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8 Frederick Engels 

philosophical" Democrats and Shopocrats of Germany. This "Impe­
rial" government holds its sittings in a public house in Berne in 
Switzerland,1 and has about as much power as the two preceding. 
Fourthly, there is what is called the Three-Kings'-League,12 or the 
"Confined (or Refined, I don't know which) Federal State", got up 
for the purpose of making the King of Prussiab Emperor overall the 
lesser states of Germany. It is called the "Three-Kings'-League", 
because all kings, with the exception of the King of Prussia, are 
opposed to it! and it calls itself the "Confined Federal State", 
because, although travailing in birth ever since the 28th of May last,13 

there is no hope of its ever producing anything likely to live!! There 
are, fifthly, the Four Kings, of Hanover, Saxony, Bavaria, and 
Wurtemberg, r who are determined to do as they like themselves, and 
not to submit to any of the above "Central Impotencies"; and lastly, 
there is Austria, trying every means to keep up her supremacy in 
Germany, and supporting, therefore, the Four Kings in their efforts 
for independence from Prussian ascendancy. The real governments, 
in the meantime, those who hold the power, are Austria and Prussia. 
They rule Germany by military despotism, and make and unmake 
laws at their liking. Between their dominions and dependencies lie, 
as quasi neutral ground, the four kingdoms, and it will be upon this 
ground, and particularly in Saxony, that the pretensions of the two 
great powers will meet each other. There is, however, no chance of a 
serious conflict- between them. Austria and Prussia, both, know too 
well that their forces must remain united if they want to keep down 
the revolutionary spirit spread all over Germany, Hungary, and 
those parts of Poland belonging to the powers in question. In case of 
need, besides, "our beloved brother-in-law",0 the orthodox Czar of 
all the Russias, would step in and forbid his lords-lieutenant of 
Austria and Prussia to quarrel any more amongst themselves. 

This never equalled confusion of governments, of pretensions, of 
claims, of German Federal Law, has, however, one enormous 
advantage. The German Republicans were, up to this time, divided 
into Federalists and Unitarians; the first having their principal force 
in the south. The confusion ensuing upon every attempt to 
re-organise Germany into a Federative State, must make it evident 
that any such plan will prove abortive, impracticable, and foolish, 
and that Germany is too advanced in civilisation to be governable 

a See this volume, p. 249.— Ed. 
b Frederick William IV.— Ed. 
c Ernest Augustus, Frederick Augustus II, Maximilian II, William I.— Ed. 
d The reference is to Nicholas I, married to Frederick William IV's sister.— Ed. 
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under any form but the German Republic, One and Indivisible, 
Democratic and Social. 

I should have liked to have said a few words on the acquittal of 
Waldeck and Jacoby,14 but want of room prevents me doing so. 
Suffice it to say, that for at least some months to come it will be quite 
impossible for the government in Prussia to obtain in political trials a 
verdict of guilty, excepting, perhaps, in some remote corners where 
the jury-class are as fanaticised as the Orangemen of Ulster.15 
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"transactions" are proposed; in vain. At last an amendment is come 
to, which seems to satisfy all parties more or less. The majority, not 
quite sure as to the consequences of a rupture with the President, 
and having, as yet, not quite concluded the compact which is to unite 
the Legitimists and Orleanists into one party, seems to recoil a little, 
and to be ready to grant the money in another shape. The discussion 
is to come off on Monday; what the result will be no one can say. 
However, a serious rupture with Napoleon is, I think, not yet in the 
line of policy of the royalist majority. 

The compact which is to unite the Orleanists and Legitimists, the 
younger and the elder branch of the house of Bourbon, is, at 
present, more than ever spoken of. It is a fact that most active 
negotiations are carried on with regard to this subject. The journey 
of Messrs. Thiers, Guizot, and others to the death-bed of Louis 
Philippe, at St. Leonards, had no other object than this. I shall not 
repeat to you the various versions as to the state of this affair, and the 
results obtained by the journey above mentioned. The daily papers 
have said more than enough about that. A fact, however, it is, that 
the Orleanist and Legitimist parties are in France pretty much 
agreed as to the conditions, and that the only difficulty is to have 
these conditions adopted by the two rival branches. Henry, Duke of 
Bordeaux,3 is to be made king, and as he has no children, the 
adoption of the Count of Paris, grandson of Louis Philippe, and heir 
to the throne by regular succession, is a matter almost of course, and 
offering no difficulties. The tricolour flag, besides, is to be 
maintained. The expected death of old Louis Philippe would 
facilitate this solution. He seems to have submitted to it, and the 
Duke of Bordeaux, too, appears to have accepted the agreement. 
The Duchess of Orleans, mother of the Count of Paris, and her 
brother-in-law, Joinville, are said to be the only obstacles in the way 
of a settlement. Louis Napoleon is to be paid off with ten millions of 
hard cash. 

There is no doubt but this, or a similar settlement, will finally be 
come to; and as soon as this is done, the direct attack upon the 
Republic will follow. In the meantime, a preliminary engagement is 
to be commenced by the councils-general of the departments. They 
have been just called together before their regular time of meeting, 
and are expected to call upon the National Assembly to revise the 
constitution. The same thing was considered last year, but thought 
premature by the councils themselves. There is no doubt they will 
show considerably more pluck this time, particularly after the 

a Count Chambord.— Ed. 
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successful blow at the Suffrage. And then the occasion will come for 
the people to show that if they abstained from showing their power 
for a time, they are not willing to be thrust back to the most infamous 
epoch of the Restoration. 

P.S.— I have just read a small pamphlet sold at three sous 
(halfpence) and given out gratis with the République. This pamphlet 
contains the most astounding disclosures as to the plots and 
conspiracies of the royalists, as far back as the spring of 1848. It is by 
one Borme,52 a witness examined in the trial of Barbes and Blanqui, 
at Bourges.53 He confesses himself a paid royalist agent, who at that 
trial committed gross perjury. He contends that the whole move­
ment of the 15th of May, 1848, originated with the royalists, and 
many other things of a most curious character. There is something, 
too, which regards The Times. Borme gives name and address. He 
lives in Paris. The pamphlet is one which must call forth more 
disclosures still. I call your most earnest attention to it. 
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VIII 

[The Democratic Review, August 1850] 

Paris, July 23, 1850 

As I anticipated in my last, the dotation to Louis Bonaparte 
finally passed the Assembly—in substance allowing him the sum he 
wanted, in form humiliating him deeply before the eyes of all 
France.54 The Assembly then resumed its work of repression—tak­
ing up the press law. Atrocious as this law was when produced from 
the hand of its originator, M. Baroche, it was innocent and harmless 
compared with what the spite of the majority has made it. The 
majority, in its furious and yet impotent hatred against the press, has 
dealt out its blows almost blindfolded, not caring whether it hits the 
"good" or the "bad" press. Thus the "law of hatred" has been 
enacted. The caution money is raised. The stamp is re-established on 
newspapers. An extra stamp is put upon the "roman-feuilleton", 
that part of the newspaper which is dedicated to the publication of 
novels—a measure which would be quite incomprehensible if it was 
not a reply to the election of Eugène Sue, the effect of whose socialist 
novels has not yet been forgotten by the majority. All works 
published in weekly numbers or monthly parts of less than a certain 
size, are subjected to the stamp in the same manner as newspapers. 
And lastly, every paragraph appearing in a newspaper must be 
provided with the signature of the author. 

This law, as the blind fury of the majority has made it, falls heavily, 
not only upon the socialist and republican press, but on the 
counter-revolutionary press: and perhaps far more heavily upon this 
than upon the opposition press. The names of the republican writers 
are pretty well known, and it matters little whether they sign their 
paragraphs or not; but let the Journal des Débats, the Assemblée 
nationale, the Pouvoir, the Constitutionnel, 8cc, be obliged to come out 
with the names of their contributors, and their leaders will 
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proclaim a communist government. The general alarm is sound­
ed—Ledru-Rollin, Marrast and Lamartine later contended for the 
honour of having initiated this—and in an hour 100,000 men are 
under arms; the Hôtel de Ville is occupied at all points by the National 
Guard; the cry: Down with the Communists! Down with Louis Blanc, 
with Blanqui, with Raspail, with Cabet! thunders throughout Paris. 
Innumerable deputations pay homage to the Provisional Govern­
ment, all ready to save the fatherland and society. When the workers 
finally appear before the Hôtel de Ville, in order to hand over to the 
Provisional Government a patriotic collection which they had made 
in the Field of Mars, they learn to their amazement that bourgeois 
Paris had defeated their shadow in a very carefully calculated sham 
battle. The terrible attempt of April 16 furnished the excuse for 
recalling the army to Paris—the real purpose of the clumsily staged 
comedy — and for the reactionary federalist demonstrations in the 
provinces. 

On May 4 the National Assembly* the result of the direct general 
elections, convened. Universal suffrage did not possess the magic 
power which republicans of the old school had ascribed to it. They 
saw in the whole of France, at least in the majority of Frenchmen, 
citoyens with the same interests, the same understanding, etc. This 
was their cult of the people. Instead of their imaginary people, the 
elections brought the real people to the light of day, that is, 
representatives of the different classes into which it falls. We have 
seen why peasants and petty bourgeois had to vote under the 
leadership of a bourgeoisie spoiling for a fight and of big landowners 
frantic for restoration. But if universal suffrage was not the 
miracle-working magic wand for which the republican worthies had 
taken it, it possessed the incomparably higher merit of unchaining 
the class struggle, of letting the various middle strata of bourgeois 
society rapidly get over their illusions and disappointments, of 
tossing all the sections of the exploiting class at one throw to the apex 
of the state, and thus tearing from them their deceptive mask, 
whereas the monarchy with its property qualifications only let certain 
factions of the bourgeoisie compromise themselves, allowing the 
others to lie hidden behind the scenes and surrounding them with 
the halo of a common opposition. 

In the Constituent National Assembly, which met on May 4, the 
bourgeois republicans, the republicans of the National, had the upper 
hand. Even Legitimists and Orleanists77 at first dared to show 

Here and below (up to p. 94) the reference is to the Constituent National 
Assembly which was in office between May 4, 1848, and May 1849.— Ed. 
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themselves only under the mask of bourgeois republicanism. The 
fight against the proletariat could be undertaken only in the name of 
the republic. 

The republic dates from May 4, not from February 25, that is, the 
republic recognised by the French people; it is not the republic which 
the Paris proletariat thrust upon the Provisional Government, not 
the republic with social institutions, not the vision which hovered 
before the fighters on the barricades. The republic proclaimed by 
the National Assembly, the sole legitimate republic, is a republic 
which is no revolutionary weapon against the bourgeois order, but 
rather its political reconstitution, the political reconsolidation of 
bourgeois society, in a word, a bourgeois republic. This contention 
resounded from the tribune of the National Assembly, and in the 
entire republican and anti-republican bourgeois press it found its 
echo. 

And we have seen how the February republic in reality was not and 
could not be other than a bourgeois republic; how the Provisional 
Government, nevertheless, was forced by the immediate pressure of 
the proletariat to announce it as a republic with social institutions; how 
the Paris proletariat was still incapable of going beyond the 
bourgeois republic otherwise than in its fancy, in imagination; how 
everywhere it acted in its service when it really came to action; how 
the promises made to it became an unbearable danger for the new 
republic; how the whole life process of the Provisional Government 
was comprised in a continuous fight against the demands of the 
proletariat. 

In the National Assembly all France sat in judgment upon the 
Paris proletariat. The Assembly broke immediately with the social 
illusions of the February Revolution; it roundly proclaimed the 
bourgeois republic, nothing but the bourgeois republic. It at once 
excluded the representatives of the proletariat, Louis Blanc and 
Albert, from the Executive Commission 78 appointed by it; it threw 
out the proposal for a special Labour Ministry, and received with 
acclamation the statement of the Minister Trélat: "Now it is only a 
matter of leading labour back to its old conditions."* 

But all this was not enough. The February republic was won by the 
workers with the passive support of the bourgeoisie. The pro­
letarians rightly regarded themselves as the victors of February, and 
they made the arrogant claims of victors. They had to be vanquished 

a From Trélat's speech made in the Constituent Assembly on June 20, 1848. Marx 
is quoting his own article published in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung No. 29, June 29, 
1848 (see present edition, Vol. 7, p. 148).— Ed. 
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Roman revolutionists was to smite the allies of the French 
revolutionists; the alliance of the counter-revolutionary classes in the 
constituted French republic was necessarily supplemented by the 
alliance of the French republic with the Holy Alliance, with Naples 
and Austria. The decision of the ministerial council of December 23 
was no secret for the Constituent Assembly. On January 8, 
Ledru-Rollin had already questioned the ministry concerning it; 
the ministry had denied it and the National Assembly had proceeded 
to the order of the day. Did it trust the word of the ministry? We 
know that it spent the whole month of January in giving the ministry 
no confidence votes. But if it was part of the ministry's role to lie, it 
was part of the National Assembly's role to feign belief in its lie and 
thereby save the republican dehors? 

Meanwhile Piedmont was beaten, Charles Albert had abdicated 
and the Austrian army knocked at the gates of France.92 Ledru-
Rollin vehemently intervened. The ministry proved that it had 
only continued in North Italy the policy of Cavaignac, and Cavaignac 
only the policy of the Provisional Government, that is, of Ledru-
Rollin. This time it even reaped a vote of confidence from the 
National Assembly and was authorised to occupy temporarily a 
suitable point in Upper Italy in order to give support to peaceful 
negotiations with Austria concerning the integrity of Sardinian 
territory and the question of Rome. It is known that the fate of Italy 
is decided on the battlefields of North Italy. Hence Rome would fall 
with Lombardy and Piedmont, or France would have to declare 
war on Austria and thereby on the European counter-revolution. 
Did the National Assembly suddenly take the Barrot ministry 
for the old Committee of Public Safety93? Or itself for the Con­
vention? Why, then, the military occupation of a point in 
Upper Italy? This transparent veil covered the expedition against 
Rome. 

On April 14, 14,000 men sailed under Oudinot for Civitavecchia; 
on April 16, the National Assembly voted the ministry a credit of 
1,200,000 francs for the maintenance of a fleet of intervention in the 
Mediterranean Sea for three months. Thus it gave the ministry every 
means of intervening against Rome, while it adopted the pose of 
letting it intervene against Austria. It did not see what the ministry 
did; it only heard what it said. Such faith was not found in Israel; the 
Constituent Assembly had fallen into the position of not daring to 
know what the constituted republic had to do. 

a Appearances.— Ed. 
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Finally, on May 8, the last scene of the comedy was played; the 
Constituent Assembly urged the ministry to take swift measures to 
bring the Italian expedition back to the aim set for it. Bonaparte that 
same evening inserted a letter in the Moniteur, in which he lavished 
the greatest appreciation on Oudinot.3 On May 11, the National 
Assembly rejected the bill of impeachment against this same 
Bonaparte and his ministry. And the Montagne, which, instead of 
tearing this web of deceit to pieces, took the parliamentary comedy 
tragically in order itself to play in it the role of Fouquier-Tinville, did 
it not betray its natural petty-bourgeois calf's hide under the 
borrowed lion's skin of the Convention! 

The latter half of the life of the Constituent Assembly is 
summarised thus: On January 29 it admits that the royalist bourgeois 
factions are the natural superiors of the republic constituted by it; on 
March 21, that the violation of the constitution is its realisation; and 
on May 11, that the bombastically proclaimed passive alliance of the 
French republic with the struggling peoples means its active alliance 
with the European counter-revolution. 

This miserable Assembly left the stage after it had given itself the 
satisfaction, two days before the anniversary of its birthday, May 4, of 
rejecting the motion of amnesty for the June insurgents. Its power 
shattered, held in deadly hatred by the people, repulsed, maltreated, 
contemptuously thrown aside by the bourgeoisie, whose tool it was, 
forced in the second half of its life to disavow the first, robbed of its 
republican illusions, without having created anything great in the 
past, without hope in the future and with its living body dying bit by 
bit, it was able to galvanise its own corpse into life only by continually 
recalling and living through the June victory over and over again, 
affirming itself by constantly repeated damnation of the damned. 
Vampire that lived on the blood of the June insurgents! 

It left behind a state deficit increased by the costs of the June 
insurrection, by the loss of the salt tax, by the compensation it paid 
the plantation owners for abolishing Negro slavery, by the costs of 
the Roman expedition, by the loss of the wine tax, the abolition of 
which it resolved upon when already at its last gasp, a malicious old 
man, happy to impose on his laughing heir a compromising debt of 
honour. 

