollin and Louis Blanc. He seizes the opportunity to
have the carriage stand for a while outside Mr Blind’s house for
Garibaldi to ‘pay nis comrrivents To Madame Karl Blind’. By skilful
manaceMenT all this even appears in The Times? and at the moment
when Garibaldi is being idolized by all London. Perhaps you recall
how ‘Rameau’, the nephew, in Diderot’s wonderful piece, bursts
out in admiration at the genius of Bouret, the general tax-
collector, who cunningly devised a way to disaffect his little dog
from himself and make it prefer the minister! This Garibaldi-farce
was Blind’s Bouret-prank! It is my belief that from that time on he
began bona fide to think himself a great man! He has really got
hold of something with Schleswig-Holstein! Did you not know
then that for years Blind has been deriving his chief importance
from acting as a ‘representative’ for Schleswig-Holstein against
Denmark, saying ‘he’ had ‘forced’ the German tyrants into war
against Denmark,’ and that was why friend Rasch dedicated his
piece about the ‘orphaned’ kith and kin® to him! Did you not
know that in the Prussian House Prof. Virchow (probably at Mr
Rasch’s instigation) cited Blind’s great influence in the Schleswig-
Holstein affair® as proof of what a single man can do by his own
efforts for a whole nation! The shameless man had made those
German jackasses believe that he had got the English to change
their view of Schleswig-Holstein! His feeble leaflets about Schles-
wig-Holstein are just about (and that is saying something) the most
stupid thing that has appeared in this wune. (Incidentally, Mr
ex-student’s best friend and associate is that lout Karl Heinzen in
America, whose business for 20 years past has been to slander me
in a manner such as even Lassalle never experienced. I have never
thought it worth the trouble to reply to this fellow, but I was
astonished that the Nordstern—for a long time also a major
mouthpiece for student Blind—is constantly printing Heinzen’s
filth, which is extremely hostile to the principles of the workers’
party, and generally makes propaganda for Mr Heinzen.)

But Garibaldi, Schleswig-Holstein, America, Lassalle, all are for
the ex-student only a pretext for puffing up his own self-
importance! The modest fellow wrote in his own fair hand a short
while ago to the ‘Glasgow Sentinel’ that the whole of Europe

2 ‘General Garibaldi’, The Times 19 April 1864. - b G. Rasch, Vom verlassenen
Bruderstamm. Das dinische Regiment in Schleswig-Holstein, Bd. 1-3; Vom verrathenen
Bruderstamm. Der Krieg in Schleswig-Holstein im Jahre 1864. Bd. 1-2. - < R. Virchow’s
speech in the House of Representatives on 9 December 1863. In: Stenographische
Berichte diber die Verhandlungen der [..] beiden Hiuser des Landtages, Haus der
Abgeordneten, 13 Sitzung, Bd. 1.
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(literally) was not yet divided into two hostile camps with regard to
‘Karl Blind’, but that a tiers parti existed in this respect, too!” In
The Observer he describes himself as ‘THE ILLUSTRIOUS CHIEF OF THE
German RepuBLicans’.”

A few more little touches to the description of this man, who, if
one views him aright, is a highly comical character.

After his success with Garibaldi Mr Kare Bunp joinep THE
SuakespEare CommirTee,”® as was stated in the Athenaeum! He had
now clearly progressed to the status of ‘literary’ representative of
Germany, too!

During the skirmish in Baden (1849),** Struve, as he himself
recounts in a piece about the ‘Baden revolution’, sent the ‘young
man’, as he calls Blind, as Under-Secretary to Schiitz, who had
been appointed Secretary, from Mainz to Paris, to rescue
ex-student Blind from conflict with Brentano. The government to
which Blind was directed as Under-Secretary to Secretary
Schiitz,—the provisional government no longer existed when Secretary
and Under-Secretary arrived in Paris. Nevertheless, in mysterious
hints in English papers, he let it be understood that he held an
important diplomatic post as agent of the German ‘republican
government’ in Paris!

In the first few years after 1849 he lived in Belgium with his
present wife. Since this woman has children from her marriage to
the dead banker (and they inherited) and she also has children by
Blind (at that time st<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>