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NOTE 

'his unfinished study by Friedrich Engels on Bismarck's 
policy of blood and iron" in Germany has not previously 
een translated into English. The translation is made from 
lie Rolle der Gewalt in der Geschichte, published by Dietz 
rerlag. Berlin, in 1964. 

The editor is indebted to the German editors for the in­
>rmative material in the numbered footnotes: the footnotes 
f the German edition have been adapted in accordance 
rith the presumed needs of English readers. Engels' own 
JOtnotes are marked with an asterisk. 

The text is divided into seven numbered sections cor­
esponding to Engels' draft outline for his study. This draft 
utline is reproduced in the Table of Contents, and will give 
be reader some indication as to how Engels intended to 
omplete the unfini~~e9 .. fin.a.l cha~~cr. 

E. W. and J. C. 
1967 
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FOREWORD 

The Role of Force ill History is an unfinished work by 
Engels, Originally, towards the end of 1886 he thought of 
publishing the three chapters on the theory of force con­
tained in the second section of Anti-Diihring in which he 
established the materialistic conditions of the relations. be­
tween economy and politics. He planned to rewrite these 
·chapters. Further, Engels wished to elaborate also the two 
chapters entitled "Moral and Law-Eternal Truths" and 
"Moral and Law-a Comparison" taken from the first sec­
tion of Anti-Diihring. Moreover. Engels thought to append 
the chapters on "The Role of Force in History" to these 
The fundamental thesis enunciated in these three chapter~ 
was based on the history of Gern1any (1848-88) wherein 
'from this standpoint, "the entire Bismarckian politics" w ' 
analysed. The brochure was to have the title "The Ro~s 
f F . H" .. e o orce m 1story. 

Engels began his work on the fourth chapter toward 
the end of 1887, but it had to be interrupted in Marc~ 
1888 because of other urgent undertakings, and tb" 

IS 
bore the title "The Theory of Force." It contained th 
abovementioned three chapters of Anti-Diihring, the e 
finished manuscript of the fourth chapter for the edi~n­
planned by Engels, the draft of the introduction to it on 
tions of the entire fourth chapter, the notes which he w~ s:c­
to develop in his concluding remarks but which rem~ ed 
unwritten, as well as a chronological chart of the histo ed 

h . . h . f tb ry of Germany of t e seventies and e1g hes o e ninete 
century taken specially from "Geschichte der neue ent ~ 
Z . 1 Hi T" sen e1t, 8~5-85" ( story of .~ecent IIDes, 181_5-85) b 
Constantm Bulley (Second edition, Vols. 1-4, Berlm, 188g~ 



The draft of the unfinished chapter, the draft of the 
foreword and a few sections were for the first time pub­
lished by Eduard Bernstein in the Neue Zeit under the 

t"tl '"Gewalt und okonomie bei der Herstellung des neuen 
te . blih Deutschen Reichs" (Force and Economy m the Esta s -

ment of the New German Empire). The manuscript pre-. 
pared by Bernstein for the press ~ an excellent example . of 
how unscrupulous the right Soctal Democrats were With 
the manuscript remains of Engels. Without caring for the 
authenticity of the manuscript and considering it inviolable, 
Bernstein divided it arbitrarily into small sections, gave them 
unwarranted titles, added notes and interpreted Engels' text 
in a way that suited his purpose. It cannot be ruled out 
that owing to this unscrupulous handling of Bernstein a part 
of the manuscript has been lost. 

In 1896 a French translation of the work as well as 
the three chapters from Anti-Duhring was published in 
numbers 6--9 of the journal Devenir Social. A single Italian 
edition of it appeared in 1899 in Rome; it was a complete 
translation of the German text in the Neue Zeit. An 
incomplete Russian translation was published in St. 
Petersburg in number five of the journal Nautschnoje 
Obosrenije. 

In the first Russian edition of the Works of Marx 
and Engels (Vol. XVI, Part I, 452-507, 1937) Engels· 
work was published for the first time in accordance with 
the manuscript. In this edition all the changes made by 
Bernstein (the sub-division into sections, the innovated sub-­
headings etc.) were removed. The title of the work toO 
was brought in line with that formulated by the author. 

In the volume before us along with the manuscript edi­
tion of Engels of the fourth chapter of The Role of Force 
in History, the draft foreword, the sections of the entire 

· fourth chap~er as well as t~e notes he wanted to develop U1 
his concludmg remarks which would have served as a keY 
to the contents of the unfinished book, are published. 



The English edition first published by Lawrence and 
Wishart comprised the translation of only Die Rolle der 
Gewalt in der Gesclziclzte. In the present lndian edition, 
besides the three chapters on force from Anti-Diihring and 
the parts on this subject from the preparatory notes on the 
same work, has been included from the Moscow edition 
(1969) . The notes on these two sections arc also from 
this edition. For the convenience of readers some addi­
tional notes and a chronology of events from German his­
tory have been added. 

The University of Chicago Press issued in 1967 
The Peasant War in Germany and Germany: Revolution 
and Counter-Revolution as the first volume in its Classic 
European Historians. There is no doubt that The Role of 
Force in History shall be accepted on all hands as a classic 
on the period it covers. 

M. D. Mundhra, (London), and Sunil Kumar Basu 
helped me in writing the additional notes and prepar­
ing the chronology. By far the greatest personal debt I owe 
to the latter who first suggested to me the need for an Indian 
edition of this work. Without his advice and encourage­
ment my humble part in this work would not have been 
what it is. I must thank my friend Mr. Benoy Krishna 
Patta for lending me several books from his personal collec­
~ion. I am also grateful to Jogen Bose and Mihir Kumar 
:Mukherji who prepared the index. 

Asiatic Society 
Calcutta 

t5th April, 1970 

MAHADEVPRASAD SAHA 
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INTRODUCTION 

So great was the success of Engels' Anti-Diilzring that there 
were frequent requests for reprints, new editions, transla­
tions, and the publication of individual sections as pamph­
lets. One such request, in the middle of the 1880's, was for 
a separate publication in Ge~man . of the thre_e ch~pters 
entitled "The Force Theory", m which the relat10nslup be­
tween political force and economic factors is examined. 
Engels considered that a mere republication of these mainly 
theoretical chapters was, under the circumstances, inappro­
priate. Considering the recent course of German history, the 
German reader had the right to know his opinion "about 
the very considerable role played by force in the history of 
his own country during the last thirty years" .1 For this pro­
jected publication, -therefore, Engels wrote a fourth chapter 
containing an account of German history in the period 184S 
to 1888 from the point of view of historical materialism. To­
gether with the "Force Theory" chapters from Anti-Diihring, 
it was to be published under the title "The role of force in 
history". Like so many of Engels' projects, this one had also 
to be abandoned because of his work in preparing the second 
and third volumes of Marx's Capital for publication; the 
fourth chapter was not completed. 

The unfinished manuscript was first published with 
some arbitrary alterations in 1896 by Eduard Bernstein in 
the Neue Zeit on the occasion of the twenty-fifth anniversary 
of the ~econd German ~mpire.2 Thi~ publication provided 
the basrs for French, Italian and Russtan translations durina 
the following years. A Russian translation based on the sur: 
viving manuscript (a part of which has been lost), was pub­
lished by the Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow in 1937. AU 
the manuscripts prepared by Engels for the projected work 
on "The role of force in history" were published in the 

f J- ~e quotation is from Engels' draft preface to "The roll! 
0 2orcc 111 history". p. 7 of the German edition. 
772 1·81 Neue Zeit. XIV. I. Band. pp. 676-687. 708-718, 740-747 - • 810-818. .. 



2 THE ROLE OF FORCE IN HISTORY 

original German in 1964 in the German Det;nocratic ~epu~­
lic.' It is this edition which has been ~sed m preparmg thts 
first English translation of the unfirushed fourt~ chapter. 
The list of contents is based on Engels' draft outlme for the 
chapter. . . 

Written eighty years ago, m the penod from December 
1887 to March 1888, Engels' study has lost none of its fresh­
ness, and stands up extraordinarily well to the critical light 
of modern research. 

What was at issue in the debate about the role of force 
in history? Diihring had asserted il?- his textbooks .on .philo­
sophy and economics that the basts of the explmtat10n of 
man by man was an historical act of force which created an 
exploitative economic system for the benefit of the stronger 
man or class. The impulse of a revolutionary movement, 
therefore, must _be moral indignation against the existing 
unjust imposition of force to perpetuate exploitation. Engels, 

: in his refutation of Diihring, demonstrates the absurdity of 
j postulating political force and the system of power it main­

tains as independent, prior factors in human history. On 
the basis of his extensive historical knowledge, he illustrates 
bo'Y th~ end to ~hie~ force ~as et;nployed, and the weapons I which 1t had at 1ts dtsposal m vanous periods, depended on 
the state of the productive forces and other economic factors. 
In this way, political power had always, in the long run, to 
adapt itself to changes in the balance of economic and social 
forces, and to yield to the dictates of economic development. 
A mode of production and its corresponding political system 
must be judged, not on the degree of force required for its 
ma~tenance, but on whether it impeded or accelerated eco­
nomi~ development. Slavery, when it first emerged, was 
an h1sto~c step forward, because it dissolved the primitive 
commumty and developed the productive power of society. 
~enever, in the past, political force had come into conflict 
w~th economic development, the conflict had always ended 
wtth the overthrow of political force: economic development 
had broken through inexorably and without exception.4 

In the unfinished fourth chapter, Engels attempts to apply 
these general propositions to an analysis of the Bismarckian 
·"blood and iron" phase of Prussian-German history. He 

3. Die Rolle der Gewalt in der Geschichte, Biichcrei des Mar­
xismus-Leninismus, Band 61, Dietz Verlag Berlin 1964. 

4. a. Anti-Diihring, Part 2, chapters 2-4. 
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claims to demonstrate "why the policy of blood and iron', 
was bound to be successful tor a time and why it is bound to ! 
fail in the end". Though political reaction was victorious in J 
1815 and again in 184~. it was unable to prevent the growth 
of large-scale industry in Germany and the growing partici­
pation of German commerce in the world market. The 
incompatibility between modern industry and commerce 
and Germany's feudal-bureaucratic political system with its 
.territorial divisions was becoming more obvious from year 
.to year. This incompatibility, magnificently described by 
Engels on the basis of his personal experience as an indus­
trialist, brought the industrial and commercial bourgeoisie 
into the movement for German unification. They brought 
into it a hard-headed business attitude and a new note of 
.cool calculation. 5 "German unity had become an economic 
necessity." 