With the beginning of March the agitation for the election of the 
Legislative National Assembly had commenced. Two main groups 

It was published in the newspaper La Patrie on May 8,1849, and reprinted in the 
report on the Constituent Assembly session of May 9, 1849 (Le Moniteur universel 
No. 130, May 10, 1849).— Ed. 
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opposed each other, the party of Order and the democratic-socialist, or 
Red, party; between the two stood the Friends of the Constitution, under 
which name the tricolour republicans of the National sought to put 
forward a party. The party of Order was formed directly after the 
June days: only after December 10 had allowed it to cast off the 
coterie of the National, of the bourgeois republicans, was the secret 
of its existence, the coalition of Orleanists and Legitimists into one party, 
disclosed. The bourgeois class fell apart into two big factions, which 
had alternately maintained a monopoly of power—the big landed 
proprietors under the restored monarchy, and the finance aristocracy and 
the industrial bourgeoisie under the July monarchy. Bourbon was the 
royal name for the predominant influence of the interests of the one 
faction, Orleans the royal name for the predominant influence of the 
interests of the other faction—the nameless realm of the republic was 
the only one in which both factions could maintain with equal power 
the common class interest without giving up their mutual rivalry. If 
the bourgeois republic could not be anything but the perfected and 
clearly expressed rule of the whole bourgeois class, could it be 
anything but the rule of the Orleanists supplemented by the 
Legitimists, and of the Legitimists supplemented by the Orleanists, 
the synthesis of the restoration and the July monarchy? The bourgeois 
republicans of the National did not represent any large faction of 
their class resting on economic foundations. They possessed only the 
importance and the historical claim of having asserted, under the 
monarchy, as against the two bourgeois factions that only under­
stood their particular régime, the general régime of the bourgeois 
class, the nameless realm of the republic, which they idealised and 
embellished with antique arabesques, but in which, above all, they 
hailed the rule of their coterie. If the party of the National grew 
confused in its own mind when it descried the royalists in coalition at 
the top of the republic founded by it, these royalists deceived 
themselves no less concerning the fact of their united rule. They did 
not comprehend that if each of their factions, regarded separately, 
by itself, was royalist, the product of their chemical combination had 
necessarily to be republican, that the white and the blue monarchy 
were bound to neutralise each other in the tricolour republic. 
Forced, by antagonism to the revolutionary proletariat and the 
transition classes thronging more and more round it as their centre, 
to summon their united strength and to conserve the organisation of 
this united strength, each faction of the party of Order had to assert, 
as against the desire for restoration and the overweening presump­
tion of the other, their joint rule, that is, the republican form of 
bourgeois rule. Thus we find these royalists in the beginning 
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product, or 538,000,000; when distributed over the population, 
not 25 francs per head net product.112 Naturally neither usury 
outside of mortgage nor lawyers' fees, etc., are included in this 
calculation. 

The condition of the French peasants, when the republic had 
added new burdens to their old ones, is comprehensible. It can be 
seen that their exploitation differs only in form from the exploitation 
of the industrial proletariat. The exploiter is the same: capital. The 
individual capitalists exploit the individual peasants through mort­
gages and usury; the capitalist class exploits the peasant class through 
the state taxes. The peasant's title to property is the talisman by which 
capital held him hitherto under its spell, the pretext under which it 
set him against the industrial proletariat. Only the fall of capital can 
raise the peasant; only an anti-capitalist, a proletarian government 
can break his economic misery, his social degradation. The con­
stitutional republic is the dictatorship of his united exploiters; the 
social-democratic, the Red republic, is the dictatorship of his allies. And 
the scale rises or falls, according to the votes that the peasant casts 
into the ballot box. He himself has to decide his fate.—So spoke the 
Socialists in pamphlets, almanacs, calendars and leaflets of all kinds. 
This language became more understandable to him through the 
counter-writings of the party of Order, which, for its part, turned to 
him, and which, by gross exaggeration, by its brutal conception and 
representation of the intentions and ideas of the Socialists, struck the 
true peasant note and overstimulated his lust after forbidden fruit. 
Clearest of all, however, was the voice of the peasants' actual 
experience of using the vote, and the successive disappointments it 
rained down blow by blow with revolutionary speed upon them. 
Revolutions are the locomotives of history. 

The gradual revolutionising of the peasants was manifested by 
various symptoms. It already revealed itself in the elections to the 
Legislative Assembly; it was revealed in the state of siege in the five 
departments bordering Lyons; it was revealed a few months after 
June 13 in the election of a Montagnard^ in place of the former 
president of the Chambre introuvable* by the Department of the 
Gironde; it was revealed on December 20, 1849, in the election of a 
Redb in place of a deceased Legitimist deputy in the Department du 

* This is the name given by history to the fanatically ultra-royalist and reactionary 
Chamber of Deputies elected immediately after the second overthrow of Napoleon, in 
1815.— Note by Engels to the 1895 edition. 

Lagarde, who was elected to replace the deceased Ravez.— Ed. 
Favand, who was elected to replace the deceased Beaune.— Ed. 
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Gara\in that promised land of the Legitimists, the scene of the most 
frightful infamies committed against the republicans in 1794 and 
1795 and the centre of the terreur blanche in 1815, when liberals and 
Protestants were publicly murdered. This revolutionising of the most 
stationary class is most clearly evident since the reintroduction 
of the wine tax. The governmental measures and the laws of 
January and February 1850 are directed almost exclusively against 
the departments and the peasants. The most striking proof of their 
progress. 

The Hautpoul circular, by which the gendarme was appointed 
inquisitor of the prefect, of the sub-prefect and, above all, of the 
mayor, and by which espionage was organised even in the hidden 
corners of the remotest village community; the law against the 
schoolteachers, by which they, the men of talent, the spokesmen, the 
educators and interpreters of the peasant class, were subjected to the 
arbitrary power of the prefect, they, the proletarians of the learned 
class, were chased like hunted beasts from one community to 
another; the bill against the mayors, by which the Damocles sword of 
dismissal was hung over their heads, and they, the presidents of the 
peasant communities, were every moment set in opposition to the 
President of the Republic and the party of Order; the ordinance 
which transformed the seventeen military districts of France into 
four pashalics114 and forced the barracks and the bivouac on the 
French as their national salon; the education law,115 by which the party 
of Order proclaimed the unconsciousness and the forcible stupefac­
tion of France as the condition of its life under the regime of 
universal suffrage—what were all these laws and measures? 
Desperate attempts to reconquer the departments and the peasants 
of the departments for the party of Order. 

Regarded as repression, they were wretched methods that wrung 
the neck of their own purpose. The big measures, like the retention 
of the wine tax, of the 45 centimes tax, the scornful rejection of the 
peasant petitions for the repayment of the milliard, etc., all these 
legislative thunderbolts struck the peasant class onlyonce, wholesale, 
from the centre; the laws and measures instanced made attack and 
resistance general, the topic of the day in every hut; they inocu­
lated every village with revolution; they localised and peasantised the 
revolution. 

On the other hand, do not these proposals of Bonaparte and their 
acceptance by the National Assembly prove the unity of the two 
powers of the constitutional republic, so far as it is a question of 
repression of anarchy, that is, of all the classes that rise against the 
bourgeois dictatorship? Had not Soulouque, directly after his brusque 
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The soul of the whole movement was the class of the petty 
bourgeoisie, usually known as the burghers, and it is precisely in 
Germany, and especially in South Germany, that this class is in 
preponderance. It was the petty bourgeoisie which, in the "March 
Clubs",135 the democratic constitutional clubs, the patriotic clubs, the 
multitude of so-called democratic clubs and almost the entire 
democratic press, swore to the Imperial Constitution its Grütli 
oaths,136 as widespread as they were innocuous, and carried on its 
fight against the "refractory" princes of which the only immediate 
result was admittedly the elevating consciousness of having fulfilled 
one's civic duty. It was the petty bourgeoisie, represented by the 
resolute and so-called extreme Left of the Frankfurt Assembly, i.e. 
in particular by the Stuttgart Parliament and the "Imperial 
Regency",137 which furnished the entire movement with its official 
leadership; lastly, the petty bourgeoisie was dominant in the local 
committees of the provincial diets, committees of public safety, 
provisional governments and constituent assemblies which in 
Saxony, on the Rhine and in South Germany won greater or lesser 
credit in the cause of the Imperial Constitution. 

It is most unlikely that the petty bourgeoisie, if left to its own 
devices, would have gone outside the legal framework of lawful, 
peaceful and virtuous struggle and taken up the musket and the 
paving-stone in place of the so-called weapons of the spirit. The 
history of all political movements since 1830 in Germany, as in 
France and England, shows that this class is invariably full of bluster 
and loud protestations, at times even extreme as far as talking goes, 
as long as it perceives no danger; faint-hearted, cautious and 
calculating as soon as the slightest danger approaches; aghast, 
alarmed and wavering as soon as the movement it provoked is seized 
upon and taken up seriously by other classes; treacherous to the 
whole movement for the sake of its petty-bourgeois existence as soon 
as there is any question of a struggle with weapons in hand—and in 
the end, as a result of its indecisiveness, more often than not cheated 
and ill-treated as soon as the reactionary side has achieved victory. 

Standing everywhere behind the petty bourgeoisie, however, are 
other classes who take up the movement provoked by it and in its 
interest, give it a more defined and energetic character and wherever 
possible seek to take it over: the proletariat and a large part of the 
peasantry, to whom moreover the more advanced section of the petty 
bourgeoisie usually attaches itself for a while. 

These classes, headed by the proletariat of the larger towns, took 
the loudly protested assurances in favour of the Imperial Constitu­
tion more seriously than was to the liking of the petty-bourgeois 
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agitators. If the petty bourgeois were prepared, as they swore at 
every moment, to stake "property and life"3 for the Imperial 
Constitution, the workers, and in many districts the peasants too, 
were ready to do the same, but under the condition, admittedly 
unspoken but perfectly understood by all parties, that after victory 
the petty bourgeoisie would have to defend this same Imperial 
Constitution against these same workers and peasants. These classes 
drove the petty bourgeoisie to an open break with the existing state 
power. If they could not prevent their allies, with their shopkeepers' 
mentality, from betraying them even while the battle was still going 
on, they at least had the satisfaction of seeing this treachery punished 
after the victory of the counter-revolution by the counter­
revolutionaries themselves. 

On the other hand at the beginning of the movement, the more 
resolute section of the bigger and middle bourgeoisie likewise 
attached itself to the petty bourgeoisie, just as we find in all earlier 
petty-bourgeois movements in England and France. The bourgeoisie 
never rules in its entirety; apart from the feudal castesb which have 
still retained some degree of the political power, even the big 
bourgeoisie itself splits, as soon as it has vanquished feudalism, into a 
governing and an opposing party usually represented by the banks 
on the one hand and the manufacturers on the other. The oppos­
ing, progressive section of the big and middle bourgeoisie then has, 
against the ruling section, common interests with the petty bour­
geoisie and unites with it for a joint struggle. In Germany, where 
the armed counter-revolution has restored the almost exclusive 
rule of the army, the bureaucracy and the feudal nobility and where 
the bourgeoisie, in spite of the continued existence of constitutional 
forms, only plays a very subordinate and modest role, there are 
many more motives for this alliance. For all that, however, the 
German bourgeoisie is also infinitely more irresolute than its English 
and French counterparts and as soon as there is the slightest chance 
of a return to anarchy, i. e. of the real, decisive struggle, it retreats 
from the scene in fear and trembling. So also this time. 

a In the German original a paraphrase of "mit Gut und Blut für des 
Reichsgrundgesetz einzustehen" in the proclamation issued by the Bavarian 
petty-bourgeois deputies in reply to the Bavarian King's refusal to recognise the 
Imperial Constitution; the proclamation was published in the Kölnische Zeitung 
No. 109, May 8, 1849.— Ed. 

b In the Neue Rheinische Zeitung. Politisch-ökonomische Revue the words Kasten des 
Feudalismus (feudal castes) were replaced by Resten des Feudalismus (remnants of 
feudalism).— Ed. 
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Incidentally, the moment was not at all unfavourable for battle. In 
France elections were at hand; whether they gave the majority to the 
monarchists or the reds, they were bound to oust the centre parties 
of the Constituent Assembly, strengthen the extreme parties and 
bring about through a popular movement a speedy resolution of the 
intensified parliamentary struggle: in a word, they were bound to 
bring about a "journée".* In Italy fighting was going on under the 
walls of Rome, and the Roman Republic was holding out against the 
French army of invasion. In Hungary the Magyars were pushing on 
irresistibly; the imperial troops had been chased over the Waag and 
the Leitha; in Vienna, where every day people imagined they could 
hear the roar of cannon, the Hungarian revolutionary army was 
expected at any moment; in Galicia the arrival of Dembinski with a 
Polish-Magyar army was imminent and the Russian intervention, far 
from becoming dangerous to the Magyars, seemed much more likely 
to transform the Hungarian struggle into a European one. Finally, 
Germany was in a state of extreme ferment; the advances of the 
counter-revolution, the growing insolence of the soldiery, the 
bureaucracy and the nobility, the continually renewed betrayals by 
the old liberals in the ministries and the rapid succession of broken 
promises on the part of the princes5 precipitated into the arms of 
the active party whole sections of former supporters of order. 

In these circumstances the struggle broke out which we are about 
to describe in the following passages. 

The incompleteness and confusion that still prevails in the 
material, the total unreliability of almost all the oral information that 
can be collected and the purely personal designs that underlie every 
piece of writing so far published about this struggle make it 
impossible to give a critical picture of the whole course of events. In 
these circumstances we have no choice but to restrict ourselves 
purely to recounting what we ourselves have seen and heard. 
Fortunately this is quite enough to allow the character of the whole 
campaign to emerge; and if, besides the movement in Saxony, we 
also lack personal observation of Mieroslawski's campaign on the 
Neckar, perhaps the Neue Rheinische Zeitung will soon find an 
opportunity of giving us the necessary information at least as regards 
the latter.138 

Many of the participants in the campaign for the Imperial 
Constitution are still in prison. Some have managed to return home, 

a An "historic day".— Ed 
In the Neue Rheinische Zeitung. Politisch-ökonomische Revue the word "princes" 

was omitted because of the censorship.— Ed. 
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none other than the petty bourgeoisie, and instead was ignominious-
ly forced to bolt under cover of darkness from his own party and 
from his best friends, on whom the terrible truth had suddenly 
dawned. He even hoped to keep open for himself the possibility of a 
grand-ducal ministry and instead received by way of thanks for his 
wisdom a good kicking from all parties and the impossibility of ever 
again playing even the smallest of roles. But in truth one can be 
shrewder than the entire petty bourgeoisie of any German 
robber-state [Raubstaat] and still see one's finest hopes dashed and 
one's most noble intentions pelted with mud! 

From the first day of his government Herr Brentano did 
everything to keep the movement on the narrow, philistine course 
which it had scarcely attempted to overstep. Under the protection of 
the Karlsruhe civic militia, which was devoted to the Grand Duke 
and had fought against the movement only the day before, he moved 
into the Ständehaus161 to curb the movement from there. The recall 
of the deserted soldiers could not have been carried out more 
sluggishly; the reorganisation of the battalions was pursued with just 
as little urgency. On the other hand, the Mannheim unarmed 
philistines, who everyone knew would not fight, and who after the 
battle of Waghäusel162 even collaborated for the most part with a 
regiment of dragoons in the betrayal of Mannheim, were immediate­
ly armed. There was no question of a march on Frankfurt or 
Stuttgart or of spreading the insurrection to Nassau or Hesse. If a 
proposal were made to this effect, it was immediately brushed aside, 
like Sigel's. To speak of issuing bank-notes would have been 
considered a crime against the state, tantamount to communism. 
The Palatinate sent envoy after envoy to say that they were unarmed, 
that they had no rifles let alone artillery, that they had no 
ammunition and were without everything needed to carry out an 
insurrection and in particular to seize the Landau and Germersheim 
fortresses; but nothing was to be got out of Herr Brentano. The 
Palatinate proposed the immediate setting up of a joint military 
command, and even the unification of both provinces under a single 
joint government. Everything was delayed and deferred. I believe 
that a small financial contribution is all the Palatinate managed to 
get; later, when it was too late, eight cannon arrived with a little 
ammunition but no crew or draught-team, and finally, on a direct 
order from Mieroslawski, came a Baden battalion and two mortars, 
only one of which, if I remember rightly, fired a shot. 