Engels discusses the different political developments by 
which unity might, in principle, have been achieved. He 
gives a remarkably optimistic assessment of the possibility of 
unification from below by a victorious popular revolution­
ary movement, overthrowing the German princes and their 
would-be protector Louis-Napoleon. The possibility of unifi­
cation under the hegemony of Austria, on the other hand, 
is briefly dismissed as incompatible with the aims of Habs­
burg great-power policy. Engels was evidently unaware of 
the determined efforts made by the Austrian ministers 
Schwarzenberg and Bruck in the 1850's to secure the re­
moval of the customs barrier between Austria and the 
German Customs Union, precisely to lay the economic 
foundation for an Austrian hegemony in Germany.6 As to 
the evolution of Prussian policy towards an initiative for 
Germ~n un~fic.ation, .the most significant factor in Engels' 
analysts of It ~~ Loms-N~poleon. The army reorganisation 
of 1860/61, whtch gave nse to the great "conflict" between 
the Crown and the liberal-bourgeois majority in the Cham­
ber, was imposed on the Prussian government by the Napo­
leonic threat. real or apparent, to the Left Bank of the Rhine. 
As the conflict developed, there seemed only· two possible 

5. Georg v. Siemens, later director of the Dl'utsche Bank, dis­
cu~scd eve!l the Schleswig-Holstein question in 1866 only from the 
pomt of VIew of economic considerations: cf. H. Bohme, Deutsch­
Jands Wcg zur Grossmacht, Koln-Berlin 1966, p. 205. 

6. Ibid., pp. 14-45. 
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outcomes to it: either a coup d'etat and the return to undis­
guised absolutism on the pre-1848 pattern, or sur!ender to 
the liberal majority and the acceptance of p~rhamentary 
control over army affairs. The generals were qmte prepared 
for the coup d'etat, but the kin&, William .I. who. had only 
just succeeded to the throne, hes1tated to v10late h1S corona­
tion oath so soon after taking it, and did not wish to risk 
this supreme affront to liberal opinion. Surrender, on the 
other hand, was obviously unacceptable both to the king and 
to the generals. 

A third way out was found by Bismarck, appointed Prime 
Minister of Prussia in September 1862. Bismarck's policy. 
Engels argues, was nothing more nor less than the applic.a­
tion of Bonapartism to the Prussian-German situation. LOl!ls­
Napoleon had been able to destroy the political dominatlon 
of the bourgeoisie, because he secured its social domination. 
The suppression of parliament was accepted in a situation in 
which profits soared. Inspired by this success, Bismarck 
defeated the liberal bourgeoisie in the struggle for political 
power by carrying out effectively the bourgeoisie's own na­
~ional and economi~ programn:e. Such a policy suggested 
1tself the more read1ly because 1t made possible the resump­
tion of the traditional Prussian territorial expansion. If the 
policy of blood and iron was successful in the period 1864 
~o 1870, this was so, according to Engel~' argument, because 
1t was employed to serve, not some arb1trary policy dictated 
by Bismarck's whim, but the execution of the programme 
of the rapidly developing German bourgeoisie. In return, 
the bourgeoisie accepted its defeat in the struggle for cons­
titutional control over the government, and contented itself 
with a parliament without power.' 

Engels had demonstrated why, in the light of his theory. 
"the policy of blood and iron was bound to be successful for 
a time". On what grounds did he assert that "it (was) 
bound to fail in the end"? 

Engels argues that Bismarck could have given long-term 

7. Laws passed by the popularly elected Rcichstag were sub­
ject to approval and implementation by the Bundcsrat whose 
members were appointed by the "associated governments" of the 
Empire. and in which the Prussian delegation could not be out­
voted. · The army was specifica\ly .excluded from the competence 
of the Rcichstag, and the army estimates were voted for a period 
of seven years (Septcnnat). 
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stability to his newly-created Empire only by acting in 
accordance with historical development-sacrificing the 
bankrupt Junkers, steering a course towards an English type 
of bourgeois parliamentary regime with a bourgeois landed 
aristocracy as its honorific representatives, and thus, to put 
it in his own words, "adapting Germany's political to her in­
dustrial conditions''. Bismarck did not do this. On the con­
trary, he preserved the old Prussian state, and created con­
ditions in which the Junkers, his own class, could continue 
to enjoy their age-old predominance. For the sake of the 
interests of his class, he was going to defy the dictates of 
historical development. Engels seems almost surprised that a 
statesman who had tasted the signal triumphs which were 
the reward of acting in accordance with historical develop­
ment, should at the height of his power embrace a reaction­
ary policy which he describes unhesitatingly and without 
qualification as "doomed to failure". How did the policy 
in fact fare? 

Like most of their contemporaries, Marx and Engels 
were surprised by the overwhelming Prussian victory over 
Austria in 1866. Up to that time, Bismarck had seemed to 
them the servant of Russia, not the executor of the German 
bour~eois. programme. However, they quickly reappraised 
the SituatiOn. 

-
"Apart from a Prussian defeat," Marx wrote to Engels, 

"which might perhaps (but these Berliners!) have led to 
a revolution, nothing better could have happened than 
their overwhelming victory."8 

Engels replied, detailing what seemed to him the positive 
aspects. of the new situation: 

"The situation in Germany now seems to me fairly 
simple. From the moment Bismarck carried out the 
little-German bourgeois programme9 with the Prussian 
army and with such colossal success, Germany has moved 
in this direction so decisively that we no less than others 
must accept the fait accompli, whether we like it or not. 
As far as the national side of the question is concerned, 

8. Marx to Engels, 7 July 1866, Marx/Engels, Werke, XXXI, 
p. 233. . 

9. . i.e. the unification of Germany under Pruss ian hegemony, 
cxcludmg the German-speaking provinces of the Habsburg Empire. 
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Bismarck will presumably have to establish the little­
German Empire with the frontiers demanded by the bour­
geosie, i.e. including south-western G~rmany: the phrases 
about the Main frontier and the optwnal South German 
separate confederacy are presumably intended fo~ purely 
French consumption, and meanwh1le the Prussmns are 
marching on Stuttgart. ... 

"Politically, Bismarck will be compell~d to rely O?- the 
bourgeoisie, becaus~ he ne.eds t~em ag~mst the Prmces. 
Perhaps not immedmtely, smce hlS presUge and the army 
are sufficient for the moment. But as soon as he wants 
to secure from parliament the conditions necessary for 
central governmental pow~r. he will have to make con­
cessions to the bourgeois. And the natural course of 
events will compel him or his successors to appeal to 
the bourgeoisie again and again. This means that even 
if for the moment Bismarck docs not make more conces­
sions than he absolutely must, he will nevertheless be­
driven more and more into a bourgeois direction. 

"What is good about the whole thing is that the situa­
tion has been simplified, and a future revolution made 
easier by the elimination of riots in the small capitals and 
the acceleration of political development. When all is 
said and done, a German parliament is something quite 
different from a Prussian chamber. Everything connected 
with the petty states will be swept along by the move­
ment, the worst particularist influences will fade away .. 
~nd the political parties will at last become national parties 
mstead of local ones."10 

As ~gainst all these positive aspects, Engels saw only 
one maJor negative one for Germany, namely that the whole 
coun.try would be flooded by Prussianism. He added that 
nothmg could be done agaimt this. The only reasonable 
course, therefore, was to accept the actual situation without 
approving of it, and to utilise the greater opportunWes which 
would now present themselves for the organisation of the 
German working class on a national basis.11 

In the light of this optimistic perspective, Bismarck's 
efforts to secure the continuation of the old Junker supre-

10. Engels to Marx, 25 July 1866, Marx/Engcls, Werke. 
XXXI, pp. 240~241. 

11. Ibid., p. 241. 
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macy did indeed seem to be doomed to failure. But 
Engels' optimism was not universally shared in the German 
labour movement. Wilhelm Liebknecht, Marx's friend and 
fellow exile, who had returned to Germany in 1862 and 
was successfully building up a working-class political party 
there, reacted to the events of 1866 quite dillerently. He 
considered that the positive aspects were completely out­
weighed by the increase and consolidation of the military 

·might of Prussia. Far from "accepting" the new situation, 
Liebknecht made opposition to Prussia the main point in 
his propaganda and agitation, and he co-operated with the 
Volkspartei and other petty-bourgeois and particularist 
groups. Marx and Engels were highly critical of this, fear­
ing that association with these elements would fatally com­
promise their party in the eyes especially of the north 
German workers.12 Liebknecht persisted in his line and 
justified it in a letter to Engels: ' 

"No doubt, our work has been simplified by the events 
of last year (1866), but at the same time it has been made 
more difficult. A few dozen disunited, or at least not 
really co-operating enemies are more easily overcome than 
one who has concentrated the power of these few dozen 
in his own hands. If Prussia consolidates herself, it will 
not be possible for any foreign Power to defeat her, and 
not even a revolution in the wake of the forthcoming 
French revolution13 could overthrow her. She would 
only fall when the German proletariat is ripe (through 
numbers and intelligence) to assume power. But we still 
have several generations to wait for that."H 

Thus there were two diametrically opposed estimates 
concerning the consequences of the Prussian victory for 
future revolutionary prospects. Liebknecht's pessimistic esti­
mate may seem to have been contradicted by the impressive 

12. Cf. Engels to Marx, 22 May 1868, .'!11arx to Engels, 29 
July 1868 Engels to Marx, 3 March 1869, Ibid, XXXII, pp. 90, 
128, 271. 'a. also R. P. Morgan, The German Social Democrats 
and the First International 1864-1872, Chapter I. 

13. The revolutionary overthrow of Louis-Napoleon's regime 
was confidently expected. . 

14. Liebknccht to Engels, 11 December 1867 •. Wilhelm Lwbk­
necht: Briefwechsel mit Karl Marx 11. Friednch Engels, The 
Hague 1963, p. 82. 
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growth in the 1870's and 1880's of the German Social Demo­
cratic Party (SPD) ,-"the. ~ost re_vol~ti~nary party kn?wn 
to history" Engels called 1t m Antz-Dulznng-and especmlly 
by Bismar~k's spectacular failure even to retard its r~te of 
growth through the repressive Socialist Law.1 ~ But dt<l: t~1e 
million or so socialist voters and the few dozen soctahst 
M.P.'s in the powerless Reichstag really represent a seriou.s 
threat to the Prussian power structure, rebuilt and consoh-
dated by Bismarck in the years after 1866 ? . 

It has become fashionable to interpret Engels' interest m 
the electoral fortunes of the SPD as evidence that in the last 
period of his life he had virtually become a reformist wait­
ing for a parliamentary majority.10 But even in his most 
optimistic moments, Engels did not envisage an event~~l 
socialist majority in the Reichstag simply taking over pohtt­
cal power from the Junkers and generals. Such a majo~ity 
could not emerge from the infertile soil of Bismarckian 
political stability and reaction; it could only follow the dis­
integration of the Bismarckian political system. 

"Our turn can only come," Engels wrote to Aug~st 
Bebel, "when the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois partles 
have openly and in practice proved their inability to 
govern the country."11 

Clearly, Engels considered the revival of some kind of libe­
ral-bourgeois opposition to Junker reaction to be a pre­
requisite for any real political advance. In 1886 he thought 
that there were signs of such a revival, indications 

"that the German bourgeois was once more being com­
pelled to do his political duty, to oppose the present sys­
tem, so that at long last there will be some progress 
again."ls 

He asked Bebel to send him any bourgeois papers which 
reflected this important development. Bebel replied that he 

15. The law was enacted in 1878 after an attempt on the life 
?f the ~mperor. All the party's publications were suppressed and 
Its pubhc political activity prohibited. The law was defied by very 
successful illegal activities. 

16. Cf. for instance G. Lichtheim, Marxism, London 1961, 
Pt. 5. 

17. Engels to Bebel, 28 October 1885, August Bebel: Brief­
wechsel mit Friedrich Engels, The Hague 1965, p. 242. 

18. Engels to Bebel, 13 September 1886, ibid., p. 286. 
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saw no evidence to sustain Engels' hopes. Only one bour­
geois paper was opposing the Socialist Law; and this was 
due to the influence of its editor Franz Mehring, who not 
long after went over to the Social Democrats. "The bour­
geois opposition in Germany," he concluded, "is finished 
for good." 10 Engels thought nevertheless that the govern­
ment of Bismarck's successors, who would inevitably be 
smaller and less capable men, would drive the German bour­
geoisie willy nilly into opposition. He refused to believe that 
the political stagnation of that time could be anything but 
transitory.~0 He was too sanguine. The feeble bourgeois poli­
tical stirrings which did follow Bismarck's dismissal in 1890, 
were quickly nipped in the bud by a Junker-bourgeois com­
promise, the so-called Sammlungspolitik, which launched 
the German empire on a policy of overseas expansion and 
produced the naval race. All potential bourgeois political 
energies were henceforth channelled into enthusiasm for the 

. navy and Anglophobia.21 

If the German bourgeois could not be "compelled to do 
his political duty", the labour movement had to lead the 
struggle for political democracy. Marx and Enoels had al­
ways been convinced that the working class co~ld achieve 
power only in the political context of a democratic republic. 
When the SPD programme was fundamentally revised in 
1891, Engels urged that the "political demands" should in­
clude the democratic republic and the abolition of the re­
served princes' rights. 

:'Surely you cannot revolutionise society, while Ba­
varian-Wiirttemberg separate rights exist, and while the 
map of Thuringia presents its present pathetic aspect. 
Prussia, on the other hand, must cease to exist, and must 
be divided into self-governing provinces, so that specific 
Prussianism ceases to weigh so heavily on Germany.~~ 

Engels' suggestions were rejected almost without discussion 

19. Bebel to Engels, 12 October 1886, ibid., p. 295; cf. espe­
cially note 10 with some of the evidence on which Bebel based 
his assertion. 

20. Engels to Bebel, 23 October 1886, ibid., p. 298. . 
21. Cf. P. Anderson, The Background of anti-English Feelmg 

.in Germany 1890-1902, Washington 1939, pp. 66-68, 12'8-130. 
22. Quoted in August Bebe/, op. cit., p. 425, n. 6. 
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by the SPD leadership. Bebel briefly indicated the reasons 
for this : 

"To adopt the republic as our aim is impossible 
under our Gerinan conditions. Our people would .be 
driven into a comer in their agitational activity, be~g 
constantly confronted with the accusation : you are gomg 
to use force. . . . To make a stand against the petty states 
is unnecessary. We should be playing Prussia's game. 
and this would be both purposeless and unsuccessful. . . · 
In the Party, this question is regarded as irrelevant and 
finished. The petty states exist like dozens of other ~qually 
superfluous institutions which will disappear of the1r own 
accord when the ground on which they stand begins to 
shake."23 

This letter shows to what extent the policy of the S.PD 
was dictated by opportunist considerations even at the ~e 
when the phraseology of the party programme was at Its 
most revolutionary. The refusal to tackle the problem of 
the monarchy was only one example of the Social Demo­
cratic leaders' determination to exclude from the Party's 
programme anything which might be construed as a policy 
of violence. Moreover, the letter reveals a quite extraordin­
ary lack of political understanding. The idea that a cam· 
paign against the petty states would serve the interests at 
Prussia could arise only from a complete misunderstanding 
of Prussia's policy in 1866. The decision taken in that year 
not to annex all the petty states was in the best interests of 
Prussian policy. The survival of some of these states was a 
prerequisite of the survival of Prussia as a distinct entity---' 
Bismarck's overriding aim.2·1 The bland assurance that they 
would disappear when the ground underneath them began 
to shake, completely missed Engels' point that the existence 
of the states was an essential element in the stability of the 
ground. In the years which followed the adoption of the 

23. Bebel to Engels, 12 July 1891, ibid., p. 425. The Erfurt 
Programme, adopted in 1891, is often referred to as a fully Mar­
xist programme. In fact, as the foregoing shows, Engels had im· 
portant reservations about it, though he welcomed it as a great 
advance on the semi-Lassallean Gotha Programme. 

:2.4. a. Sir Henry Howard's report from Munich, 21 August 
1866, quoted in V. Valentin, Bismarck's Reicltsgrundung im Urteil 
eng/ischer Diploma/en. Amsterdam 1938, p. 337. 
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Erfurt programme, the SPD in fact failed to make any pro­
gress in the struggle for the democratisation of the German 
political structure. Even the 1910/11 agitation for the re­
form of the Prussian franchise-unchanged since the re· 
actionary revision of 1850 !-ended fruitlessly.~5 

The pivotal support of Prussian power was, of course, the 
army. In 1848 it had suffered only a temporary and partial 
defeat. Forty years later, it was incomparably stronger, both 
in numbers and equipment. Engels gave much thought to 
the implications of this increased strength for the perspec­
tives of revolution. There could be no question after 1848 
of a head-on clash between people and army : 

"An unarmed people is a negligible force against the 
modern army of today."~0 

It followed that in a militarist country like Germany, a suc­
cessful revolution could only take place if it began in the 
army itself. Engels, as "representative of the general staff of 
the Party" ;~7 advocated policies designed to undermine the 
spirit of absolute submissiveness of the rank-and-file of the 
Prussian regiments, which were still recruited largely from 
the oppressed masses of rural labourers. 

In 1884, when the army seemed to him "a more infamous 
tool of reaction than ever before" / 8 Engels suggested that 
the Parliamentary Party should put down a resolution de­
manding the lease of Crown domains to co-operatives of 
rural labourers for common cultivation. 

"With this, and this alone, can we win the rural _la­
bourers ; this is the best method of drawing their attent10n 
to the fact that their future calling is the cultivation of the 
estates of their present gracious lords for the common 
account."20 

As so often, the party leaders in Germany totally failed to 

25. For the leadership's refusal to usc the weapon of the poli­
tical mass strike, as demanded by Rosa Luxemburg, cf. P. Nett!, 
Rosa Luxemburg, O.U.P. 1966 . 

. 26. Engels to Be bel, II December 1884, August Be bel, op. cit.,. 
p. 204', 

27. This is how he refers to himself in the same letter,· ibid .• 
p. 205. 

28. Engels to Bebel, 28 October 1885, ibid., p. 239. 
29. Engels to Bcbcl, 11/12 December 1884, ibid., p. 205. 
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understand Engels' line of thought. Be~el wrote th~t. it w~~~g 
be a waste of time to put down resolutiOns for pohctes w. 1C30 

the present government could on no acc?~nt entert~m . 
. Engels agreed that when the Party made positive suggestiOns, 
it should suggest what was practicable. 

"But," he added, "objectively practicable, not neces­
sarily practicable for the present government. I go further, 
when we suggest socialist measures calculated to lead to 
the overthrow of capitalist production (like this one), 
then only measures which are objectiv~ly practicab~e but 
;,npossible for this government. ... Thts pr_oposal wtll not 
be carried out by any Junker or bourgems government. 
To show the rural proletariat of the eastern provinces the 
way to end Junker and tenant exploitation; to put the 
means to do this into their hands; to set in motion the 
very people whose enslavement and stultification produc~s 
the regiments which are the foundation of Prussia; lD 
short, to destroy Prussia from within at the root-they 
certainly wouldn't do that. It is a proposal which we must 
take up under all circumstances as long as the large 
estates exist ... With this alone can we destroy Prussia, 
and the sooner we popularise this proposal the better."31 

The correspondence between Engels and Bebel on this 
:point was the beginning of a long controversy about the 
SPD's agrarian programme. Engels' proposals were not 
adopted by the Party, many of whose leaders were never 
really convinced that the backward rural labourers could be 
influenced by socialist ideas. On the other hand the Bava­
rian leader Georg v. Vollmar strongly urged poiicies to re­
assure the wealthy, labour-employing peasants of his coun­
try. The consequent failure to make significant headway 
among the rural labourers meant of course that the Ger­
~an army remained what Engel; called it in the 1880's-

a more mfamous tool of reaction than ever" In 1907 Karl 
~icbknecht, W~lhelm's son, tried to alarm the ·Party co~cern· 
mg the sprcadmg virus of militarism, especially among the 
conscripted national service men. His proposals, like Engels' 

. earlier ones, were rejected. 
Thus, by the time of Engels' death in 1895, practical!) 