Because of this policy of delaying and brushing aside those 
measures most necessary to spread the insurrection, the whole 
movement was already betrayed. The same nonchalance was 
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displayed in internal matters. There was not a word about abolishing 
feudal burdens; Herr Brentano knew full well that among the 
peasantry, especially in Upper Baden, there were elements more 
revolutionary than he cared for and that he must therefore hold 
them back rather than hurl them even more deeply into the 
movement. The new officials were mostly either creatures of 
Brentano or completely incompetent; the old officials, with the 
exception of those who had compromised themselves too directly in 
the reaction of the last twelve months and had hence deserted of 
themselves, all kept their positions, to the great delight of all the 
peaceful burghers. Even Herr Struve thought in the last days of May 
that the "revolution" should be commended for the fact that 
everything had passed off so very calmly and almost all the officials 
had been able to remain at their posts.—As to the rest, Herr 
Brentano and his agents worked for the restoration, wherever 
possible, of the old routine, for a minimum of unrest and agitation 
and for a speedy removal of the trappings of revolution from the 
province. 

In the military organisation the same routine prevailed. Only that 
was done which could not possibly remain undone. The troops were 
left without leaders, without anything to occupy them and without 
order; the incompetent "Minister of War" Eichfeld and his 
successor, the traitor Mayerhofer, did not even know how to deploy 
them properly. The convoys of troops crossed one another aimlessly 
and futilely on the railway. The battalions were led to one place one 
day and back the next, nobody could say why. In the garrisons the 
men went from one tavern to the next because they had nothing else 
to do. It seemed as if they were being demoralised on purpose, as if 
the government really wanted to drive out the last remnants of 
discipline. The organisation of the first call-up of the so-called 
people's militia, i.e. all men up to thirty years old capable of bearing 
arms, was assigned to the well-known Joh. Ph. Becker, a naturalised 
Swiss and an officer of the confederate army. I do not know to what 
extent Becker was obstructed in the execution of his mission by 
Brentano. I do know, however, that after the retreat of the Palatinate 
army onto Baden territory, when the peremptory demands of the 
badly clothed and badly armed Palatinate forces could no longer be 
rejected, Brentano washed his hands in innocence and said: "As far 
as I'm concerned, give them whatever you want; but when the 
Grand Duke comes back he should at least know who squandered 
his stores in this manner!" So if the Baden people's militia was 
organised in part badly and in part not at all, there is no doubt 
that the main responsibility for this too lies with Brentano 
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This meant that the whole northern half of the Palatinate was won 
and the link-up effected between the two main columns. Now they 
only needed to advance in the plain and relieve Landau and 
Germersheim to secure the rest of the Palatinate and capture all 
those corps that might still be holding out in the mountains. 

There were some 30,000 Prussians in the Palatinate, equipped 
with numerous cavalry and artillery. On the plain, where the Prince 
of Prussia and Hirschfeld were pressing forward with the strongest 
corps, nothing stood between them and Neustadt except a few 
people's militia detachments, incapable of resistance and already half 
disbanded, and a section of the Rhenish Hessians. A swift march on 
Speyer and Germersheim, and all the 4,000 to 5,000 troops of the 
Palatinate concentrated or rather chaotically entangled at Neustadt 
and Landau would have been doomed, routed, scattered and 
captured. But the Prussian gentlemen, who were so active when it 
came to shooting unarmed prisoners, were extremely cautious about 
fighting and extremely somnolent in pursuit. 

If throughout the campaign I am frequently forced to return to 
this decidedly strange lukewarmness which the Prussians and the 
other imperial troops displayed in attack as well as in pursuit, against 
an army mostly six times and never less than three times smaller, 
badly organised and in parts pitifully commanded, it should be 
understood that I am not blaming it on some singular cowardice on 
the part of the Prussian soldiers, all the less so since I had absolutely 
no illusions, as will already have become clear, that our troops were 
especially brave. Neither do I ascribe it, as reactionaries would do, to 
some sort of magnanimity or the desire to avoid the inconvenience of 
too many prisoners. The Prussian civil and military bureaucracy has 
from time immemorial gloried in gaining striking victories over weak 
enemies and taking its revenge on defenceless men in a frenzy of 
blood-lust. It did this also in Baden and the Palatinate. Proof: the 
executions by firing squad in Kirchheim, the night-time shootings in 
the Karlsruhe pheasantry, the countless instances on all the 
battlefields of the wounded and those who had surrendered being 
butchered, the ill-treatment of the few who were taken prisoner, the 
murders by summary justice in Freiburg and Rastatt and lastly the 
slow, secret and therefore all the more inhuman killing of the Rastatt 
prisoners through ill-treatment, hunger, overcrowding in damp, 
suffocating dungeons and the typhus that resulted. The Prussians' 
lukewarm prosecution of the war was certainly rooted in cowardice, 
and indeed in that of the commanders. Quite apart from the slow, 
faint-hearted precision of our Prussian martinets and manoeuvre 
heroes, which is enough in itself to inhibit any bold move or quick 
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decision, quite apart from the complicated service regulations 
intended to prevent in a roundabout way a recurrence of so many 
ignominious defeats—would the Prussians ever have conducted a 
war in a manner so insufferably boring for us and so downright 
disgraceful for them if they had been sure of their own men? 
Therein lay the key. Messrs the Generals knew that a third of their 
army consisted of recalcitrant army reserve regiments who after the 
first victory of the insurgent army would go over to it and very soon 
bring after them half the regular troops and in particular all the 
artillery. And it is not very difficult to see what the prospects would 
then have been for the House of Hohenzollern and the unimpaired 
crown.171 

In Maikammer, where I was forced to wait until the morning of 
the 16th for a new cart and escort, the army, which had set out from 
Neustadt very early in the morning, caught up with me again. The 
previous day there had still been talk of a march on Speyer, but this 
plan had evidently been abandoned and they were making directly 
for the Knielingen bridge. With fifteen Pirmasensers, half-wild 
peasant lads from the virgin forests of the Palatinate hinterland, I 
marched off. It was not until I reached the vicinity of Offenbach that 
I learned that Willich had marched off with all his troops to 
Frankweiler, a place situated to the north-west of Landau. I 
therefore turned round and arrived towards noon at Frankweiler. 
Here I found not only Willich, but once again the entire advanced 
guard of the Palatinate, which had taken the route to the west of 
Landau in order not to have to march between Landau and 
Germersheim. In the tavern sat the Provisional Government with its 
officials, the general staff and the large numbers of democratic 
hangers-on who had attached themselves to both of these. General 
Sznayde was having breakfast. Everyone was rushing around in great 
confusion—in the inn the regents, the commandants and the 
hangers-on and in the street the soldiers. Gradually the main body of 
the army moved in: Herr Blenker, Herr Trocinski, Herr Strasser 
and whatever their names were, all mounted on horseback at the 
head of their valiant troops. The confusion grew and grew. Little by 
little it became possible to send individual corps further on in the 
direction of Impflingen and Kandel. 

One would not guess from looking at it that this army was on the 
retreat. Disorder was from the very beginning as if at home in it, and 
even if the young warriors were already starting to grumble about 
the unaccustomed marching, that still did not stop them from 
carousing in the taverns to their hearts' content, talking big and 
threatening the Prussians with imminent extinction. Despite their 
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Sigel tried to come the "general-in-chief", but Willich did not fall for 
that and eventually prevailed upon him to give the order to turn 
round and march on Griessen. The pretext for the march to 
Säckingen was a junction with Doll, who had marched thither, and 
an allegedly strong position. The position, evidently the same one 
from which Moreau gave battle in 1800,179 had only one drawback: it 
faced in quite another direction from that where our enemy was 
coming from; and as for the noble Doll, he did not hesitate to prove 
that he could go to Switzerland even without Herr Sigel. 

Between the cantons of Zurich and Schaffhausen lies a small strip 
of Baden territory, with the villages of Jestetten and Lottstetten, 
completely closed in by Switzerland apart from a narrow access at 
Baltersweil. Here the last stand was to be made. The heights on both 
sides of the road behind Baltersweil presented excellent positions for 
our artillery, and our infantry was still numerous enough to cover 
them if necessary until they had reached Swiss territory. It was 
agreed that we should wait here and see whether the Prussians would 
attack us or starve us out. The main body of the army, to which 
Becker had attached himself, went into camp here. Willich had 
selected the position for the artillery (we later found their park 
where their battle-position was to be). We ourselves formed the 
rearguard and slowly followed after the main body of the army. 
On the evening of the 9th we went to Erzingen, on the 10th to 
Riedern. On that day a general council of war was held in the camp. 
Willich alone spoke for continued defence, Sigel, Becker and others 
for a withdrawal onto Swiss territory. A Swiss commissioner, Colonel 
Kurz, I believe, was present and declared that Switzerland would not 
grant asylum if another battle were fought. When it came to the vote 
Willich was alone with two or three officers. Apart from him, no one 
from our corps was present. 

While Willich was still in the camp the half-battery posted with us 
received orders to move off; it departed without so much as a 
mention being made to us. All the other troops apart from us also 
received orders to go into the camp. During the night I went once 
more with Willich to the headquarters in Lottstetten; when we were 
on our way back, at daybreak, we met on the road all those who had 
struck camp and were trundling towards the frontier in the most 
frantic confusion. The same day, early on the morning of the 11th, 
Herr Sigel crossed onto Swiss territory with his troops near Rafz and 
Herr Becker with his near Rheinau. We concentrated our corps, 
followed into the camp and from there to Jestetten. While we were 
there, at about midday, an orderly officer brought us a letter Sigel 
had written from Eglisau. In it he said that he was already safely in 
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Switzerland, that the officers had retained their sabres and that we 
should join them as soon as we could. They did not give us a thought 
until they were on neutral ground! 

We marched through Lottstetten to the frontier, bivouacked that 
night still on German soil, discharged our rifles on the morning of 
the 12th and then set foot on Swiss territory, the last of the army of 
Baden and the Palatinate to do so. On the same day and at the same 
time, Constance was abandoned by the corps stationed there. A week 
later Rastatt fell through treachery and the counter-revolution had 
for the moment reconquered Germany down to the last corner. 

* * * 

The campaign for the Imperial Constitution foundered because of 
its own half-heartedness and its wretched internal state. Ever since 
the defeat of June 1848 the question for the civilised part of the 
European continent has stood thus: either the rule of the 
revolutionary proletariat or the rule of the classes who ruled before 
February. A middle road is no longer possible. In Germany in 
particular the bourgeoisie has shown itself incapable of ruling; it 
could only maintain its rule over the people by surrendering it once 
more to the aristocracy and the bureaucracy. In the Imperial 
Constitution the petty bourgeoisie, in alliance with the German 
ideology, attempted an impossible arrangement aimed at postponing 
the decisive struggle. The attempt was bound to fail: those who were 
serious about the movement were not serious about the Imperial 
Constitution, and those who were serious about the Imperial 
Constitution were not serious about the movement. 

This does not mean to say, however, that the consequences of the 
campaign for the Imperial Constitution were any the less significant. 
Above all the campaign simplified the situation. It cut short an 
endless series of attempts at reconciliation; now that it has been lost, 
only the somewhat constitutionalised feudal-bureaucratic monarchy 
or the true revolution can be victorious. And the revolution can no 
longer be brought to a conclusion in Germany except with the 
complete rule of the proletariat. 

The Imperial Constitution campaign in addition contributed 
considerably to the development of class antagonisms in those 
German provinces where they were not yet sharply developed. 
Especially in Baden. In Baden, as we have seen, there existed hardly 
any class antagonisms at all before the insurrection. Hence the ac­
knowledged supremacy of the petty bourgeois over all other class­
es in the opposition, hence the apparent unanimity of the popula-
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a new victory of the industrial bourgeoisie over landed property and 
the finance bourgeoisie, this crisis will mark the beginning of the 
modern English revolution, a revolution in which Cobden will 
assume the role of a Necker. 

And now we come to America. The most important thing to have 
occurred here, more important even than the February Revolution, 
is the discovery of the Californian gold-mines. Already now, after 
barely eighteen months, one may predict that this discovery will have 
much more impressive consequences than the discovery of America 
itself. For three hundred and thirty years the whole of Europe's 
trade with the Pacific Ocean has been carried with the most moving 
patience around the Cape of Good Hope or Cape Horn. All propos­
als for cutting through the Isthmus of Panama have come to grief 
because of the petty jealousies of the trading nations. It is a mere 
eighteen months since the Californian gold-mines were discovered, 
and the Yankees have already started work on a railway, a large 
highway and a canal from the Gulf of Mexico, steamships are already 
making regular trips from New York to Chagres and from Panama 
to San Francisco, the Pacific trade is already becoming concentrated 
on Panama and the route around Cape Horn is obsolete. A coast 
thirty degrees of latitude in length, one of the most beautiful and 
fertile in the world, hitherto as good as uninhabited, is visibly being 
transformed into a rich and civilised country, densely populated by 
people of all races, from Yankee to Chinaman, from Negro to Indian 
and Malay, from Creole and Mestizo to European. Rivers of 
Californian gold are pouring over America and the Asiatic coast of 
the Pacific Ocean, and dragging the most reluctant barbarian nations 
into world trade, into civilisation. For the second time world trade is 
taking a new direction. The role played by Tyre, Carthage and 
Alexandria in antiquity, and Genoa and Venice in the Middle Ages, 
the role of London and Liverpool until now—that of the emporia of 
world trade—is now being assumed by New York and San Francisco, 
San Juan de Nicaragua3 and Leon, Chagres and Panama. The centre 
of gravity of world commerce, Italy in the Middle Ages, England in 
modern times, is now the southern half of the North American 
peninsula. The industry and trade of old Europe will have to make 
huge exertions if they are not to fall into the same decay as the 
industry and trade of Italy since the sixteenth century, if England 
and France are not to become what Venice, Genoa and Holland are 
today. In a few years we shall have a regular steam-packet service 
from England to Chagres and from Chagres and San Francisco to 

a San Juan del Norte (Greytown).— Ed. 
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Sydney, Canton and Singapore. Thanks to Californian gold and the 
tireless energy of the Yankees, both coasts of the Pacific Ocean will 
soon be as populous, as open to trade and as industrialised as the 
coast from Boston to New Orleans is now. And then the Pacific 
Ocean will have the same role as the Atlantic has now and the 
Mediterranean had in antiquity and in the Middle Ages—that of the 
great water highway of world commerce; and the Atlantic will 
decline to the status of an inland sea, like the Mediterranean 
nowadays. The only chance the civilised nations of Europe have, not 
to fall into the same industrial, commercial and political dependence 
to which Italy, Spain and Portugal are now reduced, lies in a social 
revolution which, so long as there is still time, will revolutionise the 
mode of production and commerce in accordance with the needs of 
production themselves as they emerge from the modern forces of 
production, thus making possible the creation of new forces of 
production, which can ensure the superiority of European industry 
and so compensate for the disadvantages of its geographical position. 

And finally, another characteristic curiosity from China, which the 
well-known German missionary Gützlaff has brought back with 
him.212 The slowly but steadily growing over-population in this 
country had long made social conditions there particularly oppres­
sive for the great majority of the nation. Then came the English and 
extorted free trade for themselves in five ports.213 Thousands of 
English and American ships sailed to China and before long the 
country was glutted with inexpensive British and American industri­
al manufactures. Chinese industry, dependent on manual labour, 
succumbed to competition from the machine. The imperturbable 
Middle Kingdom was aroused by a social crisis. The taxes no longer 
came in, the state reached the brink of bankruptcy, the population 
sank en masse into pauperism, erupted in revolts, refused to 
acknowledge the mandarins of the Emperor or the priests of Fo, 
mishandled and killed them. The country reached the brink of ruin 
and is already threatened with a mighty revolution. But worse was to 
come. Among the rebellious plebs individuals appeared who pointed 
to the poverty of some and to the wealth of others, and who 
demanded, and are still demanding a different distribution of 
property, and even the complete abolition of private property.214 

When Herr Gützlaff came among civilised people and Europeans 
again after an absence of twenty years, he heard talk of socialism and 
asked what this might be. When it had been explained to him he 
cried out in horror: 

"Shall I then nowhere escape this pernicious doctrine? For some time now many of 
the mob have been preaching exactly the same thing in China!" 
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the Chartist agitation. It was quite natural, especially at the start of 
the industrial upheaval, that the workers, who were in direct conflict 
only with the industrial bourgeoisie, should ally themselves with the 
aristocracy and the other factions of the bourgeoisie by whom they 
were not directly exploited and who were also struggling against the 
industrial bourgeoisie. But this alliance adulterated the labour 
movement with a strong reactionary admixture which is only 
gradually disappearing; it reinforced significantly the reactionary 
element within the labour movement—those workers whose trade 
still belongs to manufacture and is thus itself threatened by industrial 
progress, like for instance the handweavers. 