30. Bebel to Engels, 7 December 1885, ibid., p. 248. 
31. Engels to Bebel, 20 January 1886, ibid., p. 252. 
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no progress had been made in undermining the power and 
stability of the old Prussia. The increasingly impressive elec­
toral showing of the SPD tended to hide its almost total poli­
tical frustration from its own eyes as well as from those of 
its enemies. Even Engels was on occasion tempted to over­
sanguine predictions. But shortly before his death, when the 
SPD leaders demanded serious cuts in his preface to Marx's 
Class Struggles in France with its discussion of German 
revolutionary tactics and prospects, he expressed serious mis­
givings about the party's growing estrangement from the re­
voluntary tradition.3~ The SPD leaders feared that the 
complete version would provide the government with a pre· 
text for a new Anti-Socialist Law. Their readiness to buy 
the continuation of their party's restricted legality at such a 
price was indeed a dramatic illustration of the vigorous sur­
vival of Bismarck's conservative political edifice after his. 
own departure from the political scene. 

Engels often attributed such aberrations to the opportun­
ism and petit-bourgeois tendencies which were bound to 
emerge in a working-class party growing as rapidly as was 
the SPD. Generally, he was confident that a party with a 
sound rank-and-file membership could digest such tenden­
cies or, if necessary, eliminate them by an organisational 
split. lt was above all his impression that the spirit of the 
rank-and-file in Germany was sound that kept him optimistic 
to the end about revolutionary prospects in Germany. 

But all the time, Engels was aware of the one develop-· 
ment which would destroy the sound spirit of the rank-and­
file-the outbreak of a major international war. When in 
the 1880's the outbreak of such a war seemed probable, he 
wrote: 

"I regard a European war as a misfortune. This time 
it would be terribly serious, and produce a conflagration of 
chauvinism for years to come, as every people would be 
fighting for its existence. All the work of the revolutionaries 
in Russia, who arc on the threshold of victory, would be 
frustrated and destroyed. Our own party in Germany 

. 32. Cf. Engels to Richard Fischer. 8 March 1895, now pub­
lls~ed from a surviving copy in International Review of Social 
H1story, XII, 1967 Pt. 2. 
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would be overwhelmed and broken up by ~ wave of ~~~u­
vinism, and the same would be the case m France. 

At the height of the Bulgarian crisis in 1886, Engels 
returned to the subject of the probable consequences of a 
.major international conflict : 

"So much is certain, the war would push back Ol;!I 
movement all over Europe, and destroy it altogether m 
some countries. It would exacerbate chauvinism ~nd 
national hatred. Among all the uncertainties, one thing 
only is certain-that after the war we should have to 
start again from the beginning, though on a more favour­
able basis than we have even today."J.t 

It was presumably with this prospect in mind that. Engel5 
.considered the possibility of a general war being deliberate· 
ly unleashed as the only remaining antidote to the growth o~ 
the revolutionary movement. This was going to be ~ngels 
concluding point, as we can see from the draft outlme f01 
the unfinished part of the chapter: "a peace worse than wm 
the result-at best; or a world war."3~ Whether the peace 
of the last years before 1914 had in fact become "worse 
than war" for the ruling class in Germany or elsewhere, anc 
whether this was a factor in the decisions of July anc 
August 1914, is still an open question___,.the subject of mucl 
current historical research. The consequences of the intex 
national conflict for the labour movement were, howeve1 
exactly as Engels had anticipated them thirty years befor 
-at least in Germany. 

One can hardly fail to conclude that Bismarck's rea< 
tionary Junker empire enjoyed as much long-term stabili1 
a~ any more up-to-date bourgeois regime would have don 
Llebknecht's gloomy prognostication as to the results of tl 
great increase in Prussian power was borne out more con 
ple~el~ .by subsequent German history than was Engel 
optimistic assessment of the "positive aspects" of 1866. J. 
German industry had scope for expansion, provided by tl 
national market, the arms race and an expansionist foreil 

33. Engels to Bebel, 22 December 1882, August Bcbe/, op. c 
p. 143. 

34. Engels to Bebel, 13 September 1886, ibid., p. 286. 
35. Draft outline for the last section of chapter four, G 

-man edition, p. 118. 
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policy, the Germany bourgeoise adapted itself with increas­
ing enthusiasm to anachronistic political conditions, and 
scorned its traditional liberalism. The labour movement, in 
virtual isolation, proved itself unable to enforce a reform of 
the political structure, and within it failed to make any sig­
nificant advance towards the attainment of political power, 
despite its impressive organisational successes. 

German history may, therefore, provide an example, not 
indeed of political force determining economic conditions, 
but of an outworn, reactionary regime securing its survival 
by combining military conquest with some adjustment to the 
requirements of industrial and commercial expansion. It is 
an example of a reactionary regime successfully drawing the 
political sting out of economic expansion. As such, it is still 
an essential object of study, especially for the labour move­
ment. The justification for publishing Engels' work is the 
brilliant and indispensable contribution which it makes to 
this study. 

ERNST \VANGERMANN 





THE ROLE OF FORCE IN HISTORY 

Let us now apply our theory to contemporary German 
history with its practice of violence and Blood and Iron. 
This will enable· us to sec clearly why the policy of blood 
and iron was bound to be successful for a time and why it 
is bound to fail in the end. 

1 

The Congress of Vienna in 1815 carved up Europe in such 
a fashion that the complete ineptitude of the rulers and 
statesmen was revealed to the whole world.1 General war 
of the peoples against Napoleon had been the reaction of all 
the peoples whose national feelings he had brutally outraged. 
By way of thanks, the aristocrats and diplomats who took 
part in the Vienna Congress affronted these national feel­
ings even more brutally. The smallest dynasty was given 
more consideration than the largest nation. Germany and 
Italy were split up into small sta~es once again. Poland was 
divided for the. fourth time. Hungary remained subjugated. 
And one cannot really say that the people were wronged, for 
why did they put up with it and why did they greet the 
Russian. Tsar (Alexander I) as their liberator? 

But it coold not last. Since tl).e end of the Middle Ages, 
history had been moving towards a Europe made up of 
large, nation~l states. OplY, such national states constitute 
the normal political framework for the dominant European 
bourgeois class ( Biirgertum), and in addition, they are the 
indispensable pre-requisite for the establishment of the har­
monious international collaboration of nations without which 
the rule of the proletariat cannot exist. Tf international peace 
is to be ensured, then all avoidable national frictions must 
first be eliminated, every people must be independent and 

1. The Congress of Vienna was in session from September 
1814 to June 1815, and devised a new European settlement after 
the Napoleonic upheaval. 

2 



18 THE ROLE OF FORCE IN HISTORY 

masters in their own house. T~us along with ~he t~~~lo~f 
ment of trade, agriculture and mdustry. ~nd wth al fe;lin'' 
the social predominance of the bourgeotste, na ton d 
developed everywhere. and th~ fragmented and oppresse 
nations demanded uruty and mdependence. 

As a result the Revolution of 1848 was conccrne.d every­
where outside' France with the satisfaction of nat10nal a~ 
much as liberal demands. But everywhere, there appeare 
behind the victorious bourgeoisie, the threatening shadow. of 
the proletariat which had really won the victory and whtch 
drove the bourgeoisie into the arms of the recently defeat.e~ 
enemy, the monarchist, bureaucratic, semi-feudal a~d mili­
tary reaction, to which the revolution succumbed m 1849. 
In Hungary, where this did not happen, the Russians mar~h­
ed in and overthrew the Revolution. Not satisfied w1th 
this, the Russian Tsar (Nicholas 1) went to Warsaw where 
he sat in judgment as the supreme arbiter of Europe. He 
nominated Christian of Gli.icksburg, his subservient creature, 
:as successor to the throne of Denmark. He humiliated 
"Prussia as she had never been humiliated before, by proh~­
biting even the slightest expression of ambitions to explmt 
the movement for German unification, and compelled her to 
·re-establish the Bundestag (Federal Diet) and to subordinate 
herself to Austria.2 Thus at first sight, the total result of the 
Revolution seemed to be that in Austria and Germany, 
government was carried on in constitutional form but in the 
old spirit, and that the Russian Tsar dominated Europe 
more than ever before.3 

In reality however, the Revolution thoroughly shook the 
bourgeoisie of the dismembered countries out of their long­
inherited torpor, especially in Germany. They had secured 
a s~~re, albeit a modest one, in political power and every 
pohhcal success of the bourgeoisie is exploited in an indus­
trial ?P~wing. ~e "mad year" 4 now happily behind them, 
had md1cated qmte clearly to the bourgeoisie that the old 

2. This was decided at the Warsaw Conference of October 
1850 and put into effect by the Treaty of Olmi.itz; November 1850. 

3. In the Habsburg Empire the "decreed constitution" of 1848 
was actually revoked in 1850, and even constitutional forms dis­

:appeared. 
4. Some reactionary .German historians described 1848 as "das 

·Tolle Jahr", an expressiOn taken from the title of a novel by 
Ludwig Bechstein about the Erfurt riots of 1509. 
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lethargy and torpor must be ended once and for all. As a 
result of the discoveries of gold in Australia and California 
and of other factors, an unprecedented expansion ·of world 
commerce and an upswing in business activity took place. 
The development of large-scale industry which had emerged 
since 1850 and, especially since 1840 in the Rhineland, in 
Saxony, Silesia and Berlin as well as in one or two towns on 
the South, now rapidly increased, and domestic industry in 
the agricultural areas became more and more widespread. 
The building of railways was speeded up, and emigration 
which, despite all this, increased on an enormous scale, 
created a German trans-atlantic steamship service which re­
quired no subsidies. German merchants, settled firmly in all 
overseas centres of commerce, handled an ever-increasing 
amount of world trade and began gradually to undertake the 
sale not only of English but also of German industrial pro­
ducts. 