It was thus a piece of good fortune for the workers that in the 
confused period of 1847, when all the old parliamentary parties were 
dissolved and the new ones had not yet taken shape, the Ten Hours' 
Bill was finally passed. It was passed in a series of most confused 
votes, directed apparently only by chance, in which no party voted 
compactly and consistently except the decidedly Free Trade 
manufacturers on the one hand and the fanatically protectionist 
landowners on the other. It got through as a piece of chicanery that 
the aristocrats and a faction of the Peelites and the Whigs put over 
on the manufacturers to avenge themselves for the great victory 
which these had wrested from them in the repeal of the Corn 
Laws.227 

The Ten Hours' Bill not only gave the workers the satisfaction of 
an indispensable physical need, by protecting their health to some 
extent from the manufacturers' frenzy for exploitation, it also 
liberated the workers from their alliance with the sentimental 
dreamers, from their solidarity with all the reactionary classes of 
England. The patriarchal drivel of an Oastler, or the moving 
assurances of sympathy from a Lord Ashley could find no more 
listeners once the Ten Hours' Bill ceased to provide point to these 
tirades. Only now did the labour movement concentrate wholly on 
achieving the political rule of the proletariat as the prime means of 
transforming the whole of existing society. And here it was faced 
by the aristocracy and the reactionary factions of the bourgeoisie, 
only shortly before still the allies of the workers, as so many raging 
enemies, as so many allies of the industrial bourgeoisie. 

Thanks to the industrial revolution, industry, by which England 
conquered the world market and held it in subjugation, had become 
the decisive branch of production for England. England stood and 
fell with industry, rose and declined with its fluctuations. With the 
decisive influence of industry, the industrial bourgeoisie, the 
manufacturers, became the decisive class in English society, and the 
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political rule of the industrialists, the removal of all social and 
political institutions standing in the way of the development of 
large-scale industry became a necessity. The industrial bourgeoisie 
got down to the task. The history of England from 1830 until now is 
the history of the victories which it has one after the other achieved 
over its united reactionary opponents. 

Whereas the July Revolution in France brought the finance 
aristocracy to power, the Reform Bill in England, which was carried 
immediately afterwards in 1832, marked the fall of the finance 
aristocracy. The Bank, the creditors of the national debt and the 
stock-exchange speculators, in a word the money-dealers to whom 
the aristocracy was deeply in debt, had hitherto held almost exclusive 
sway in England under the brightly chequered mantle of the 
electoral monopoly. The further large-scale industry and world 
trade developed, the more intolerable their rule became, despite 
individual concessions. The alliance of all other factions of the 
bourgeoisie with the English proletariat and the Irish peasantry 
toppled them. The people threatened a revolution, the bourgeoisie 
gave the Bank its notes back en masse and brought it to the brink of 
bankruptcy. The finance aristocracy yielded at the right moment; its 
flexibility saved England from a February Revolution. 

The Reform Bill gave all the propertied classes of the country, 
right down to the smallest shopkeeper, a share in political power. All 
the factions of the bourgeoisie were thus given a legal ground on 
which they could establish their claims and assert their power. The 
same struggles of the individual factions of the bourgeoisie among 
themselves which have been fought out under the Republic in 
France since the June victory of 1848,a have in England been fought 
out in Parliament since the Reform Bill. It goes without saying that 
the conditions being quite different the consequences in the two 
countries are also different. 

The industrial bourgeoisie, once it had conquered the terrain for 
parliamentary struggle with the Reform Bill, could not help gaining 
victory upon victory. The aristocratic appendages of the financiers 
were sacrificed to it in the limitation of sinecures, the paupers in the 
Poor Law of 1833,228 and the tax exemption of the financiers and 
landowners in the tariff reductions and the introduction of income 
tax. With the victories of the industrialists the number of their vassals 
increased. Wholesale and retail trade became their tributaries. 
London and Liverpool fell to their knees before Free Trade, the 

a The reference is to the suppression of the June insurrection of the Paris 
proletariat.— Ed. 
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Messiah of the industrialists. But with their victories their require­
ments and their demands also grew. 

Modern large-scale industry can only exist provided it expands 
incessantly, continually conquers new market^. The boundless 
facility of production on the most massive scale, the unceasing 
development and improvement of machinery, and the consequent 
uninterrupted displacement of capital and labour power, force it to 
do so. Any stoppage here can only mean the beginning of ruin. But 
the expansion of industry is conditioned by the expansion of 
markets. And since industry at its present level of development 
increases its forces of production at a rate disproportionately faster 
than that at which it can increase its markets, there arise periodical 
crises in which, due to the excess of means of production and 
products, circulation in the commercial body suddenly comes to a 
standstill and industry and trade are almost totally immobilised until 
the glut of products has found an outlet in new channels. England is 
the focus of these crises, whose crippling effects unfailingly reach 
into the most distant, most obscure corners of the world market, and 
everywhere drag a significant part of the industrial and commercial 
bourgeoisie down into ruin. From such crises, which moreover bring 
home most tangibly to every section of English society its depend­
ence on the manufacturers, there is only one means of escape: 
expanding markets, either by conquering new ones or by exploiting 
the old ones more thoroughly. Apart from the few exceptional cases, 
like China in 1842, in which a hitherto stubbornly closed market is 
burst open by force of arms,229 there is only one means of opening up 
new markets and exploiting old ones more thoroughly by industrial 
methods—by cheaper prices, that is, by reducing production costs. 
Production costs are reduced by new and more highly perfected 
modes of production, by cutting profit or by cutting wages. But the 
introduction of more highly perfected modes of production cannot 
provide a way out of the crisis since it increases production and thus 
itself makes new markets necessary. There can be no question of 
reducing profit in a crisis when everyone is glad to sell even at a loss. 
The same goes for wages, which are furthermore, like profit, 
determined by laws that are independent of the will or the intentions 
of the manufacturers. And yet wages form the principal component 
of the production costs, and their permanent reduction is the only 
means of expanding markets and escaping from the crisis. Wages 
will fall, however, if the workers' necessities of life are produced 
more cheaply. But in England the cost of the workers' necessities of 
life was raised by the protective tariffs on corn, English colonial 
products,etc., and by indirect taxes. 
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whole of commerce is based, impinge to any degree on the Code 
pénal. With regard to stock-exchange coups and the Chinese fraud 
which are especially typical of French commerce, it is worth referring 
for instance to Fourier's spicy descriptions in the Quatre mouvements, 
the Fausse industrie, the Traité de l'unité universelle and his posthum­
ous works.240 M. Chenu does not even try to prove that Caussidière 
exploited his position as Prefect of Police for his own ends. Indeed a 
party can congratulate itself if its victorious opponents can do 
nothing more than expose such pathetic instances of commercial 
immorality. What a contrast between the petty dabblings of the 
commis voyageur Caussidière and the grandiose scandals of the 
bourgeoisie in 1847! The only reason for the whole attack is that 
Caussidière belonged to the Réforme party, which sought to conceal 
its lack of revolutionary energy and understanding behind protesta­
tions of republican virtue and an attitude of sombre gravity. 

Caussidière is the only entertaining figure amongst the leaders of 
the February Revolution. In his capacity as loustic* to the revolution, 
he was a most appropriate leader for the veteran professional 
conspirators. Sensual and endowed with a sense of humour, a 
regular of long standing in cafés and taverns of the most varied kind, 
happy to live and let live, but at the same time a brave soldier, 
concealing beneath broad-shouldered bonhomie and lack of inhibi­
tion great cunning, astute thought and acute observation, he 
possessed a certain revolutionary tact and revolutionary energy. At 
that time, Caussidière was a genuine plebeian who hated the 
bourgeoisie instinctively and shared all the plebeian passions to a 
high degree. Scarcely was he established in the Prefecture when he 
was already conspiring against the National, but without in so doing 
neglecting his predecessor's cuisine or cellar. He immediately 
organised a military force for himself, secured himself a newspaper, 
launched clubs, gave people parts to play and generally acted from 
the first moment with great self-confidence. In twenty-four hours 
the Prefecture was transformed into a fortress from which he could 
defy his enemies. But all his schemes either remained mere plans or 
amounted in practice to no more than plebeian pranks leading to 
nothing. When the conflicts became more acute, he shared the fate 
of his party, which remained indecisively in the middle between the 
National people and the proletarian revolutionaries such as Blanqui. 
His Montagnards split; the old bambocheurs grew too big for him 
and were no longer to be restrained, whilst the revolutionary section 
went over to Blanqui. Caussidière himself became increasingly 

a Wag, joker.— Ed. 
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bourgeois in his official position as Prefect and representative; on 
May 15241 he kept prudently in the background and excused himself 
in the Chamber in an irresponsible manner; on June 23 he deserted 
the insurrection at the crucial moment. As a reward he was naturally 
removed from the Prefecture and shortly afterwards sent into exile. 

We now go on to some of the most significant passages from 
Chenu and de la Hodde concerning Caussidière. 

Scarcely was de la Hodde established on the evening of February 
24 as General Secretary to the Prefecture under Caussidière when 
the latter said to him: 

" 'I need reliable people here. The administrative side of things will always take 
care of itself more or less; for the time being I have kept on the old officials; as soon as 
the patriots have been trained, we shall send them packing. That is a secondary matter. 
What we must do is to make the Prefecture the stronghold of the revolution; give our 
men instructions to that effect; bring them all here. Once we have a thousand trusty 
comrades here, we shall have the whip hand. Ledru-Rollin, Flocon, Albert and I 
understand each other, and I hope everything will turn out all right. The National is 
for the high jump. And after that we shall republicanise the country all right, whether 
it likes it or not.' 

"Thereupon Garnier-Pagès, the Mayor of Paris, under whose command the 
National had placed the police, arrived on a visit and suggested to Caussidière he 
might prefer to take over command of the castle at Compiègne instead of the 
unpleasant post at the Prefecture. Caussidière replied in that thin high-pitched voice 
of his which contrasted so strangely with his broad shoulders: 'Go to Compiègne? Out 
of the question. I am needed here. I have got several hundred merry lads down there 
doing a splendid job; I am expecting twice as many again. If you at the Hôtel de Ville 
haven't enough good will or courage, I'll be able to help you.... Ha, ha, la révolution fera 
son petit bonhomme de chemin, il le faudra bien\'a—'The revolution? But it's 
over!'—'Pshaw, it's not even started yet! '—The poor Mayor stood there looking like 
an utter ninny." (De la Hodde, p 72 [pp. 103-05].) 

Amongst the most amusing scenes described by Chenu is the 
reception of the police officers and officiers de paix by the new 
Prefect, who was in the middle of a meal when they were announced. 

" 'Let them wait,' said Caussidière, 'the Prefect is working.' He went on working for 
a good half-hour more and then set the scene for the reception of the police 
officers who were meanwhile lined up on the great staircase. Caussidière sat down 
majestically in his armchair, his great sabre at his side; two wild, bloodthirsty-looking 
Montagnards were guarding the door, arms ordered and pipes in their mouths. Two 
captains with drawn sabres stood at each side of his desk. Then there were all the 
section leaders and the republicans who formed his general staff, grouped around the 
room, all of them armed with great sabres and cavalry pistols, muskets and shot-guns. 
Everyone was smoking and the cloud of smoke filling the room made their faces seem 
even more sombre and gave the scene a really frightening aspect. In the centre a space 
had remained clear for the police officers. Each man put on his hat and Caussidière 
gave the order for them to be brought in. The poor police officers wanted nothing 

a The revolution will go its little way, it will have to! — Ed. 
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suggested in Switzerland—led to demands being made on our 
committee which could not be fulfilled. On the other hand the 
simultaneous deliberate spreading of rumours in the newspapers 
about dissensions between competing committees has hindered the 
sending of sufficient contributions to London. The undersigned 
committee, in order to obtain information about the existence of 
other means and other committees for the support of the refugees, 
invited the refugees to send deputations to Citizens Struve, Rudolf 
Schramm, and Louis Bauer (from Stolpe). This was done. The 
refugees brought back the following answers: 

Citizen Schramm (Striegau) declared that he belonged to no 
refugee committee, but had received a number of lottery tickets 
from.Galeer in Geneva with instructions to send the money to 
Geneva. The other committee only figures as such. 

Citizen Struve declared that he had no money, but only a number 
of lottery tickets, which he had not yet sold. 

Citizen Bauer made the following written statement: 

"Upon the request of refugee Kleiner it is hereby attested that the Refugee 
Committee of the Democratic Association in this country is not in a position to 
support even a single political refugee, and that the funds of the society, after having 
donated £2.15.0 for this purpose, are similarly incapable of providing such assistance 
in future. 

London, April 8, 1850 

Dr. Bauer, President of the Support Committee 
of the Democratic Association" 

Messrs. Struve and Schramm had advised the refugees to form a 
refugee committee from among themselves or from politically 
neutral persons. The undersigned committee left it to the discretion 
of the refugees to take a decision on this themselves. The answer was 
the following statement by the refugees: 

"To the Social-Democratic Refugee Committee. 
"London, April 7, 1850.—The undersigned refugees find cause, after the 

negotiations which have taken place on delegating the task of providing for us to a 
committee which might perhaps be formed from among ourselves, to express on the 
basis of the firm conviction of both the earlier and the more recently arrived refugees 
our deepest gratitude to the members of the presently existing committee for their 
activities and their painstaking assiduity in connection with this responsibility, since 
these have constantly shared out to our satisfaction the moneys to be administered. It 
only remains for us to wish that only these members may take care of us until the 
imminent revolution we all desire relieves them of this responsibility-

"Greetings and fraternity!" (The signatures follow.) 

This document, drawn up by the refugees themselves, is the best 
answer to the above article and to other similar insinuations in the 
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press. Incidentally, we should not have replied were it not necessary 
in the interests of the refugees themselves, in need of support as they 
are, to enlighten the public concerning such statements. 

London, April 20, 1850 

The Social-Democratic Refugee Committee: 

K. Marx, Chairman 
Fr. Engels, August Willich, K.Pfänder, H.Bauer* 

Published in the Neue Deutsche Zeitung Printed according to the newspaper 
No. 102, April 28, 1850 and checked with the manuscript 

Published in English for the first 
time 

a The editors attached the following note: "All democratic newspapers are 
requested to reproduce this Statement."—Ed. 
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TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES 

Sir,— In your number of Friday last3 we perceive, among the 
police reports, an account of an interview of Messrs. Fothergill, 
Struve, and others, at the Mansion-house, with Mr. Alderman 
Gibbs, on behalf of the German refugees.259 We beg to declare that 
neither any of the members of the undersigned committee, nor any 
of the German refugees supported by that committee, have had any 
connexion with this affair. 

We request you, Sir, to publish this declaration in your next, as, in 
the interest of our nationality, we must protest against the numerous 
German refugees residing in London being made responsible for a 
step taken by some of them upon their own authority. 

We are, Sir, your most obedient servants 

The Democratic Socialist Committee for German 
Political Refugees— 

Ch. Marx 
Ch. Pfaender 
F. Engels 
H. Bauer 
A. Willich 

20 Great Windmill Street, Haymarket, 
May 27, 1850b 

Published in The Times No. 20500, 
May 28, 1850 

Reprinted from the newspaper and 
checked with the rough draft by 
Engels 

a The Times No. 20497, May 24, 1850.— Ed. 
The rough draft has "May 24, 1850" written in an unknown hand.— Ed. 
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a Major Kunowski, an ultra-Royalist, employed at the Royal War 
Office? 

It is really ridiculous to pretend, in the face of such facts, that the 
revolutionary party had anything to do with that attempt. The 
revolutionary party have no interest in seeing the Prince of Prussia 
arrive speedily at the throne, but the ultra-Royalists have. And yet 
the Prussian Government is making the Radical Opposition pay for 
the attempt, as is shown by the new law against the liberty of the 
press,3 and by the activity of the Prussian Embassy in London. 

We may state, at the same time, that about a fortnight before the 
attempt, persons whom we have the conviction to be Prussian agents, 
presented themselves to us, trying to entrap us into regicidal 
conspiracies. We were, of course, not to be made the dupes of such 
attempts. 

If the British Government desires any information respecting us, 
we shall always be ready to give it. What it can hope to learn by 
sending spies after us we are at a loss to conceive. 

The Holy Alliance, now re-constructing under the egis of Russia, 
would be too glad if they could succeed in making England, the only 
stumbling-block in their way, adopt a reactionary policy at home. 
What would become of the anti-Russian feeling of England, of the 
diplomatic notes and Parliamentary assertions of her Government, if 
commented upon by an enforcement of the Alien Bill, called forth by 
nothing but the revenge of the Holy Alliance, of which Prussia forms 
part and parcel? 

The Governments of the Holy Alliance, we hope, will not succeed 
in deceiving the British Government to such an extent as would call 
forth from the Home Office measures which would seriously affect 
the long-established reputation of England as safest asylum for 
refugees of all parties and of all countries. 

We remain, Sir, your most obedient servants, 

Charles Marx, l 
Fred. Engels, J 

Aug. Willich, 

64 Dean Street, Soho Square, 
June 14, 1850 
Published in The Sun, June 15, 1850 
and in The Northern Star No. 660, 

June 15, 1850 

Editors of the Neue Rheinische 
Zeitung of Cologne 

Colonel in the Insurrectionary 
Army in Baden 

Reprinted from The Sun and 
checked with The Northern Star 

a Of June 8, 1850,— Ed. 
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T O THE EDITOR OF THE SPECTATOR 

(Private) 

Sir, 

We take the liberty of requesting you to insert the enclosed letter 
in your next.8 We have every reason to believe, that there exists, on 
the part of the government, an inclination to enforce the Alien Bill 
and to have it then renewed by Parliament. We are, it seems, to be 
the first victims. We think that the honour of the English nation is 
somewhat interested in preventing the execution of such a plan; we 
think, too, we cannot do better but appeal frankly from the British 
Government to public opinion. And, therefore, hope you will not 
refuse to our letter the publicity which your widely-circulated paper 
is sure to give it. 

In case you should wish any further information, we shall be glad 
to give it, if you will only be kind enough to let us know when and 
where we can meet you. 

We are, Sir, yours most respectfully. 

Written on June 14, 1850 Printed according to the original 
in Engels' hand 

First published in: K. Marx and F. Engels, 
Works, first Russ. ed., Vol. XXV, Moscow, 
1934 

Published in English for the first 
time 

a The following sentence is crossed out in the manuscript: "The spy system 
exercised upon us, by the British Government, to an almost incredible extent, is a 
sufficient proof, that the reiterated requests of the Prussian Ambassador...."—Ed. 
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sixteenth century the communities in all the towns were again in the 
opposition. 

The town opposition to the patricians broke up into two factions 
which took quite distinct stands in the Peasant War. 

The burgher opposition, forerunners of our present-day liberals, 
included the richer and middle burghers, and, depending on local 
conditions, a more or less appreciable section of the petty burghers. 
Their demands did not overstep purely constitutional limits. They 
wanted control over the town administration and a share in 
legislative power, to be exercised either by an assembly of the 
community itself or by its representatives (big council, community 
committee); further restriction of the patrician nepotism and the 
oligarchy of a few families which was coming to the fore ever more 
distinctly within the patriciate itself. At best, they also demanded 
several council seats for burghers from their own midst. This party, 
joined here and there by the dissatisfied and impoverished part of 
the patriciate, had a large majority in all the ordinary community 
assemblies and in the guilds. The adherents of the council and the 
more radical part of the opposition together formed only a small 
minority among the real burghers. 

We shall see how this "moderate", "law-abiding", "well-to-do" 
and "intelligent" opposition played exactly the same role, with 
exactly the same effect, in the movement of the sixteenth century, as 
its successor, the constitutional party, played in the movement of 
1848 and 1849.2" 

Beyond that, the burgher opposition declaimed zealously against 
the clergy, whose idle luxury and loose morals roused its bitter scorn. 
It urged measures against the scandalous life of those worthy men. It 
demanded the abolition of the clergy's special jurisdiction and tax 
exemption, and particularly a reduction in the number of monks. 

The plebeian opposition consisted of ruined burghers and the mass 
of townsmen without civic rights—journeymen, day labourers, and 
the numerous precursors of the lumpenproletariat, who existed even 
in the lowest stages of urban development. The lumpenproletariat is, 
generally speaking, a phenomenon that occurs in a more or less 
developed form in all the so far known phases of society. The 
number of people without a definite occupation and permanent 
domicile increased greatly at that time due to the decay of feudalism 
in a society in which every occupation, every sphere of life, was still 
fenced in by countless privileges. In all the developed countries 
vagabonds had never been so numerous as in the first half of the 
sixteenth century. In war time some of these tramps joined the 
armies, others begged their way across the countryside, and still 
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others eked out a meagre living in the towns as day labourers or from 
whatever other occupation that was not under guild jurisdiction. All 
three groups played a part in the Peasant War—the first in the 
armies of princes which overpowered the peasants, the second in the 
peasant conspiracies and in peasant gangs where its demoralising 
influence was felt at all times, and the third in the clashes of the 
urban parties. It will be recalled, however, that a great many, namely 
those living in the towns, still had a substantial share of sound 
peasant nature and had not as yet been possessed by the venality and 
depravity of the present "civilised" lumpenproletariat. 

As we see, the plebeian opposition in the towns of that day was a 
very mixed lot. It brought together the depraved parts of the old 
feudal and guild society with the undeveloped, budding proletarian 
elements of the germinating modern bourgeois society. There were 
impoverished guild burghers, on the one hand, who still clung to the 
existing burgher system by virtue of their privileges, and the 
dispossessed peasants and discharged vassals as yet unable to become 
proletarians, on the other. Between these two groups were the 
journeymen, who still stood outside official society and whose 
condition was as close to that of the proletariat as this could be with 
the contemporary state of industry and the guild privileges; but due 
to these privileges they were, at the same time, almost all prospective 
burgher artisans. The party affiliation of this conglomeration was 
therefore highly uncertain, and varied from locality to locality. 
Before the Peasant War the plebeian opposition took part in the 
political struggles not as a party, but as a noisy marauding tagtail of 
the burgher opposition, a mob that could be bought and sold for a 
few barrels of wine. The peasant revolts turned it into a party, and 
even then it remained almost everywhere dependent on the peasants 
in its demands and actions—a striking proof of how much the town 
of that time still depended on the countryside. In their independent 
actions, the plebeians demanded extension of the monopoly in urban 
handicrafts to the countryside, and had no wish to see a curtailment 
of town revenues come about through the abolition of feudal 
burdens within the town precincts, etc.; in brief, they were 
reactionary in their independent actions, and delivered themselves 
up to their own petty-bourgeois elements—a typical prelude to the 
tragicomedy staged in the past three years by the modern petty 
bourgeoisie under the trade mark of democracy. 

Only in Thuringia under the direct influence of Münzer, and in a 
few other localities under that of his pupils, was the plebeian faction 
of the towns carried away by the general storm to such an extent that 
the embryonic proletarian element in it gained the upper hand for a 
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time over all the other factions2 of the movement. This episode 
grouped round the magnificent figure of Thomas Münzer, was the 
culmination point and also the briefest episode, of the Peasant War. 
It stands to reason that the plebeian factions were the quickest to 
collapse, that they had a predominantly fantastic outlook, and that 
the expression of their demands was necessarily extremely uncer­
tain; in the existing conditions they found the least firm ground to 
stand on. 

Beneath all these classes, save the last one, was the exploited bulk 
of the nation, the peasants. It was on the peasant that the whole 
arrangement of social strata reposed: princes, officials, nobles, 
clergymen, patricians and burghers. No matter whose subject the 
peasant was—a prince's, an imperial baron's, a bishop's, a monas­
tery's or a town's—he was treated by all as a thing, a beast of burden, 
and worse. If a serf, he was entirely at the mercy of his master. If a 
bondsman, the legal levies stipulated in the agreement were enough 
to crush him; yet they were daily increased. He had to work on his 
lord's estate most of his time; out of what he earned in his few free 
hours he had to pay tithes, tributes, the quitrent, princely levies 
[Bede], road (war) tolls, and local and imperial taxes. He could 
neither marry nor die without paying something to the lord. Besides 
his statute labour he had to gather litter, pick strawberries and 
bilberries, collect snail-shells, drive the game in the hunt, and chop 
wood, etc., for his gracious lord. The right to fish and hunt belonged 
to the master; the peasant had to look on quietly as his crop was 
destroyed by wild game. The common pastures and woods of the 
peasants were almost everywhere forcibly appropriated by the lords. 
The lord did as he pleased with the peasant's own person, his wife 
and daughters, just as he did with the peasant's property. He had the 
right of the first night. He threw the peasant into the tower when he 
wished, and the rack awaited the peasant there just as surely as the 
investigating attorney awaits the arrested in our day. He killed the 
peasant or had him beheaded when he pleased. There was none out 
of the edifying chapters of the Carolina500 dealing with "ear 
clipping", "nose cutting", "eye gouging", "chopping of fingers and 
hands", "beheading", "breaking on the wheel", "burning", "hot 
irons", "quartering", etc., that the gracious lord and patron would 
not apply at will. Who would defend the peasant? It was the barons, 
clergymen, patricians or jurists who sat in the courts, and they knew 

The 1850 edition has Faktoren (agents) instead of Fraktionen (fac­
tions).— Ed. 
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since the name Bundschuh became too dangerous after the setback 
of the Untergrombach conspirators, it adopted the name Poor 
Konrad. Its main seat was the valley of the Rems at the foot of the 
mountain of Hohenstaufen. Its existence had been no secret for a 
long time, at least to the people. The merciless oppression of Duke 
Ulrich's government coupled with several famine years, which 
contributed greatly to the outbreak of the movements of 1513 and 
1514, had increased the number of conspirators. The newly imposed 
taxes on wine, meat and bread, and a capital tax of one pfennig 
yearly on every guilder, provoked the uprising. The town of 
Schorndorf, where the heads of the complot met in the house of a 
cutler named Kaspar Pregizer, was to be seized first. In the spring of 
1514, the rebellion broke out. Three thousand—and according to 
some, five thousand—peasants gathered before the town, but were 
persuaded by the amicable promises of the Duke's officers to 
withdraw. Duke Ulrich, who had agreed to abolish the new taxes, 
arrived posthaste with eighty horsemen to find everything quiet in 
consequence of the promise. He promised to convene a Diet to 
examine all complaints. But the chiefs of the society knew very well 
that Ulrich sought only to keep the people quiet until he recruited 
and concentrated enough troops to be able to break his word and 
collect the taxes by force. From Kaspar Pregizer's house, "Poor 
Konrad's chancery", they issued a call for a society congress, and sent 
emissaries in all directions. The success of the first uprising in the 
Rems valley had everywhere stimulated the movement among the 
people. The appeals and the emissaries found a favourable response 
everywhere, and the congress held in Untertürkheim on May 28 was 
attended by a large number of representatives from all parts of 
Württemberg. It was decided to proceed at once with propaganda 
and to strike in the Rems valley at the first opportunity, in order to 
spread the uprising from that point in every direction. While 
Bantelhans of Dettingen, a former soldier, and Singerhans of 
Würtingen, an esteemed peasant, were bringing the Swabian Jura 
into the society, the uprising broke out on every side. Though 
Singerhans was attacked and seized, the towns of Backnang, 
Winnenden, and Markgröningen fell into the hands of the peasants 
who had joined forces with the plebeians, and the entire area from 
Weinsberg to Blaubeuren, and from there to the border of Baden, 
was in open revolt. Ulrich was compelled to yield. However, while 
calling the Diet for June 25, he wrote to the surrounding princes and 
free towns asking for aid against the uprising, which, he said, 
threatened all princes, authorities and nobles in the Empire, and 
which "bore an uncommon resemblance to the Bundschuh". 
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In the meantime, the Diet, i. e. the deputies of the towns, and 
many delegates of the peasants who also demanded seats in the Diet, 
came together as early as June 18 in Stuttgart. The prelates had not 
yet arrived. The knights had not even been invited. The city 
opposition of Stuttgart, as well as two threatening peasant throngs at 
Leonberg and in the Rems valley, supported the demands of the 
peasants. Their delegates were admitted, and it was decided to 
depose and punish the three hated councillors of the Duke—Lam-
parter, Thumb and Lorcher—and appoint for the Duke a council of 
four knights, four burghers and four peasants, to grant him a fixed 
civil allowance, and to confiscate the monasteries and endowments in 
favour of the state treasury. 

Duke Ulrich countered these revolutionary decisions with a coup 
d'état. On June 21 he rode with his knights and councillors to 
Tübingen, where he was followed by the prelates, ordered the 
burghers to come there as well, which they did, and there continued 
the Diet without the peasants. The burghers, confronted with 
military terror, betrayed their peasant allies. On July 8 the Tübingen 
agreement came about, saddling the country with almost a million of 
the Duke's debts, laying some restrictions on the Duke which he 
never observed, and disposing of the peasants with a few meagre 
general phrases and a very definite penal law against insurrection 
and association. Naturally, nothing was said any more about peasant 
representation in the Diet. The peasantry cried treason, but the 
Duke, who had acquired new credit after his debts were taken over 
by the estates, soon gathered troops, and his neighbours, particular­
ly the Elector Palatine,3 also sent him military aid. The Tübingen 
agreement was thus accepted all over the country towards the end of 
July, and a new oath was taken. Only in the Rems valley Poor Konrad 
offered resistance. The Duke, who again rode there in person, barely 
escaped with his life. A peasant camp was set up on the mountain of 
Kappel. But as the affair dragged on, most of the insurgents 
dispersed for lack of food, and the rest also went home after an 
ambiguous agreement with some of the Diet deputies. In the 
meantime, Ulrich, his army strengthened with companies willingly 
placed at his service by the towns, which, having attained their 
demands, turned fanatically against the peasants, attacked the Rems 
valley in spite of the agreement and plundered its towns and villages. 
Sixteen hundred peasants were taken prisoner, sixteen of them 
instantly decapitated, and most of the others made to pay heavy 
fines into Ulrich's treasury. Many remained in prison for a long 
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behind an inner wall, they shot up the inner wall as well, and tried a 
third assault, which was successful. Half of Geyer's men were 
massacred, but Geyer managed to escape with the other 200. Their 
hiding place, however, was discovered on the following day 
(Whit-Monday). The Elector Palatine's soldiers surrounded the 
woods in which they lay hidden, and slaughtered all of them. Only 
seventeen prisoners were taken during those two days. Again Florian 
Geyer fought his way out of the encirclement with a few of his most 
intrepid fighters and set out to join the Gaildorf peasants, who had 
again assembled a body of about 7,000 men. But upon his arrival he 
found them mostly dispersed by the crushing news from every side. 
He made a last attempt to assemble the peasants dispersed in the 
woods, but was surprised by enemy forces at Hall on June 9 and laid 
down his life fighting. 

Truchsess, who had sent word to besieged Frauenberg on the 
heels of the Königshofen victory, now marched towards Würzburg. 
The Council came to a secret understanding with him, so that on the 
night of June 7 the League army was allowed to surround the city 
where 5,000 peasants were stationed, and the following morning 
marched with sheathed swords through the gates opened by the 
Council. This betrayal of the Würzburg "honourables" caused the 
last troop of the Franconian peasants to be disarmed and all its 
leaders to be arrested. Truchsess immediately ordered 81 of them 
decapitated. The various Franconian princes arrived in Würzburg 
one after the other, and among them the Bishop of Würzburg 
himself,3 the Bishop of Bambergb and the Margrave of Branden-
burg-Ansbach. The gracious lords distributed the roles among 
themselves. Truchsess marched with the Bishop of Bamberg, who 
presently broke the agreement concluded with his peasants and 
opened his land to the fierce and murderous hordes of the League 
army. Margrave Casimir devastated his own land. Deiningen was 
burned and numerous villages were pillaged or gutted. In every town 
the Margrave held a bloodthirsty court. He ordered eighteen rebels 
beheaded in Neustadt on the Aisch and in Bergel forty-three 
suffered the same fate. From there he went to Rothenburg where the 
honourables had already made a counter-revolution and arrested 
Stephan von Menzingen. The Rothenburg petty burghers and 
plebeians now had to pay heavily for behaving so ambiguously 
towards the peasants, refusing them all help until the very last, 
insisting in their local narrow-minded egotism on the suppression of 
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countryside crafts in favour of the city guilds, and only unwillingly 
giving up the city revenues flowing in from the feudal services of the 
peasants. The Margrave ordered sixteen of them executed, Men-
zingen naturally first of all.— The Bishop of Würzburg marched 
through his region in a similar manner, pillaging, ravaging and 
burning everything on his way. He had 256 rebels decapitated on 
this triumphal march, and upon returning to Würzburg crowned his 
handiwork by beheading another thirteen Würzburg rebels. 