But the existence of a mass of petty German states with 
their many differing commercial and industrial laws was 
bound to become an intolerable fetter on this powerfully 
developing industry and on the growing commerce with 
which it was linked-a different rate of exchange every 
few miles, different regulations for establishing a business, 
everywhere, literally everywhere, different kinds of chica­
nery, bureaucratic and fiscal traps, even in many cases still, 
guild restrictions against which not even a licence was of 
any avail. And in addition to all this, the many different 
settlement regulations and residential restrictions5 which 
made it impossible for the capitalists to deploy available 
labour forces in adequate numbers in the places where iron­
ore, coal, water-power and other natural resources offered 
Qpportunities for the establishment of industrial enterprises. 
The ability to exploit the massive labour force of the father­
land in unrestricted fashion was the first condition for 
industrial development, but wherever the patriotic manu­
facturer sought to concentrate workers from all over Ger­
many, there the police and Poor Law authorities stepped in 
against the influx of immigrants. A German Civil Code and 
·complete freedom of movement for all German citizens, a 
uniform system of commercial law, these were no longer · 

5. These regulations secured the right of subjects to a perma­
ment home, and were connected with the old poor law. 
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the patriotic fantasies of. over-e~cited students but were now 
essential conditions of life for mdustry. . 

In every state and petty sta.te there were, moreover, 
different currencies, different weights and measures, often 
two or three different kinds in the same state. And not one 
of these countless varieties of coins, weights or measures 
was recognised on the world market. As a consequence, the 
merchants and manufacturers who traded on the world 
market or who had to compete with imported goods, w.ere 
compelled, in addition to using all ~hese different corns, 
weights and measures, also to use foreign one~; cotton rarn 
had to be stapled in English pounds according to weight, 
silk goods made up in metric units, foreign accounts made 
out in pounds sterling, dollars, francs. And how were large­
scale credit institutions to carry on in these very small 
currency areas with banknotes in guilders here, in Prussian 
talers there, alongside gold talers, "new-two-thirds'' talers. 
Mark Banco, Mark _Currant, 20 guilder pieces, 24 gu~der 
pieces ... 0 all complicated by endless currency calculatiOns 
and fluctuations in the rates of exchange ? 

And even if it were possible to cope with all this, how 
much energy was dissipated in all these irritations, how 
much time and money lost? At last even in Germany 
people began to realise that, in these days, time is money. 

Developing German industry had to establish itself on 
the world market. It could only expand by means of ex­
ports. This demanded that German businessmen operating 
abroad enjoyed the protection of international law. French, 
English and American businessmen could always permit 
themselves a little more license abroad than at home. Their 
embassies stood by them and in case of emergencies there 
were always a couple of warships to fall back on. But the 
Germans ! In the Levant, the Austrians at least could de­
pend on their Embassy· to some extent even though it was 
not of much use. But whenever a Prussian businessman 
abroad complained to his embassy about some injustice or 

6. The Prussian taler was valid in Prussia from 1750 to 1857: 
the ~old taler w.as ~ currency unit in the Free City of Bremen: 
the 'new two-thirds taler was a North German silver currency:_ 
Mark Banco was a Hamburg bank currency used for international 
trade: Mark Curra~t was !J. silver coin in usc since the seventeenth 
century: the 20 .guilder piece was the currency unit in the South! 
German sta~es since 1776. 
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· other, then the reply was always : "It serves you right. What 
.are you doing here anyway '? Why don't you stay at home'?'' 

The citizen of a small state above all was without rights 
anywhere. Wherever you went, German merchants were 
under foreign-French, English, American-protection or 
had to become naturalised citizens of their new homelands 
as quickly as possible. And even if their Embassies had 
wanted to act on their behalf, what use would it have been ? 
German envoys abroad were themselves treated rather like 
bootblacks. 

One can see from all this that the desire for a united 
"Fatherland" had a very material foundation. It was no 
longer the dim impulse of the students of the Wartburg 
days, when "strength and courage burned in German souls"/ 
and when, accompanied by a French melody, "forth rush­
ed the Youth with battleflag on high, for the fatherland to 
struggle or to die"8 in order to re-establish the romantic 
splendour of the medieval Empire, when the banner­
bearing youth became a quite ordinary Pietistic servant of 
princely absolutism-in his old age. Neither was it any 
longer the much more down-to-earth call for unity advanced 
by the lawyers and other bourgeois ideologists of the Ham­
bach Festival,9 who believed that they loved unity and free­
dom for their own sakes and who seemed quite unaware 
that proposals to organise Germany as a cantonal republic 
on the Swiss model, which was the idea of the least muddled 
amongst them, were just as impracticable as the Hohens­
taufen Imperialism of the students.10 No, it was the demand 
arising from the immediate commercial needs of practical 
businessmen and industrialists for the elimination of all the 

7. The Wartburg Festival of October 1817 was an early demon­
-stration in favour of German unification. It was organised largely 
by university students ~n~ professors whose sense of political 
realities was somewhat hm1ted. 

8. The words are taken from the song: "Jugend-Muth un~ 
Kraft" by E. Hinkel, Deutsche Volkslicdcr, Mainz 1849. 

9. The Hambach Festival of May 1832 was a demonstration 
it! favour of constitutional liberty and national unification orga­
msed by South German liberals and radicals. It was more repre­
sentative and revealed more political maturity than the earlier 
Wartburg Festival. 

1 ~· The period of the Hohenstaufen dynasty (1130-1254) . was 
consJ.dered the most g1o · · f the medieval German 
Emp1re. · . , .. · 

I -~ • .-
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historically out-dated rubbish which obstructed the free 
development of trade and industry, for the removal of all the 
unnecessary irritations, which all his competitors had over­
come, and which the German businessman had tC) put an 
end to at home if he wished to play a part on the world 
market. And the people who now demanded it knew what 
they wanted. They were in business, .had been brougl~t _up 
in business, knew how to transact busmess and were wdhng 
to talk business. They knew that while one can demand !1 
pretty stiff price, one must also be prepared to reduce It 
fairly considerably. They sang songs about the "Ger~an 
fatherland" in which Styria and Tyrol and "Austria nch 
in honour and in victories" were also included, and which 
stretched : 

"Van der Mass bis an die Memel, 
von der Etsch bis an den Belt, 
Deutschland, Deutschland iiber alles, 
iiber alles in der Welt." 11 

(From the Maas right up to Memel, 
From the Adige up to the Baltic, 
Germany, Germany above everything, 
Above everything in the world.) 

But for this ever-growing fatherland they were prepared to 
agree to a considerable rebate-20-30 per cent-for full 
payment in cash. Their plan for unity had been worked 
out and it was an immediately practicable one. 

But German unity was not merely a· German question. 
Since the Thirty Years' War, no single all-German question 
was ever settled without quite open intervention of othet 
Powers. Frederick II conquered Silesia in 1740 with the aid 
of the Fren7h .. In 1803, France and Russia literally dictated 
the reorgamsat10n of the Holy Roman Empire through the 
Recess of the . Imperial Diet. Then Napoleon organised 
Germany to SUit hts own convenience. And finally, at th€ 
Vienna Congress, Germany was again split up into thirty-sb 
states and over two hundred territorial units-large anc 
small-largely at the instigation of Russia, but also of Eng· 

11. From the "Lied der Deutschen" written in 1841 by Holt 
man von Fallersleben. 
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land ami France, who were abetted by the German Princes, 
just as at the Regensburg Dietl~ in 1802-3, which made the 
dismemberment even worse. In addition, parts of Germany 
were handed over to foreign fulers. Germany was thus not 
only rendered powerless and helpless, exhausting herself in 
internal strife and doomed to political, military and indus­
trial futility; but what was much worse, France and Russia 
had, as a r_esult of repeated use, acquired a right in the dis­
memberment of Germany, just as France and Austria as­
sumed the right of seeing to it that Italy remained parti­
tioned. This was the right which Tsar Nicholas asserted 
in 1850, when he prohibited in most brutal fashion any 
"unauthorised" changes in the constitution and enforced the 
re-establishment of the Federal Diet-that expression of the 
impotence of Germany. 

The unification of Germany had therefore to be won in 
struggle not only against the Princes and other enemies 
within the country but also against the foreign Powers; or 
alternatively with the help of the foreign Powers. And 
what was their position at that time ? 

2 

In France, Louis-Napoleon had made use of the struggle 
between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat to become Presi­
dent with the aid of the peasantry and to become Emperor 
with the aid of the army. But a new Emperor Napoleon. 
brought into existence by the Army and operating within 
the frontiers of France as fixed in 1815, was an impossible 
absurdity. A re-born Napoleonic Empire meant the expan­
sion of France up to Rhine, the realisation of the heredit­
ary dream of French chauvinism. But to start with the 
Rhine was not Napoleon's for the taking. Any more ~this 
direction would have resulted in a European coalition against 
France. But there was the alternative possibility of strength­
ening France's general power position, of gaining new 
laurels for her army by joining with practically all the res·t 

12. Since the seventeenth century, Regensburg had been the 
regular meeting place of the Imperial Diet. At the diet of 1802'-
1~03, the <;Jerman Princes eagerly co-operated with Napoleon and 

lexandcr m the hope of ensuring their own survival in the gene­
ra reorganisation. 
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· of Europe in a war against Russia, w?Jch had quietly used 
the period of revolutionary ~ph~~val m Western Europe to 
.occupy the Danubian Prmc1palit1es and to prepare a n~w 
war of conquest against Turkey. England all1ed he.rself Wl~h 
France. Austria was friendly to both. Only hermc Prussia 
kissed the Russian rod and remained in a state of neutral 
friendship with Russia. But neither England nor France 
wanted to inflict a really serious defeat on their opponent, 
and the war therefore ended in a mild humiliation for Russia 
and a Franco-Russia alliance against Austria. • 

The Crimean War made France the leading power in 
Europe and the adventurer, Louis Bonaparte, the outstand· 

• The Crimean War was one colossal comedy of errors durin1 
which one was bound to ask, "who is deceiving whom 'I" at eacl 
new scene. But the comedy cost untold treasure and close on ; 
~illion lives. The war bad hardly begun before Austria marchec 
mto the Danubian Principalities. The Russians withdrew in tbt 
face of this. As a result, a war on Russia's frontiers with Turke: 