In the Mainz region the viceregent, Bishop Wilhelm von 
Strassburg, restored order without resistance. He executed only four 
men. Rheingau, which had also been in revolt but where everybody 
had long since come home, was eventually invaded by Frowin von 
Hütten, a cousin of Ulrich, and fully "pacified" by the execution of 
twelve ringleaders. Frankfurt, which also experienced considerable 
revolutionary unrest, was held in check first by the conciliatory 
attitude of the Council and later by recruited troops. In the Rhenish 
Palatinate about 8,000 peasants had assembled anew after the 
Elector's breach of faith, and had again burned monasteries and 
castles, but the Archbishop of Trier 3 came to the aid of Marshal von 
Habern and made short work of them on June 23 at Pfed-
dersheim. A series of atrocities (eighty-two were executed in Pfed-
dersheim alone) and the capture of Weissenburg on July 7 put an 
end to the insurrection. 

Of all the peasant troops only two were still unvanquished: the 
Hegau-Black Forest Troop and that of Allgäu. Archduke Ferdinand 
had tried intriguing against both. Just as Margrave Casimir and 
other princes sought to utilise the insurrection to annex church lands 
and principalities, Ferdinand wished to use it for the aggrandisement 
of the House of Austria. He had negotiated with the Allgäu 
commander, Walter Bach, and with the Hegau commander, Hans 
Müller of Bulgenbach, in the hope of prevailing on the peasants to 
declare allegiance to Austria, but though both chiefs were venal they 
could not talk their troops into anything more than an armistice 
between the Allgäu Troop and the Archduke, and neutrality towards 
Austria. 

Retreating from the Württemberg region, the peasants of Hegau 
destroyed a number of castles and gathered reinforcements in the 
provinces of the Margraviate of Baden. On May 13 they marched on 
Freiburg, bombarded it from May 18, and entered it triumphantly 
when the town surrendered on May 23. From there thev moved 
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reached their peak in May 1847. In that month the average price of a 
quarter of wheat in Great Britain rose to IO2V2 shillings and on some 
days to 115 and 124 shillings. But soon decidedly favourable reports 
came in about the weather and the ripening harvest; prices fell, and 
by mid-July the average price stood at only 74 shillings. Less 
favourable weather in some parts caused prices to rise again 
somewhat, until it was finally clear towards the middle of August that 
the 1847 harvest would be above average. The downward trend was 
now no longer to be contained; supplies to Great Britain increased 
beyond all expectation, and by September 18 the average price had 
been reduced to 49Vz shillings. Within the space of 16 weeks the 
average price had thus fluctuated by no less than 53 shillings. 

Throughout this period there had not only been a continua­
tion of the railway crisis, but at the very moment when corn prices 
were at their highest, in April and May 1847, the credit system was 
also completely dislocated and the money market completely dis­
rupted. The speculators in corn nevertheless withstood the fall in 
prices until August 2. On that day the Bank raised its lowest rate of 
discount to 5 per cent and for all bills of exchange at over two 
months to 6 per cent. There immediately followed a series of the 
most sensational bankruptcies on the Corn Exchange, headed by that 
of Mr. Robinson, Governor of the Bank of England. In London 
alone eight large corn companies failed, their liabilities together 
amounting to more than £172 million. The provincial corn markets 
were completely paralysed; bankruptcies followed hard upon each 
other here, especially in Liverpool, with equal speed. The 
corresponding business failures on the Continent in this field 
occurred with greater or lesser rapidity, depending on the distance 
from London. By September 18, the date of the lowest corn prices, 
the corn crisis in England can however be regarded as over. 

We now come to the commercial crisis proper, the money crisis. In 
the first four months of 1847 the general condition of trade and 
industry still appeared satisfactory, with the exception however of 
iron production and the cotton industry. Iron production, inflated 
to an enormous degree by the railway bubble of 1845, naturally 
suffered in proportion as the outlets diminished for the excess 
quantity of iron produced. In the cotton industry, the main branch 
of industry for the East Indian and Chinese markets, there had been 
over-production for these markets as early as 1845, and a relative 
recession had occurred very soon. The poor cotton harvest of 1846, 
the rise in the price both of the raw material and of the finished 
product, and the reduced consumption this entailed, increased the 
pressure on this industry. In the early months of 1847 production 
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was cut back considerably throughout Lancashire, and the cotton 
workers were already affected by the crisis. 

On April 15, 1847, the Bank of England raised its lowest rate of 
discount on very short bills to 5 per cent; it restricted the total value 
of the bills to be discounted, and this without regard to the nature of 
the businesses on which the bills were drawn; finally it abruptly 
announced to the merchants to whom it had made advances that it 
would no longer renew these advances when they fell due, as it had 
usually done before, but [would] demand repayment. Two days later 
the publication of its weekly balance showed that the reserve fund of 
the Banking Department3 had fallen to £21/z million. The Bank had 
thus taken the above measures to stem the outflow of gold from its 
vaults and increase its liquidity once more. 

Various causes underlay the outflow of gold and silver from the 
Bank. Firstly, consumption and the significantly higher prices of 
almost all goods required an increase in circulation, especially of gold 
and silver, for retail trade. Then the continuing investment in 
railway construction, which in April alone had totalled £4,314,000, 
had made necessary the withdrawal of a mass of deposits from the 
Bank. A portion of the money called in, being destined for railways 
abroad, flowed directly overseas. The significant excess of imported 
sugar, coffee and other colonial products, whose consumption and 
whose prices had been pushed up even more by speculation,15 of 
cotton following speculative buying now that a poor harvest had 
become a certainty, and especially of corn following the repeated 
crop failures, had to be paid for largely in cash or bullion, which also 
resulted in a significant outflow of gold and silver overseas. This 
outflow of precious metals from Great Britain incidentally continued 
until the end of August despite the above measures taken by the 
Bank. 

The Bank's decisions and the news of the low level of its reserves 
immediately created pressure on the money market and panic 
throughout commerce in Great Britain of an intensity only seen in 
1845. In the last weeks of April and the first four days of May almost 
all credit transactions were paralysed. There were, however, no 
abnormal bankruptcies; businesses survived by enormous interest 
payments and forced sales of stocks, government securities, etc., 
at ruinous prices. Even some of the sounder businesses merely 
prepared the ground for their later collapse by their escape from this 
first act of the crisis. The overcoming of the first, most menacing 

a The authors use the English words "Banking Department".— Ed 
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sisted mostly of members of that commission of guardians of the vir­
tue of the republic371 and which on the occasion of a squabble in the 
bosom of the party came out with the most outspoken proclamation 
of right by the grace of God. The Orleanists rejoiced over the 
compromising scandal that this manifesto372 called forth in the press, 
and did not conceal for a moment their open enmity to the 
Legitimists. 

During the adjournment of the National Assembly, the Councils 
of the Departments met. The majority of them declared for a more 
or less qualified revision of the constitution, that is, they declared for 
a not definitely specified monarchist restoration, for a "solution", and 
confessed at the same time that they were too incompetent and too 
cowardly to find this solution. The Bonapartist faction at once 
construed this desire for revision in the sense of a prolongation of 
Bonaparte's presidency. 

The constitutional solution, the retirement of Bonaparte in May 
1852, the simultaneous election of a new President by all the electors 
of the country, the revision of the constitution by a Chamber of Revi­
sion in the first months of the new presidency, is utterly inadmis­
sible for the ruling class. The day of the new presidential election 
would be the day of rendezvous for all the hostile parties, the Le­
gitimists, the Orleanists, the bourgeois republicans, the revolu­
tionists. It would have to come to a violent decision between the 
different factions. Even if the party of Order should succeed in 
uniting round the candidature of a neutral person outside the 
dynastic families, he would still be opposed by Bonaparte. In its 
struggle with the people, the party of Order is compelled constantly 
to increase the power of the executive. Every increase of the 
executive's power increases the power of its bearer, Bonaparte. In 
the same measure, therefore, as the party of Order strengthens its 
joint might, it strengthens the fighting resources of Bonaparte's 
dynastic pretensions, it strengthens his chance of frustrating a 
constitutional solution by force on the day of the decision. He will 
then have, as against the party of Order, no more scruples about the 
one pillar of the constitution than that party had, as against the 
people, about the other pillar in the matter of the election law. He 
would, seemingly even against the Assembly, appeal to universal 
suffrage. In a word, the constitutional solution questions the entire 
political status quo and behind the jeopardising of the status quo the 
bourgeois sees chaos, anarchy, civil war. He sees his purchases and 
sales, his promissory notes, his marriages, his agreements, duly 
acknowledged before a notary, his mortgages, his ground rents, 
house rents, profits, all his contracts and sources of income called in 
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question on the first Sunday in May 1852,3 3 and he cannot expose 
himself to this risk. Behind the jeopardising of the political status quo 
lurks the danger of the collapse of the entire bourgeois society. The 
only possible solution in the sense of the bourgeoisie is the post­
ponement of the solution. It can save the constitutional republic 
only by a violation of the constitution, by the prolongation of the 
power of the President. This is also the last word of the press of 
Order, after the protracted and profound debates on the "solutions" 
in which it indulged after the session of the general councils. The 
high and mighty party of Order thus finds itself, to its shame, 
compelled to take seriously the ridiculous, commonplace and, to it, 
odious person of the pseudo-Bonaparte. 

This dirty figure likewise deceived himself concerning the causes 
that clothed him more and more with the character of the in­
dispensable man. While his party had sufficient insight to ascribe 
the growing importance of Bonaparte to circumstances, he believed 
that he owed it solely to the magic power of his name and his 
continual caricaturing of Napoleon. He became more enterprising 
every day. To offset the pilgrimages to St. Leonards and Wiesbaden, 
he made his round trips through France. The Bonapartists had so 
little faith in the magic effect of his personality that they sent with 
him everywhere as claqueurs people from the Society of December 
10,374that organisation of the Paris lumpenproletariat, packed en masse 
into railway trains and post-chaises. They put speeches into the 
mouth of their marionette which, according to the reception in the 
different towns, proclaimed republican resignation or perennial 
tenacity as the keynote of the President's policy. In spite of all 
manoeuvres these journeys were anything but triumphal proces­
sions. 

When Bonaparte believed he had thus enthused the people, he set 
out to win the army. He caused great reviews to be held on the plain 
of Satory, near Versailles, at which he sought to buv the soldiers 
with garlic sausages, champagne and cigars. Whereas the genuine 
Napoleon, amid the hardships of his campaigns of conquest, knew 
how to cheer up his weary soldiers with outbursts of patriarchal 
familiarity, the pseudo-Napoleon believed it was in gratitude that the 
troops shouted: Vive Napoléon, vive le saucisson! that is, hurrah for the 
sausage [Wwrst], hurrah for the buffoon [Hanswurst]] 

These reviews led to the outbreak of the long suppressed dis­
sension between Bonaparte and his War Minister d'Hautpoul, on 
the one hand, and Changarnier, on the other. In Changarnier, the 
party of Order had found its real neutral man, in whose case there 
could be no question of his own dynastic claims. It had designated 
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On the whole, therefore, the chances of superiority in strategy and 
tactics are at least as much in favour of the Coalition as in favour of 
the revolution. 

I l l 

But will not a new revolution which brings to power an entirely 
new class give rise, like the first one, to new means and ways of 
waging war, compared with which the present Napoleonic ones will 
appear just as obsolete and ineffective as those of the Seven Years' 
War compared with those of the first Revolution? 

The modern warfare is the necessary product of the French 
Revolution. Its precondition is the social and political emancipation 
of the bourgeoisie and small peasants. The bourgeoisie provides the 
money, the small peasants supply the soldiers. The emancipation of 
both classes from feudal and guild fetters is required in order to 
provide the colossal armies of the present day; and the degree of 
wealth and education connected with this stage of social develop­
ment is equally required in order to provide the material in the way 
of weapons, munitions, provisions, and so on, necessary for modern 
armies, and in order to provide the required number of trained 
officers and to give the soldier himself the required degree of 
intelligence. 

I deal with the modern system of war as fully developed by 
Napoleon. Its two pivots are: the mass character of means of attack in 
men, horses and guns, and the mobility of these means of attack. 
Mobility is the essential consequence of massiveness. Modern armies 
cannot, like the small armies of the Seven Years' War, march to and 
fro for months on an area of twenty miles. They cannot bring in their 
train stores containing their total food requirements. They must 
swoop down on a region like a swarm of locusts, ravage all its 
food supplies within reach of the cavalry, and must depart when 
everything has been devoured. The stores are adequate if they 
suffice only for unforeseen contingencies; they are continually 
depleted and replenished; they have to follow the rapid march of the 
army and therefore seldom suffice to cover the needs of the army 
even for a single month. The modern system of war is, therefore, 
impossible for a long period in a poor, semi-barbaric, thinly pop­
ulated country. Owing to this impossibility, the French perished 
slowly in Spain and rapidly in Russia. On the other hand, however, 
the Spaniards were also ruined owing to the French, their country 
was very largely sucked dry. Even in Poland the Russians cannot 
make use of their own clumsy system of mass warfare for a long 
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period, and in Russia itself they cannot make use of it at all as long as 
they have no railways. The defensive at the Dnieper and the Dvina 
would spell ruin for Russia. 

But this degree of mobility requires also a certain degree of 
education of the soldier, who in many cases must know how to look 
after himself. The considerable extension of patrol and foraging 
expeditions, outpost duties, etc., the greater activity demanded of 
every soldier, the more frequent recurrence of cases in which the 
soldier has to act on his own and has to rely on his own intellectual 
resources, and, finally, the great importance of skirmish engage­
ments in the fighting, the success of which depends on the 
intelligence, the coup d'œil and the energy of each individual sol­
dier—all this presupposes a greater degree of education of the 
non-commissioned officer and rank-and-file soldier than was the 
case under old Fritz. A barbaric or semi-barbaric nation, however, is 
unable to offer a degree of education of the masses such that 
500,000-600,000 men recruited at random could, on the one hand, 
become disciplined and trained to act like machines, and at the same 
time acquire or retain this coup d'œil for small-scale warfare. The 
barbarians, e.g. the Cossacks, are by nature gifted with this coup d'œil 
of the robber; but on the other hand, they are as much incapable of 
regular military duties as the Russian serf infantrymen, on the 
contrary, are proper skirmishing. 

This universal average degree of education which the modern 
system of war requires in every soldier is to be found only in the most 
developed countries: in Britain, where the soldier, however raw a 
yokel he was, goes through the civilising school of the towns; in 
France, where the emancipated small peasants and the astute mob of 
the towns (remplaçants*) constitute the army; in North Germany, 
where feudalism likewise has either been destroyed or has assumed 
plus ou moinsh bourgeois forms, and where the towns provide a 
considerable contingent for the army; finally, after the last wars, it 
seems to exist also in at least that part of the Austrian army which 
is recruited from the least feudal areas. Apart from Britain, small 
peasant farming is everywhere the basis of the army, and the army is 
the more fitted for the modern system of war the closer the position 
of the small peasant comes to that of the free owner. 

But the mobility of the masses, as well as that of the individual 
soldier, presupposes the degree of civilisation of the bourgeois 
epoch. The sluggishness of the pre-revolutionary armies is closely 

a Substitutes for those who have bought exemption from military service.-—Ed. 
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liberty has been trafficked away, their blood has been shed in 
torrents, every prison in France is crowded with life-long cap­
tives,—15,000 were transported in one mass and the dreadful 
despotism we have described rests on them now. What wonder that 
the middle-class should fear the people, and that they should strain 
their last nerve to keep the hour of retribution in abeyance. But they 
are divided among themselves. They have too many conflicting 
ambitions, and foremost on the cards stands 

THE GAME OF NAPOLEON. 

The question now is, shall the presidential powers be prolonged, 
and shall the constitution be revised. Napoleon cannot be re-elected, 
without an open breach of the constitution for lstly, he cannot be 
re-elected until after a period of four years from the expiration of his 
term of office; and, 2ndly, the constitution cannot be revised 
except by a majority of two-thirds. Such a majority in favour of 
that question does not exist, therefore, a constitutional re-election 
is not possible. 

The only alternative for Bonaparte is, therefore, to defy the 
constitution, take up arms, and fight it out, or a legitimate surrender 
of his functions at the time prescribed. In the latter case Cavaignac 
will become President, and the republic of the middle-class will be 
perfected. In the former the issues are more complicated. 

The game of Napoleon, therefore, now is, to work on the 
discontent of the people. The middle-class are the enemies of 
Napoleon,—the people know it, and there is one bond of sympathy 
between them. He, however, shares the odium of oppression jointly 
with the middle-class; if he can cast it off his shoulders entirely on 
theirs, one great obstacle will have been removed. 

This he is endeavouring to do—as proved by his recent speech at 
Dijon, where he says: 

"Every bad law has been enacted by the assembly, every good law that I proposed 
has been rejected or mutilated by that body. They have thwarted me in every attempt 
to better your condition, and raised obstacles against improvement where none 
existed." 

Thus he is endeavouring to guide the lightning, from his own 
head on to that of the assembly. Meanwhile, the army are more with 
him than with the latter body,—and such is the misery of the people 
that almost any change would be for the better in the estimation of 
the many, while the enlightened are but the minority. 
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Therefore, supposing the middle-class to risk the struggle under 
Cavaignac, on finding Bonaparte determined, the people would 
certainly fight against them—and Bonaparte would be fighting with 
the people. Combined, they would prove too strong for the assembly. 
But then would come the critical time; the assembly finding that the 
people were about to conquer, would prefer the lesser of two evils. 
They would prefer an Empire or a Dictatorship of Napoleon, to a 
Democratic and Social Republic, and would, therefore, come to 
terms with the President. The latter dreading, as much as they, the 
democratic power, would accept their aid. The army, or a portion of 
it at least, would have become still more attached to Napoleon by the 
excitement, peril, and "glory" of strife; and the struggle would then 
assume a new aspect, that of the army and the bourgeoisie against the 
People. The issue depends on the courage, sense, and union of the 
latter. The game of Napoleon, is, first to play off the People against 
the middle-class. Then to play off the middle-class against the people 
and to use the army against them both. 

The future is pregnant with great events, and the present of 
France is one of the most interesting studies history affords. 

Written between May 24 and June 8, 1851 Reprinted from the journal 

First published in the Notes to the People 
No. 7, June 14, 1851 
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ABOUT ENGELS' SPEECH 
AT A BANQUET HELD ON FEBRUARY 25, 1850, 
IN HONOUR OF THE SECOND ANNIVERSARY 

OF THE FEBRUARY REVOLUTION 
IN FRANCE 

(From a Newspaper Report)430 

Citizen Engels, editor of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung, made a 
speech in French which he ended, amidst thunderous applause, with 
a toast to the June insurgents. 

First published in the Westdeutsche Zeitung Printed according to the newspaper 
No. 51, March 1, 1850 

Published in English for the first 
time 
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ACCOUNTS OF THE SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC REFUGEE 
COMMITTEE IN LONDON 

1. Expendit ure 

£ s d 
November 1849 16 grants @ 7s 5 12 — 
December 29 

3 » 
7s 
4s 

10 3 
12 

— 

1 
1 » 

6s 
3s 

— 6 
3 

— 

2 " 5s — 10 — 
1 
1 .. 

5s 6d 
8s 

— 5 
8 

6 

1 
4 

» 
12s 
10s 2 

12 — 

January 1850 20 " 7s 7 — — 
1 " 2s 6d — 2 6 
3 " 4s — 12 — 

February 1 to 23 18 " 7s 6 6 — 
2 
1 » 

5s 
2s 

— 10 
2 

— 

5 " 10s 2 10 — 
1 
1 » 

3s 
13s 

— 3 
13 

— 

2 " Is 3d — 2 6 
1 " Is — 1 — 

114 gra nts totalling 38 13 6 

Postage, stamp duty, bank charges 
and writing materials 

Total 39 
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The expenses include £26 advances to various refugees, who in 
the meantime have found work, for the purchase of tools, chothing, 
etc., which they have promised to repay later. 

November 19 
December 1 

10 

15 

17 

February 11 

20 

2. Receipts 
£ 

Balance 10 
From the Workers' Society — 
Through the Westdeutsche Zei­

tung in Cologne 30 talers 
minuscosts 4 

From German workers in 
Paris 2 

Through Professor Turk in 
Rostock 16 

From the Cincinnati Aid Com­
mittee 20 

From workers in Schwerin 3 

Total 57 
Minus the above expendi­
tures 39 

9 5 
3 6 

1 

5 10 

12 6 

18 — 
— — 

10 3 

18 7 

Cash in hand 17 11 

The above accounts were presented to the meeting of the local 
German Workers' Society of March 4 and were found correct. 
The receipts and the books of the Committee are ready at the 
Treasurer's for inspection by the donors or their representatives. 

Since these accounts were balanced two more items have been 
received from Cologne and New York, which will be entered in the 
next account. On the other hand, the number of refugees here 
needing support has been greatly increased by the constant 
expulsions from Switzerland and France. New refugees are arriving 
here almost daily, most of them in a state in which they need not only 
the usual scanty aid but also urgent outlays for clothes. In these 
circumstances the funds of the undersigned Committee are used all 
the more the less successful the attempts to procure means to 
support the refugees here from other sources appear to have been, 
and the more often, therefore, all the refugees arriving here are at 
once directed to the Committee. The efforts of the German workers 
here and of the refugees themselves have succeeded in finding work 
for many of these. But a large number of jobs which are available to 
refugees elsewhere are for various reasons closed to them here, in 
particular because of the fierce competition in overcrowded London. 
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13. The district assembly is the representative body of thé district. It 
shall be convened in the district centre regularly every quarter by 
the committee of the chief community to debate the affairs of the 
district. To this assembly each community shall send one delegate. 
The district assembly shall invariably be convened in the middle of 
July each year for the election of the League delegates. 

Article 5 Community 
Article 6 District 
Article 7 Central Authority 
Article 8 The Congress 
Article 9 Admission to the League 
Article 10 Expulsion from the League (money....)2 

14. A fortnight after the close of the district election assemblies 
the congress shall meet as a rule at the seat of the Central Authority 
unless the latter decides upon another venue. 

15. The congress shall receive from the Central Authority, which 
has a seat in it but no vote, a report on all its activities and on the state 
of the League; it shall lay down the principles governing the policy to 
be followed by the League, decide upon amendments to the Rules 
and determine the seat of the Central Authority for the coming year. 

16. In cases of emergency the Central Authority can summon an 
extraordinary congress which will consist in that event of the 
delegates last elected by the districts. 

17. Disputes between individual members of the same community 
shall be settled conclusively by that community; disputes between 
members of the same district by the district community; those 
between members of different districts by the Central Authority; 
personal complaints about members of the Central Authority shall 
be brought before the congress. Disputes among communities 
belonging to the same district shall be resolved by the district 
community, those between communities and their district or between 
different districts, by the Central Authority; but in the first case an 
appeal may be made to the district assemblies and in the second, to 
the congress. The congress shall also resolve all conflicts between the 
Central Authority and the lower committees of the League. 

First published in Russian in the journal Printed according to a copy of the 
Voprosy Istorii No. 11, 1948 manuscript with remarks by Marx 

a Articles 5-10 were written by Marx at the bottom of the third page of the 
manuscript.— Ed. 
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ABOUT ENGELS' SPEECH 
AT A NEW YEAR'S PARTY 

OF THE FRATERNAL DEMOCRATS SOCIETY 
DECEMBER 30, 1850 

(From a Newspaper Report)448 

M. Engels (who, with Carl Schapper, attended as a deputation 
from the German Society) also responded to this sentiment, thanked 
them in the name of his brethren for their sympathy, and expressed 
his best wishes for the prosperity of the English people. He then 
entered into a long and elaborate statement of the causes of the 
failures abroad, and the consequent reaction, showing that it equally 
arose from the ignorance of the people and the treachery of their 
leaders. 

First published in The Northern Star Reprinted from the newspaper 
No. 689, January 4, 1851 
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action on the part of the liberal majority of the congress, which rejected a proposal 
for arming the people and offering resistance to the authorities. p. 158 

I « See Note 8. p. 158 

147 T h e description of revolutionary events given below deals mainly with Elberfeld, 
which was one of the main centres of the uprising in Rhenish Prussia in defence of 
the Imperial Constitution. 

The Elberfeld uprising involved mainly workers and petty-bourgeois strata. It 
flared up on May 9, 1849, and served as a signal for armed struggle in a number 
of towns in the Rhine Province (Düsseldorf, Iserlohn, Solingen and others). The 
immediate cause of the uprising was the Prussian Government's attempt to 
suppress the revolutionary uprising on the Rhine with arms, crush democratic 
organisations and the press and disarm those army reserve units which had 
refused to take orders and backed the demand for the Imperial Constitution (the 
army reserve had been mobilised by the Prussian Government itself). After the 
expulsion of the Prussian troops who tried to capture the city, power in Elberfeld 
passed into the hands of the Committee of Public Safety, composed mainly of 
moderate democrats and liberals. In contrast to Elberfeld, the uprising that broke 
out in Düsseldorf on May 9 was suppressed by troops on the following day. In 
Elberfeld and other towns the insurgents were able to hold out longer, p. 159 

148 Engels arrived in Elberfeld on May 11, 1849, from insurgent Solingen, where, the 
day before, he had formed a detachment of workers to help the Elberfeld 
insurgents. In Elberfeld he worked for a reform of the bourgeois civic militia, the 
imposition of a war tax on the bourgeoisie and the extensive arming of workers 
with a view to creating the nucleus of a Rhenish revolutionary army and uniting 
localised uprisings. These efforts were counteracted by the Committee of Public 
Safety, in which considerable influence was wielded by representatives of the 
bourgeoisie. 

Under pressure from bourgeois circles, Engels was deported from the city on 
the morning of May 15. On May 17, the Neue Rheinische Zeitung carried an article, 
entitled "Elberfeld", describing the situation in the insurgent city and Engels' 
activities there (see present edition, Vol. 9). Later an action was brought against 
Engels for his part in the Elberfeld uprising (see this volume, pp. 602-04). Engels 
also touches on his stay in Elberfeld during the uprising in this series of articles. 

p. 163 
149 The arsenal in Prüm was stormed by democrats and workers from Trier and 

neighbouring townships on May 17 and 18, 1849. Their aim was to seize the arms 
and extend the uprising in defence of the Imperial Constitution to the areas on 
the left bank of the Rhine. The insurgents succeeded in capturing the arsenal, but 
government troops soon arrived on the scene and the movement was suppressed. 

p. 163 
150 The tricolour—the black-red-and-gold flag, symbolising Germany's national unity, 

was the banner of the movement in support of the Imperial Constitution. 
p. 163 

151 As a result of behind-the-scenes negotiations between a delegation of the 
Elberfeld bourgeoisie and the government, and the defeatist attitude of the 
Committee of Public Safety, the Committee was dissolved by the city authorities on 
May 16, 1849. On the night of May 17, the workers' detachments, including 
reinforcements from other towns, were led out of Elberfeld under false pretences 
and the previous order was restored in the city. The failure of the Elberfeld 
uprising brought the triumph of reaction throughout Rhenish Prussia, p. 169 
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152 See Note 3. p. 171 

Immediately after the Neue Rheinische Zeitung ceased publication, Marx and 
Engels went to Frankfurt am Main and then to insurgent Baden and the 
Palatinate. Their attempts to convince the Left deputies to the Frankfurt As­
sembly and members of the Baden and Palatinate provisional governments of 
the need to extend the movement throughout Germany, to mount a resolute 
offensive, and to persuade the Assembly openly to join in the uprising proved, 
however, unavailing. In late May 1849, Marx and Engels arrived in Bingen 
(Hesse) where they parted. Marx went on to France to establish contacts with 
French democrats and socialists, while Engels returned to the Palatinate to take a 
direct part in the impending armed struggle against the concentrating counter­
revolutionary troops. Besides Marx, two other editors of the Neue Rheinische 
Zeitung, Ferdinand Wolff and Ernst Dronke, went to Paris, where the Montagne 
party and the revolutionary clubs were preparing for mass actions against the 
ruling party of Order (see this volume, pp. 104-09). p. 171 

154 On May 12, 1849, in conditions of general popular ferment and mounting unrest 
in the army, the leaders of democratic organisations assembled in Offenburg 
(Baden) and took preparatory measures for calling a popular meeting. The 
decisions of the assembly, reflecting the attitude of the moderate democrats, were 
confined to a demand for the resignation of the reactionary Beck Ministry and the 
convocation of a Constituent Assembly. By the time the popular meeting opened 
on the following day, however, news had arrived that the army had sided with the 
people everywhere, that insurgent garrisons had captured the Rastatt fortress on 
May 11 and later Karlsruhe and other cities, and that Grand Duke Leopold had 
fled. As a result, more radical decisions were adopted at the meeting, which voted 
for the dissolution of the Baden Diet, universal arming of the people, liberation of 
political prisoners, the return of refugees, and other far-reaching measures. At 
the same time, the republican wing failed to secure approval for a resolution on 
the introduction of a republican government. A Baden provincial committee was 
set up, composed mainly of moderate democrats. The committee soon formed a 
provisional government, the Executive Committee, headed by Lorenz Peter 
Brentano. Its policy, however, was very moderate and irresolute, and gave rise to 
differences between the moderate democrats and more radical elements. On June 
10, the Constituent Assembly was called in Karlsruhe, which consolidated the 
dominant position of the moderate democrats. Brentano was again appointed 
head of the provisional government and vested with extensive powers, p. 172 

155 The Senate was one of the governing bodies of the free city of Frankfurt; it had 
both legislative and administrative functions. p. 173 

156 The Prussian Major Schill first distinguished himself during brave guerrilla 
actions in the war against Napoleon's army in 1806-07. In April 1809, during 
Napoleon's war against Austria, Schill, leading a regiment of hussars and a 
company of riflemen, set out from Berlin on his own account with the aim of 
drawing "neutral" Prussia into a war against Napoleonic rule. After an abortive 
attempt to capture Magdeburg, he tried to fight his way to the Baltic, hoping for 
British support from the sea. At the end of May, his forces were routed at 
Stralsund, Schill himself falling in action. p. 174 

157 Fickler was sent to Württemberg for talks to ensure the neutrality of the 
Württemberg royal government. On June 3, 1849, he was arrested in Stuttgart by 
the Württemberg authorities. p. 175 
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158 The Club of Resolute Progress, founded in Karlsruhe on June 5,1849, was the more 
radical wing of the petty-bourgeois democratic republicans (Struve, Tzschirner, 
Heinzen and others) discontented with the conciliatory policy of the Brentano 
Government and the increasing strength of the Rightist elements within it. The 
Club suggested that Brentano should extend the revolution beyond Baden and 
the Palatinate and introduce radicals into his government. Brentano refused, so 
the Club tried, on June 6, to force the government to comply by threatening an 
armed demonstration. The government, however, supported by the civic militia 
and other armed units, proved the stronger party in the conflict. The Club of 
Resolute Progress was disbanded. p. 175 

159 T h e six scourges of humanity was t h e p h r a s e u s e d by Gustav S t ruve in a le t ter 
pub l i shed in t h e Deutsche Londoner Zeitung N o . 2 3 8 ( supp lemen t ) , O c t o b e r 26 , 
1849, r e f e r r i n g to t h e m o n a r c h y , t h e he red i t a ry nobility, officialdom, t h e s t a n d i n g 
a r m y , t h e clergy, a n d f inance m a g n a t e s . p . 177 

160 The Rastatt fortress on the Murg was the scene of the last major battle of the 
insurgent army against Prussian and imperial forces (June 29 and 30, 1849). The 
13,000 Baden soldiers held out for 24 hours against the 60,000-strong enemy, but 
were ultimately forced to retreat to the Swiss border to avoid encirclement. Engels 
describes the battle in Chapter Four of his essays (see this volume, pp. 227-31). 

p. 178 
161 In the Ständehaus (House of the Social Estates) in Karlsruhe sittings of the 

Brentano Government were held. p. 179 

At Waghäusel, a major battle took place on June 21, 1849, between the insurgent 
army and Prussian troops who had captured the Palatinate and invaded Baden. 
By a vigorous counterattack the insurgents held up the Prussians, thus avoiding 
encirclement, but they were unable to prevent the Prussian army from advancing. 
Engels describes the battle in Chapter Four of his essays (see this volume, p. 219). 

p. 179 

163 T h i s re fers to t h e strategic miscalculat ion by Görgey , t h e commander - in -ch ie f of 
the Hungarian revolutionary army, in refusing to take advantage of the victories 
scored by the Hungarians during their spring offensive in 1849 to extend the 
fighting to Austria and launch operations to capture Vienna (see Note 96). 

p. 184 

164 T h e Central Committee of German Democrats was elected at the Second Democra t ic 
Congre s s , he ld in Ber l in f rom Oc tobe r 26 to 30 , 1848. I t inc luded d 'Ester , 
Re ichenbach a n d H e x a m e r . M a r x was h a n d e d a m a n d a t e of t h e C e n t r a l 
C o m m i t t e e by d 'Ester at t h e e n d of May 1849. 

T h e French social-democrats—-the pa r ty of pe t ty -bourgeois d e m o c r a t s a n d 
socialists g r o u p e d r o u n d t h e n e w s p a p e r La Réforme (see N o t e 50). 