·became impossible so long as Austria. remained neutral. But i1 
order to secure Austria as an ally in a war fought on this fron 
tier, it was essential that the war be waged seriously with the air 
of re-establishing Poland and pushing back Russia's Western fror 
tier once and for all. Prussia, through whose territory all Russia' 
imports still came, would thus have been forced to ioin in. Russi 
would then have been blockaded both on land and by river an 
must soon have been defeated. ~ut this was not the intentio 
of the allies. On the contrary. They were delighted to be relieve 
of the danger of having to wage a serious war. Palmerston pn 
posed to transfer the battlefield to the Crimea, which suited tlJ 
Russians, and Louis-Napoleon was only too happy to join in th 
project. The war in the Crimea could only be a sham war ar 
so all the main participants were satisfied. But Tsar Nicholas toe 
it into his head to wage a real war and overlooked the fact th 
terrain suitable for a sham war was quite unsuitable for a re 
one. Russia's. adva~tages in defence, the expanse of its thin 
pop:ulated te~ntory, rrnpassable and poor in resources, redoundc 
agamst Russia with every Russian offensive and nowhere mo 
so than in the Crimea. The Steppes . of Southern Russia, whit 
should have becoll?-e the graveyard of the attackers. became tl 
g~aveyard of Russian armies which Nicholas, with brutal, stup 
~Isregard ~rgcd on to Sevastopol one after another, the last on 
m deep wmter. And when the last hurriedly mustered compani1 
with hardly any equipment, poorly provisioned, had lost tw 
thirds of their strength on the march (whole batallions perish 
in the snow) and the rest were in no state to drive the enemy o 
of Russia, then the arrogant, empty-headed Nicholas collaps 
miserably and poisoned himself. Once this had happened, the w 
became a sham war once again and peace was soon concluded. 
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ang figure of the day-which really is not saying much. 
·But the Crimean War did not result in France acquiring 
.any new territory. It thus harboured the seeds of a new 
·war, one in which Louis-Napoleon would fulfil his real 
-destiny as the man who had "enlarged the Empire".13 

The basis for this new war was already laid in the first 
· one, in that Sardinia was allowed to join the alliance of the 
Western Powers as a French satellite, with the special role 
of outpost against Austria. It was prepared further at the 
conclusion of peace through the understanding reached by 
Louis-Napoleon with Russia, to whom nothing was more 
.acceptable than meting out punishment to Austria.14 

Louis-Napoleon was now the idol of the European bour­
:geoisie; not only because he had "saved society" by his 
•COUp d'etat of 2 December I85P 5 when he destroyed the 
political domination of the bourgeoisie, only to preserve its 
social domination; not only because he showed how, under 
favourable conditions, universal suffrage could be trans­
formed into an instrument for the oppression of the masses; 
not only because under his rule, industry and commerce and 
particularly speculation and stock-exchange swindling ad­
vanced at a rate previously unknown; but above all, because 
in him the bourgeoisie saw the first "great statesman" who 
was flesh of their flesh, bone of their bone. He was an up­
start, a parvenu, like every other real bourgeois. Willing 
to try anything, he had been a Carbonari conspirator in 
Italy,10 artillery officer in Switzerland, debt-ridden aristo­
cratic tramp and Special Constable in England.H Always 
~and everywhere the Pretender, he prepared himself in all 

13. "Mehrer des Reichs" was part of the official title of the 
Holy Roman Emperors. 

14. The close understanding reached between France and 
Russia after the Crimean War culminated in the secret treaty of 
March 1859. Russia promised neutrality in a Franco-Sardinian 
war against ~:ustria, while France was to support Russia's eff'?rts 
to secure revisiOn of the Black Sea clauses of the Treaty of Pans. 

15. Louis-Napoleon made himself President of France for life 
in violation of the 1848 constitution. 

· 16. The Carbonari were Italian secret societies during the first 
half of the nineteenth century, which kept alive the traditions . of 

· th~ Fn;nch revolution and helped to prepare the way for Itahan 
umficatiOn 

17. A~ Special Constable Louis-Napoleon had taken part in 
-the preventive measures against the Chartist demonstratiOn on 
10 April 1848. . 
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countries by his adventurous past and his moral failings f~r 
the post of Emperor of the French and arbiter of Europe s 
destinities, just as that bourgeois par excel!ence, ~e. ~e­
rican bourgeois, prepares himself for becommg a m=arre 
by a series of partly honest and partly fraudulent _b us:­
cies. As Emperor, he not only subordinated pohcy_ to. e 
interests of capitalist profit and stock-exchange swrndl_ing .. 
but he conducted his policy quite on stock-exchange lrnes 
and speculated on the "principle of nationality" .18 

The right to impose fragmentation on Germany aJ?-d Italy 
had hitherto been an inalienable, fundamental nght of 
French policy. Louis-Napoleon now ~egan to barter it away 
bit by bit against so-called compensatiOn. He was ready to 
help Germany and Italy end their fragmentation, P.rovi~ed 
both countries paid him for every step towards umficat10n 
by ceding territory to him. In this way, not only would 
French chauvinism be satisfied and the Empire gradually 
restored to its 1801 frontiers, 19 but France would be able to 
pos~ again as the enlightened and liberating power. and 
Lams-Napoleon as the protector of oppressed nations. And 
the wh<;>le bourgeoisie, full of enthusiasm for enlightenment 
a~d n~tionality, because they were supremely interested in eli­
mmating all obstacles to trade on the world market, would 
unanimously applaud this world-liberating enlightenment. 

A beginning was made in Italy, where unrestrained 
domination by Austria had prevailed since 1849. Austria 
was the general scape-goat of Europe at that time. The 
meagre results of the Crimean War were not put down to 
the irresolution of the Western Powers, who had only want­
ed .a sham war, but to the indecisive attitude of Austria, for 
wh1ch no-one was more responsible than the Western powers 
themselves. But Russia was so outraged by Austria's ad­
van~ on the Pruth-her thanks for the help Russia gave 
her m Hungary in 1849~(although it was precisely this 
advance which had saved Russia) that she regarded any 
attack on Austria with the greatest pleasure. Prussia no 

18. Napoleon m specialised in exJ?IOi~ing the nineteenth-cen.. 
tury movement for national self-determmahon for the purpose Of 
Great Power ambition. Cf. Marx's work Herr Vogt, in Manc 
Engels, Werke, Vol. 14. ' 
· 19. The Treaty of Luneville of February 1801 confirmed the an. 
nexation to France of Belgium, Luxemburg and the Left Bank 01 
the Rhine. 
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longer counted, and had already been treated like dirt at 
the Paris Peace Congress. And so the war for the libera­
tion of Italy "right to the Adriatic" was plotted with the 
connivance of Russia, unleashed in the spring of 1859 and 
concluded in the summer at the river Mincio. Austria was 
not tluown out of Italy. Italy was not liberated "right to 
the Adriatic", nor was she unified. Sardinia was able to. 
expand, but France acquired Savoy and Nice and thus her 
1801 frontier with Italy. 

But the Italians were not satisfied with this. Small­
scale manufacture still prevailed in Italy at that time. 
Large-scale industry was still in its infancy. The working 
class was not by any means completely expropriated or 
proletarianised. Workers still owned their own means of 
production in the towns, and industrial work was under­
taken in the agricultural areas by small landowners and 
working peasants as a supplementary source of income. As. 
a consequence, the energy of the bourgeoisie was not as yet 
spent in the struggle against a modern, class-conscious pro­
letariat. And since the fragmentation of Italy was due pri­
marily to domination by Austria, under whose protection 
the Princes carried mis-government to the most extreme 
lengths, the big, landed aristocracy and the urban masses 
backed the bourgeoisie as the champion of national inde­
pendence. But Austrian domination was shaken off in 1859 · 
-except for Venetia-and its further intervention in Italian 
affairs under cover of Russia or France made impossible. 
Nobody was afraid of her any longer. And in Garibaldi, 
Italy possessed a hero like those of Antiquity, a man who 
could, and did, perform miracles. He put an end to the 
whole kingdom of Naples with his thousand volunteers, 
actually united Italy and tore holes in the artificial web of· 
Bonapartist policy.. I~aly was free and virtually united, not 
through the. machmahons of Louis-Napoleon, but through 
the RevolutiOn. 

After the Italian war, the foreign policy of the Second· 
French Empire no longer seemed a mystery to anyone. The 
conquerors of the great Napoleon were to be chastised, but 
l'un apres !'autre, one after the other. Russia and Austria 
had received their share of attention; the next one to be 
dealt with was Prussia. And Prussia was more despised 
than ever; its policy had been cowardly and pathetic during 
the Italian war, just as it had been at the time of the Peace-
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.of Basle in 1795.20 The result of its policy of keeping a 
"free hand" was that it stood completely isolated in Europe, 
.that all its neighbours large and small, were lookin~ forward 
.to the spectacle of Prussia being chastised, that 1t ha<l; a 
"free hand" only to surrender the Left Bank of the Rhme 
to France. 

In the first period after 1859, the conviction was wide-
.spread, and nowhere more than in the Rhineland, that the 
Left Bank of the Rhine was irretrievably lost to France. 
People did not like it, but they saw it coming like an in­
escapable fate and, if the truth be told, they did not fear 
it too much. Old memories of the French, who really had 
brought freedom, were re-kindled in the minds of the 
peasantry and of the petty bourgeoisie. Of the bourgeoisie, 

·the financi'al aristocracy, especially in Cologne, was already 
deeply involved in the fraudulant transactions of the Paris 

·Credit Mobilier~1 and other Bonapartist companies, and 
called loudly for annexation.* v 

3 

But the loss of the left Bank of the Rhine meant not only 
the weakening of Prussia but also of Germany. And Ger­
many was split up more than ever. Austria and Prussia, 
more alienated from each other than ever because of 
P~ssia's ne~trality in .the Italian war, .the m?b of petty 
p~mces lookmg to Lams-Napoleon half m trepidation, half 
w1th longing, as the Protector of a new Confederation of the 
Rhine22-this was the situation in the official Germany. 