At t h e t ime of Marx ' s t r ip to F r a n c e a clash was b rewing be tween t h e 
M o n t a g n e , which r e p r e s e n t e d t h e Réforme pa r ty in t h e Legislative Assembly, a n d 
conservat ive circles. T h e M o n t a g n e took action on J u n e 13, 1849. p . 186 

165 T h e Fruchthalle—a covered fruit a n d vegetable m a r k e t in Kaisers lau tern w h e r e 
t h e cen t ra l admin i s t ra t ion of the Pala t inate revolu t ionary Provisional G o v e r n m e n t 
h a d its offices in 1849. p . 192 

166 Chevaux-légers (literally: light horses)—light cavalry armed with sabres, pistols and 
carbines in some West-European countries. p. 193 
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others); they demanded the abolition not only of the small, but of the great tithe as 
well, and proclaimed the right of the local population to depose and replace 
officials with whom they were dissatisfied. p. 473 

341 The Fourteen Articles of the insurgent peasants and pitmen of the Salzburg 
archbishopric in the main reproduced the demands of the Twelve Articles of the 
Swabian and Franconian peasants. In addition, they contained certain local 
demands. Among other things, the insurgents demanded that the independence 
of the courts from the influence of feudal lords and their puppets be secured, that 
the responsibility of the whole community for crimes committed on its territory be 
abolished and measures be taken to maintain roads in good repair and to protect 
trade. p. 475 

The Thirty Years' War (1618-48)—a European war, in which the Pope, the 
Spanish and Austrian Habsburgs and the Catholic German princes rallied under 
the banner of Catholicism and fought the Protestant countries: Bohemia, 
Denmark, Sweden, the Republic of the Netherlands and a number of Protestant 
German states. The rulers of Catholic France—rivals of the Habsburgs— 
supported the Protestant camp. Germany was the main battle arena or the object 
of plunder and territorial claims. The Treaty of Westphalia (1648) sealed the 
political dismemberment of Germany. p. 478 

343 This document reflects an acute struggle waged by Marx, Engels and their 
followers against sectarian elements in the Communist League. By August 1850, 
Marx and Engels realised that, in the context of the general economic prosperity, 
there was no prospect for a new revolution in the near future (see this volume, 
pp. 509-10). They believed that most efforts should be concentrated on 
strengthening the proletarian party's independence from petty-bourgeois democ­
racy, both ideologically and organisationally. This sober analysis and logical 
approach were opposed by Willich and Schapper, members of the Communist 
League Central Authority. Willich also disagreed with Marx's understanding of 
the theory of the proletarian revolution; he thought that communism could be 
enforced by the minority once and for all. Marx wrote to the Cologne Communists 
on their disagreements as far back as June 1850. The contents of his letter were 
recorded in the evidence of Peter Röser, one of the accused at the Cologne trial 
(1852), which he gave late in 1853 and early in 1854 while in prison. Willich, 
Schapper and their followers, instead of analysing objective reality as Marx and 
Engels did, proposed pseudo-revolutionary phrases and employed adventurist 
tactics in an attempt to provoke new insurrections in Germany. This led to 
disagreements in the Central Authority which became clear during its meetings in 
August and the early half of September, and intensified on September 15, 1850, 
when the Communist League split (see this volume, pp. 625-29). 

This meeting decided to transfer the seat of the League's Central Authority to 
Cologne and instruct the local authority there to form a new Central Authority of 
the League (see this volume, p. 630). The factionalists, being in the minority, 
walked out, appealed to League members of the London district, and, with their 
support, formed their own central authority. The majority of the members of the 
German Workers' Educational Society in London (see Note 61) also sided with the 
separatist faction of Willich and Schapper, causing Marx, Engels and their 
followers to resign from this Society. 

The statement was printed in Cologne in 1852 in the Bill of Indictment 
of the Cologne communist trial under the title: Marx, K., Engels, F., An den 
Dienstagspräsidenten der Gesellschaft in Great Windmill Street, London, 17. September, 

24-1124 
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1850, and in the book: Wermuth-Stieber, Die Communisten-Verschwörungen des 
neunzehnten Jahrhunderts, Th. 1, Berlin, 1853. p. 483 

344 Following the split in the Communist League, the Blanquist refugees in London 
supported the sectarian adventurist faction headed by Willich and Schapper. In 
view of this Marx and Engels, backed by the spokesmen of revolutionary Chartists, 
decided to cancel the agreement to found the Universal Society of Revolutionary 
Cqmmunists concluded with the Blanquists and signed in mid-April 1850 (see 
Note 277). The letter published in this volume was written on this occasion. A 
rough copy of it in Engels' handwriting is extant. p. 484 

3 4 5 Eccarius wrote his article "Die Schneiderei in London oder der Kampf des 
grossen und des kleinen Capitals" (which was published in the Neue Rheinische 
Zeitung. Politisch-ökonomische Revue No. 5-6) with Marx's direct assistance, Marx 
being the editor. 

The editorial comment written by Marx and Engels follows directly after the 
article. It was later reproduced in Eccarius' Preface to his other work, also written 
with Marx's assistance: Eccarius, Eines Arbeiters Wiederlegung der national­
ökonomischen Lehren John Stuart Mill's, Berlin, 1869, and also in the second German 
edition of this book published in Hottingen-Zürich, 1888. p. 485 

346 This is an unfinished rough draft of an article intended for No. 5 of the Neue 
Rheinische Zeitung. Politisch-ökonomische Revue. Engels wrote it in connection with 
the stand taken by some of the Young Hegelians (Eduard Meyen, Julius Faucher, 
Ludwig Buhl and Max Stirner), who in 1842 were members of the Berlin circle 
"The Free" and from the early 1850s rallied around the Berlin periodical 
Abend-Post and the Stuttgart Deutsche Monatsschrift für Politik, Wissenschaft, Kunst 
und Lebens. They preached extreme individualism and anarchy, claiming them to 
be products of "higher democracy" and the "free association of people". Actually, 
however, this group championed Free Trade and rejected such democratic 
institutions as universal suffrage. The fact that, from April 1850 onwards, the 
subtitle "Democratic Paper" was omitted from the name of its organ was further 
proof that this group was becoming anti-democratic and anti-revolutionary. The 
Abend-Post frequently printed articles directed against "the law-abiding people 
among the democrats", against socialism and communism, as well as against "the 
revolutionary terror", the servile dependence of the individual on the masses, etc. 
These ideas were also current among some of the German petty-bourgeois 
refugees. 

At the beginning of his article, Engels quotes passages from the review of 
Emile Girardin's Le Socialisme et l'impôt, which he wrote together with Marx and 
published in the Revue No. 4. The italics at the beginning of the quotation are 
introduced by Engels. Engels again refers to this review below. p. 486 

3 4 7 Speaking about the "German disciples of Proudhon" Engels is apparently 
alluding to Karl Grün and Arnold Ruge, who translated some of Proudhon's 
works into German and popularised his ideas in the press. 

The '"noblest minds of the nation' of the Stuttgart parliament and the 
Imperial Regency" refers to Ludwig Simon and Karl Vogt—deputies to the 
Stuttgart parliament (the remnants of the Frankfurt parliament that moved to 
Stuttgart in the summer of 1849—see Note 222). They were also among the five 
imperial regents appointed by the parliament (see Note 11). In 1850 Vogt and 
Simon used the Stuttgart journal Deutsche Monatsschrift to propagate anarchist 
ideas of abolishing every kind of state. p. 487 
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Baden Provisional Government (1849) 
and of the First International, joined 
the German Social-Democrats in the 
1870s.—182, 220 

Goethe, Johann Wolfgang von (1749-
1832)—German poet.—241, 242, 246 

Gör gey, Arthur (1818-1916)—military 
leader of the 1848-49 revolution in 
Hungary, a commander and, from 
April to June 1849, commander-in-
chief of the Hungarian army; voiced 
the conservative sentiments of the 
nobility; advocated agreement with 
the Habsburgs and later capitulation; 
War Minister (from May 1849).—184 

Götz—see Berlichingen, Götz von 
Götz, Christian (1783-1849)—Austrian 

general, took part in suppressing the 
Italian national liberation movement 
and in the war against revolutionary 
Hungary in 1848-49.—547 

Goudchaux, Michel (1797-1862)—French 
banker, republican, Minister of Fi­
nance in the Provisional Government 
in 1848.—73 

Gourgaud, Caspar, baron (1783-1852) 
— French general and monarchist 
politician, deputy to the Legislative 
Assembly during the Second Re­
public—109 

Grail, E. de—French Legitimist politi­
cian; lost the by-election to the Legisla­
tive Assembly in the department of 
Gard on January 13, 1850.—22 

Grandin, Victor (1797-1849)—French 
manufacturer and conservative politi­
cian, member of the Chamber of 
Deputies (1839-48); deputy to the 
Constituent and Legislative Assem­
blies during the Second Republic. 
—48 

Grandménil—French journalist, demo­
crat; member of secret revolutionary 
societies during the July monarchy; 
one of the founders and publishers of 
the newspaper La Réforme.—313 

Granier de Cassagnac, Bernard Adolphe 
(1806-1880) — French journalist, 
lacked principles in politics; prior to 
the 1848 revolution, Orleanist, later 
Bonapartist.—39, 138, 519 

Gray, Simon (18th-19th cent.)—English 
economist.— 588 

Grebel, Konrad (1489-1526)—head of 
an Anabaptist sect in Zurich, follower 
of Münzer; agitated for a revolution in 
South Germany.—426 

Greiner, Theodor Ludwig—German law­
yer, democrat; member of the Palati­
nate Provisional Government in 1849; 
emigrated to Switzerland and subse­
quently to the USA.—200-02, 
372 

Greisel, Florian—German priest, took 
part in the 1525 Peasant War in 
Swabia.—458 

Grey, Sir George (1799-1882)—British 
Whig statesman, Home Secretary 
(1846-52, 1855-58 and 1861-66) and 
State Secretary for the Colonies (1854-
55).—3, 274, 297, 383-84 

Grün, Karl Theodor Ferdinand (pen-
name Ernst von der Haide) (1817-
1887)—German writer, "true social­
ist" in the mid-1840s; deputy to the 
Prussian National Assembly (Left 
wing).—345 

Gudin, Charles Gabriel César (1798-
1874)—adjutant of Louis Philippe; 
from 1846 Marshal of France; was 
dismissed from his post in 1847 for 
swindling.—358 

Gugel-Bastian (d. 1514)—leader of the 
peasant conspiracy in the Margraviate 
of Baden in 1514.—438 

Guinard, Auguste Joseph (1799-1874) 
—French democrat, deputy to the 
Constituent Assembly (1848-49); 
took part in the Mountain party 
actions on June 13, 1849.—129 

Guizot, François Pierre Guillaume (1787-
1874)—French historian and con­
servative statesman; from 1840 up 
to the February revolution of 1848 vir­
tually directed France's foreign and 
domestic policy.—19, 36, 48, 51, 
52, 69, 76, 83, 90, 109, 113, 251-56, 
301 

Gutzkow, Karl Ferdinand (1811-1878) 
—German writer, member of the 
Young Germany group; editor of 
the journal Telegraph für Deutschland 
(1838-43).—242 

Gützlaff, Karl Friedrich August (1803-
1851)—German missionary in Chi­
na.—266 
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H 

Habern, Wilhelm von—Palatinate mar­
shal, commander-in-chief under Lud­
wig, Elector of the Palatinate; took 
part in suppressing the 1525 peasant 
uprising in the Palatinate.—456, 466 

Hadrian (Publius Aelius Hadrianus) (76-
138)—Roman Emperor (117-38).— 
591 

Hafiz, Shams ud-din Mohammed (c. 1300-
c. 1389)—Persian poet, Tajik by 
birth.—244 

Hain, August—German emigrant re­
siding in London; member of the 
Communist League, supported Marx 
during its split.—483 

Hanover, House of—British royal house 
(1714-1901).—252 

Hansemann, David Justus (1790-1864) 
—German capitalist, a leader of the 
Rhenish liberal bourgeoisie; Prussian 
Finance Minister (March-Septem­
ber 1848).—156 

Harlow, John (mid-19th cent.)—British 
economist of the Birmingham school 
known as the "little shilling men"; 
wrote with Wright under the pseudo­
nym of Gemini.—588 

Harney, George Julian (1817-1897)— 
prominent figure in the English 
labour movement; a leader of the 
Chartist Left wing; editor of the 
newspaper Northern Star and the jour­
nal Democratic Review; friend of 
Marx and Engels.—3, 484, 514, 615 

Hassenpflug, Hans Daniel Ludwig Fried­
rich (1794-1862)—German statesman, 
advocate of absolutism, Minister of 
Justice and the Interior of Hesse-
Cassel (1832-37), head of the Hesse-
Cassel Ministry (1850-55).—527 

Haupt, Hermann Wilhelm (born c. 1831) 
—German business clerk; member 
of the Communist League; turned 
traitor during the Cologne communist 
trial and was released by the police 
during investigation.—483 

Häusner, Karl—German engineer, com­
manded the Rhenish Hessian corps of 
the Baden-Palatinate insurgent army 
in 1849.—196 

Haussez, Charles Lemercier de Longpré, 

baron d' (1778-1854)—French conser­
vative politician; Minister for the Navy 
(1829-30).—129 

Hautpoul, Alphonse Henri, marquis d' 
(1789-1865)—French general, Legiti­
mist, later Bonapartist; War Minister 
(1849-50).—22, 26, 32, 113, 123, 128, 
137, 143, 144, 261, 518, 523, 524 

Haynau, Julius Jakob, Baron von (1786-
1853)—Austrian Master of Ordnance; 
took part in suppressing the 1848-49 
revolution in Italy; commanded the 
Austrian troops in Hungary (1849-
50); initiated violent repressions 
against the Hungarian revolu­
tionaries.—110, 511, 624 

Hecker, Friedrich Karl Franz (1811-
1881)—German democrat, a leader of 
the Baden republican uprising in 
April 1848; emigrated to the USA.— 
149, 198, 232, 238 

Hecker, Karl—one of the leaders of the 
Elberfeld uprising in 1849.—164 

Hegel, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich (1770-
1831)—German philosopher.—248, 
267, 302, 422, 488-89, 530 

Heine, Heinrich (1797-1856)—German 
revolutionary poet.—182-83, 536 

Heintzmann, Atem (born c. 1812)—Prus­
sian lawyer, liberal; member of the 
Committee of Public Safety during the 
Elberfeld uprising in May 1849; emig­
rated to London.—164 

Heinzen, Karl (1809-1880)—German 
journalist, radical; took part in the 
Baden-Palatinate uprising of 1849; 
emigrated to Switzerland, later to 
England and in the autumn of 1850 to 
the USA.—3, 4, 183 

Helfenstein, Ludwig, Count von (c. 1480-
1525)—Austrian Viceregent in 
Weinsberg (Württemberg); was 
treacherous and cruel towards the 
peasants; executed by the in­
surgents.—453-54, 462 

Helvétius, Claude Adrien (1715-1771)— 
French philosopher, atheist, Enlight-
ener.—99 

Henneberg, Johann, Count von—Abbot of 
Fulda (1521-41).—472, 479 

Henry IV (1553-1610) — King of France 
(1589-1610).—253 

Henry V—see Chambord, Henri Charles 
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Ferdinand Marie Dieudonne dArtois, due 
de Bordeaux, comte de 

Henry VIII (1491-1547)—King of 
England (1509-47).—254 

Henuegh, Georg Friedrich (1817-1875)— 
German democratic poet, a leader 
of the German Democratic Society in 
Paris.—112 

Heydt, August, Baron von der (1801-
1874)—Prussian conservative states­
man, Elberfeld banker; from Decem­
ber 1848 to 1862, Minister of Trade, 
Industry and Public Works; deputy to 
the Second Chamber (1848).—603 

Hillmann, Hugo (1823-1898)—German 
democrat, took part in the 1848-49 
revolution; emigrated to London; 
later became member of the Lassal-
lean General Association of German 
Workers; joined the Social-Demo­
cratic Workers' Party in 1869.—612 

Hipler, Wendel (c. 1465-1526)—German 
nobleman who sided with the insur­
gents during die peasant uprising in 
Franconia in 1525; principal author of 
the "Heilbronn programme".—452-
54, 461-63 

Hirschfeld, Karl Ulrich Friedrich Wilhelm 
Moritz von (1791-1859)—Prussian 
general, commanded a corps which 
took part in suppressing the Baden-
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—Elberfeld lawyer, democrat, Chair­
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Mainz; took part in suppressing the 
peasant uprising (1525).—466 

Hütten, Ulrich von (1488-1523) 
—German poet, advocate of Reforma­
tion, ideologist of and participant in 
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