20. ~e Peace concluded unilaterally by Prussia during the war 
· o_f the FJrS~ Coalition. Prussia's refusal to aid Austria uncondi­
·twnally agamst France in 1859, generally made a bad impression in 
Germany. 
_ . ?1. ~e Bank founded by the ~ereire bro.thers i!ll852. It spe­
Cialised m stock-exchange ·speculation and mdustnal investments. 
Despite its close links with Napoleon ill's regime, it failed in 1867. 

• Marx and I were able to convince ourselves on the spot on 
a number of occasions, that this was the general outlook of people 
'in the Rhineland. Industrialists on the Left Bank used to ask me, 
among other things, how their concerns would fare ·under the 
French Customs tariff. · . . 

. 22. The Confederation of the ~ine, founde~ in 1806, organised 
·the German states_ apart from Austna and Pruss_m as satellite states 
-of Napoleon I. It disintegrated in 1813. · · 
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And this was at a time when only the united forces of the 
v._rhole nation could have warded off the danger of dismem- · 
berment. · 

But how were the forces of the whole nation to be uni­
fi~d ?. Three courses were open after the attempts of 1848 •. 
nebulous without exception, had failed, and by their failure 
h.ad dissipated much of the fog. 

The first was the real unification of the country by the 
elimination of all the separate, individual states, in other 
words, the open revolutionary way. This course had just. 
succeeded in Italy, where the Savoyard dynasty had joined 
forces with the Revolution and thereby won the Crown of 
Italy. But our German Savoyards, the Hohenzollerns, and 
even their most audacious Cavours, of the Bismarck stamp, 
were absolutely incapable of such bold deeds. The people 
wpuld have had to do everything themselves in a war over 
the Left Bank of the Rhine and they would, presumably, 
have been capable of doing what was necessary. The in­
evitable retreat of the Prussians across the Rhine, static war· 
around the Rhine fortresses, the inevitably following be­
trayal by the South German Princes might have sufficed to . 
let loose a national movement in face of which all the 
dynasties would have been scattered to the winds. And 
Louis-Napoleon would then have been the first to sheathe 
the sword. The Second Empire could only use reactionary 
states as enemies, against which it could pose as the heir of· 
the French Revolution and the liberator of the peoples. It 
was powerless in face of a people themselves involved in a . 
revolution: indeed, a successful German revolution could 
have provided the stimulus for the overthrow of the entire 
French Empire. This is the best course events might have 
taken. If the worst had come to the worst, if the dynasts 
had overcome the movement, the Left Bank of the Rhine 
would have been temporarily lost to France, the active or· 
passive betrayal by the dynasts would have been exposed 
to the whole world, and Germany would have had no choice 
but Revolution, the expulsion of the Princes and the estab-
lishment of the unified German Republic. · 

As things stood, this way of unifying Germany could· 
only have been embarked on if Louis-Napole'on had started 
the war for the Rhine frontier. This war did not take place 
for reasons which will be mentioned later. As a result, 
national unification ceased to be a desperately urgent, life-· 
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.and-death question which had to be se~tlcd immediately. 
today or tomorrow, on pain of destructwn. The nation 
.could wait for a time. . 

The second course was unification u~~cr Austn~n p~e­
dominance. Since 1815, Austria had willmgly retamed Its 
_position as a compact ~tate covering a w~ll defined are~. 
conditions imposed on It by the N~pole~:mic wars. It did 
not lay claim to its previous possesswns m South Germany 
of which it had been deprive~. _It was. satisfied with atta~h­
ing to itself old and new terntones whtch _could more c:asily 
be assimilated geographically and strategically to wh~t re­
mained of the old core of the Monarchy. The separatiOn of 
-German Austria from the rest of Germany, begun through 
the protectionist tariffs of J oscph II, intensified by the 
Italian policy of Francis II, and consummated by the dis­
solution of the Empire~ 3 and the Confederation of the 
Rhine, was not overcome after 1815. Mettcrnich surround­
ed his state with a real Chinese wall on its German side. 
The tariff wall kept out Germany's material products, the 
censorship its int~llectual ones; the unspeakable chicanery 
with regard to passports limited personal contact to the 
absolute minimum. Internally, security was maintained by 
a regime of arbitrary absolutism, which was unique even in 
:~erma~y. and which was directed a~ainst any kind of poli­
tical strrnngs, however faint. Austna thus stood absolutely 
·apart from the whole bourgeois-liberal movement in Ger­
many. The events of 1848 at least brought about the dis­
mantling of most of the intellectual wall, but the conse­
-quences were hardly conducive to bringing Austria closer 
to 0e rest of Germany. On .. the contr~ry. Austriu- em­
phastsed more and more its posrt10n as an Independent Great 
Power. And thus, although the Austrian. soldiers of the 
Fed~ral fortresses were very popular, while the Prussian 
s~ldiers were hated and reviled, and though Austria was 
still popular and respected in the predominantly Catho\ic 
-southern ~nd western parts of Germany; nevertheless, no· 
body . senous~y thought of German unification under 
A~stnan dommation, except perhaps one or two Germau 
Pnnces, rulers of small or medium-sized states. 

It could not indeed be otherwise. Austria herself did not 

23. Francis Il's renunciation of the Imperial Crown in August 
1806 marked the dissolution of the Holy Roman Empire. 
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desire anything else, although she secretly fostered romantic 
dreams of Empire. The Austrian taritt barrier eventually 
remained the only material barrier in Germany, and it was 
all the more deeply resented for that. The independent 
Great Power policy was pointless, if it did not mean the 
sacrifice of German in favour of Austrian, that is, Italian, 
Hungarian etc. interests. After the Revolution, Austria re­
mained what it had been before, the most reactionary of all 
German-speaking states, the one most reluctant to adapt 
itself to modern developments, and in addition, the only 
specifically Catholic Great Power. The more the post­
Revolution government sought to re-establish the old Papal 
and Jesuitical order,~·' the more it found it impossible to 
maintain its influence in a country which was two-thirds 
Protestants. And finally, unification under Austria would 
only have been possible by smashing Prussia. However 
small a disaster for Germany this would be in itself, the 
destruction of Prussia by Austria would have been just as 
calamitous as the destruction of Austria by Prussia would 
be before the impending victory of the Revolution in Russia 
(after which it will be unnecessary because Austria, made 
superfluous by such an event, must then collapse of itself). 

In short, German unity under Austria's wing was a 
romantic dream and stood revealed as such, when the Prin­
ces of the small and medium-sized states met in Frankfurt 
in 1863 to proclaim Francis-Joseph as German Emperor. 
The King of Prussia simply stayed away and the Kaiser 
comedy ended in a miserable fiasco.~ 5 

There remained the third way-unification under the 
leadership of Prussia. And because this is in fact what hap­
pened, we descend from the sphere of speculation to the 
more solid if rather dirtier ground of practical Realpolitik. 

Since Frederick ll's time, Prussia regarded Germany as 
it did Poland •. simply as an area to be conquered, an area 
where one seized what one could, but it was understood 
as a matter of course that one had to share it with others. 
Sharing Germany with others---with France above all-

24. The measures taken by the Schwarzenberg ministry and its 
:ucccssors amounted to the dismantling of the work of Maria The­
c~a and Joseph II with regard to Church-State relations, and cul­
mnated in the Concordat of 1855. 
1 1~5· Bismarck had to struggle hard to prevail on the King to 
ec me the invitation to Frankfurt. 
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had been Prussia's "German vocation" eve; 
"Je vais, je crois, jouer votre jeu; si les as 
nous partagerons'' (1 believe I shall play y 
I get the aces, then we'll share)-these we 
parting words to the French Ambassador E 
set out on his first war. True to this "voc; 
betrayed Germany at the Peace of Basle ir 
in advance to the cessation of the Left Ban~ 
to France (the Treaty of 5 August 1796) ir 
a promise of more territory, and promptly I 

ward for the betrayal of the ReicJ.I in the I 
the Federal Diet dictated by Russta and Fra 
betrayed its allies, Russia and A~stria, aga 
soon as Napoleon dangled the bmt of Han 
for which it went every time; but it got cau 
ning but stupid machinations, and so becan 
war with Napoleon and got its deserts at Jen 
the effect of this beating, that even after tl 
1813 and 1814, Frederick William Ill .wante 
from all the West German outposts and con 
th.e occupation of North-East Germany and, 
Withdraw from Germany, a-s Austria had gon 
have meant that the whole of Western Germa 
been transformed into a new Confederation 
under Russian or French patronage. The 
succeed. Westphalia and the Rhine provinc 
on th~ King against his will and with them a 
vocat10n". 
. Apart from the purchase of a few small 
bon~ ceased for the time being. Internally, t 
crahc. Junker order gradually began to eme1 
promise of a constitution, made at a time of 
~as not fulfilled. But despite this, the boUJ 
mgly proposed, even in Prussia, for without 
dustry, the haughty, arrogant Prussian stat1 
now count for nothing. Slowly, reluctantly, ir 
doses. economic concessions had to be· mad 
geoisie. And in one sense these. concessic 

26. Prussia received the secularised bishopric 
other West German territories. 

27. For a recent short summary in English of 
and unsuccessful policv in 1805-1806, cf. F. 1\ 
Napoleon and the Awakening of Europe, London 
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e prospect of fostering Prussia's "German vocation:·. 
tmely in that Prussia, in order to put_ a~ end to th~ ~~ 
trriers which divided its two halves, mv1ted the adJommg 
erman states to form a Customs Union. This is how the 
ollverein (Customs Union) came into existence. It re· 
ained a pious hope until 1830 (only Hessen-Damstadt had 
>me in) but afterwards, in consequence of the somewh~t 
1ore rapid tempo of political and economic development 1t 
Jon secured the economic annexation of Central Germany 
, Prussia.~8 The non-Prussian coastal states remained out­
de until after 1848. 

The Zollverein was a great success for Prussia. That it 
gnified a victory over Austrian influence was the least im­
ortant aspect of it. The most important thing was that it 
mged the bourgeoisie of the small and medium-sized prin­
ipalities on the side of Prussia. Apart from Saxony, there 
ras no German state in which industry had developed to 
1e extent the Prussian had. And this was not due solely 
' natural and historical factors, but also to the larger 
ustoms area and a larger home market. And the more the 
:ollverein expanded and admitted the petty states in this 
ome market, the more the burgeoning bourgeois of these 
tates got use~ to Prussia as their economic and potentially 
1eir political leader. And the professors whistled to the 
Jnes sung by the bourgeois. What the Hegelians deduced 
'hilosophically in Berlin-that Prussia was destined to stand 
t the head of Germany-was demonstrated historically by 
he dicsiples of Schlosser, especially by Hausser and Ger­
inus. It was of course assumed that Prussia would change 
ts whole political system and fulfil the demands of the 
deologists of the bourgeoisie.* 

But a~l this did_ not happen out of any special love for 
he Prussmn state, m the Y'ay the Italian bourgeoisie accept­
:d Piedmont as the leadmg state after it had placed itself· 

28. The final formation of the Zollverein was achieved in 1834. 
ts success did much to strengthen Prussian as against Austrian in· 
luence in Germany . 
. • In 1842, the Rheinische Zeitung discussed the question of Prus­
J_an hegemony from this standpoint. In the summer of 1843. Ger­
~nus told me in Ostend, that Prussia must come to be the leader <?f 
.1ermany but that three things were necessary in order that. thJ_s 
:ould come about: Prussia must have a Constitution, it must m~tl­
~t'~--~reedom of the Press and it must pursue a national fore1gn 
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openly at the head of the national and constit';lt_ional move­
ment. It happened relu.ctantly; the bou.rgemste accepted 
Prussia as the lesser evil, because Austna excluded th~m 
from itS markets and because in comparison with Austna. 
even Prussia seemed to have a certain bourgeois character. 
if only because of her mean financial poli~y .. U~ike oth~r 
large states, Prussia possesse~ two good mstltuttons: l!m; 
versal military service an~ u~versal compulsory educatiOn. 
She had introduced them m tunes of desperate danger and, 
when times improved, she_ merel~ e~inated the possibl_e 
dangers inherent in them m certam circumstances by deb­
berate neglect and restricted application. Bu~ they conti­
nued to exist on paper and w1th them Prussia could one 
day arouse the potential energy dormant among the mass 
of the people, to an extent which was unattainable in other 
countries with the same population. The bourgeoisie ac­
cepted these two institutions. In 1840 the compulsory year 
of military service, which involved the sons of the bour­
geoisie, was circumvented fairly easily and cheaply by' 
bribery, especially as the Army itself looked down on the 
Landwehr"9 officers recruited from the commercial and in­
·dustrial strata. And the larger number of people with a 
·certain minimum of elementary knowledge which compul­
sory education undoubtedly produced in Prussia, was most 
useful to ~he bourgeoisie. As l_arge-scale industry pro­
gressed, the~! numbers were eyen. m~dequate.* Complaints 
about the h1gh cost of both mshtuhons, which had to be 
paid for by increased taxation, were voiced mainly by the 
petty bourgeoisie. The rising bourgeoisie calculated that 
the considerable but unavoidable future costs of becoming 
a Great Power would be amply compensated by increased 
profits. 

In short, the German bourgeois indulged in no illusions 
about Prussian kindliness. If, from 1840 onwards, they 
leaned towards the idea of Prussian hegemony, this was only 
because and to the extent that the Prussian bourgeoisie, 

29. The L:af!dwehr was created by Scharnhorst in 1813. It was 
a reserve cons!stmg of older men who ha~ done their regular service. 

* ;\t the tm:c of the Kult!1rkampf (I.e. the 1870s), manufactu­
rers m the Rhmeland complamed to me that they could not pro­
mote otherwise. suitable . workers to . be foremen because of their 
Jack of education. Tius was particularly true in the Catholic 

, districts. 
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anks to its greater economic development, assumed the 
anomie and political leadership of the German bourgeoisie 
a whole; because and to the extent that the Rottecks and 

'elkers of the old Constitutional South were overshadowed 
,. the Camphausens, Hansemanns and Mildes of the Prus­
m North, the lawyers and professors by the merchants and 
anufacturers. The Prussian Liberals of the years just 
:fore 1848, especially those in the Rhineland, did indeed 
splay a far more vigorous revolutionary spirit than the 
viss-oriented liberals of the South. Two of the best popu­
r political songs since the sixteenth century were composed 
this time, the song about the Biirgermeister Tschech 

td the one about the Baroness von Droste-Fischering, the 
tring insolence of which now horrifies the same people, 
ilo as young men sang them so lustily in 1846.30 

But all this was soon to be changed. There was the 
~bruary Revolution and the March Days in Vienna and 
.e Revolution of 18 March in Berlin. The bourgeoisie 
as victorious without having had to engage in any real 
ruggle; it had not at all wanted the serious fighting which 
d occur. For the bourgeoisie who only recently had 
1quetted with Socialism and Communism (especially in the 
hineland) now suddenly discovered that it had not bred 
st a few industrial working-men, but a working class, one 
hich, though still half-asleep, was nevertheless slowly 
¥akening and developing into a proletariat, revolutionary 
{ its innermost nature. And this proletariat, which had 
on the victories for the bourgeoisie everywhere, was now 
1tting forward demands, especially in France, which were 
.compatible with the continued existence of the whole 
mrgeois order. On 23 June 1848 the first terrible struggle 
!tween the two classes broke out in Paris. The proletariat 
as defeated after four days of fighting. From that time 
1ward, the mass of the bourgeoisie throughout the whole 
: Europe went over to the side ~f reaction, ~nd un~ted 
ith the bureaucrats, nobles and pnests whom It had JUSt 
terthrown with the help of the workers, in order to fight 
~ainst the "enemies of society", these self-same workers. 

In Prussia the bouroeoisie left its own elected represen­
tives in the lurch and ogrceted the dissolution of the elected . 

30. Both songs arc published in Historischc Volkslicdcr dcr 
!it l'0/1 1756 bis 1871, Vol. II, p. 63. 
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Assembly by the Government in November 1848 with open 
or concealed joy. The Junker-bureaucratic Ministry which 
now ruled in Prussia for ten years had perforce to rule in a 
constitutional form. But it revenged itself for this by a 

- system of petty chicanery and oppression, unprecedented 
even in Prussia, under which no-one suffered more than 
the bourgeoisie.31 The bourgeoisie, however, had become 
contrite, meekly accepted their buffetings and kicks as 
punishment for their erstwhile revolutionary aspirations, and 
gradually learned to think what they later avowed quite 
openly : "We are only dogs after all." 

4 

Then came the Regency. In order to demonstrate his loyalty 
to the King, Manteufiel had surrounded the successor to the 
throne, the later William I, with as many spies as Puttkamer 
now employs to watch the editorial offices of the Sozial­
demokrat.32 As soon as William became Regent, Manteuffel 
naturally received a parting kick and the New Era bcgan.33 

It was only a change of decor. The Prince Regent graci­
ously deigned to allow the bourgeois to be liberals again. 
The bourgeois made use of this permission with great satis­
faction, but deluded themselves into thinking that they now 
wielded power and that the Prussian state would have to 
d!lnce to their tune. But this was not by any means the 
~1ew prevailing in "authoritative circles". The reorganisa­
tiO~ ?f the Army was to be the p~ice paid by the liberal bour­
geoisie for the New Era. By this the Government required 
~nly the application of conscription on the scale which had 
een customary up to 1816. As far as the liberal opposition 

wha~ concerned, they could say absolutely nothing against it 
w IC~ would not have contradicted their own talk about 
Pruss1an leadership and Prussia's German destiny. But the: 

(18£J·18Engels is referring to the ministries of Count Brandenburg 
- 50) and Otto v. ManteufTe1 (1850-1858). 

32. As Prussian Minister of the Interior from 1881-1888. Robert 
LPuttkamer was responsible for the execution of the Anti-Socialist 

aws. 
• 33. William became Regent because of Frederick William IV's 
m~u_rable madness (October 1858). He dismissed the ManteufTcl 
Il?I}1Istry. Th!! resulting optimistic illusions among the liberal oppo-. 
SitiOn gave nsc to the term "New Era" in the ·bourgeois press. 
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liberal opposition made ·it a condition of acceptance that 
the maximum legal period of military service should be two 
years. This was in itself a quite rational demand. But it 
was questionable whether it could be forced through,. whe­
·ther the liberal bourgeoisie throughout the country was 
ready to go to the limit in blood and treasure in order to 
fight for this condition. The Government insisted on three 
years, the Chamber on two. The "coilfl.ict" broke out. 3 '1 

And with the conflict over army reorganisation, foreign 
policy again became decisive, for home policy as well. 

We have seen how Prussia by her attitude in the Crimean 
.and Italian wars had forfeited the last shreds of respect. 
This deplorable policy could be partially excused by refer­
.ence to the poor state of the Army. Since it was impossible 
before 1848 to impose new taxes or raise new loans without 
.consent of the Estates, and since the government was not 
willing to recall them for this purpose, there was never­
.enough money for the Army, which degenerated completely 
as a result of this unbridled stinginess. The regime of spit, 
polish and parades, introduced by Frederick William III 
did the rest. How helpless this parade army proved itself 
to be on the battlefields of Denmark, can be read in the 
pages of Count Waldersee's memoirs. The mobilisation of 
1850 was a complete fiasco. Everything was lacking and 
what was available was mostly useless.35 All this was 
changed when the Chambers voted money. The Army was 
jolted out of the old routine, field service largely replaced 
parade-ground drill. But the strength of the Army re­
mained the same as it had been in 1820, while all other 
·Gt:eat Powers had greatly increased their armed forces, 
especially France, the very country from which danger now 
threatened. And this despite the fact that conscription 
existed in Prussia. Every Prussian was a soldier on paper, 
and though the population had increased from 10! millions 

34. "Dcr Konflikt" is the term used in German historiography 
for the constitutional conflict which arose from the refusal of the 
liberal majority in the Prussian Lower House to accept uncondi­
tionally the army reorganisation proposals submitted by the Minis­
ter of War, von Roon, in February 1860. It lasted until the Cham­
ber elected in 1866 agreed to Bismarck's Indemnity Bill. _ 

35. The minor military action in Hesse in the autumn o~ 1850 
Tevealcd the inadequacy and outdatedness of Prussian eqmpment 
and tactics. · 
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in 1817 to 17i millions in 1858, the Arm.y was not cap~ble 
of calling up and training more than a thrrd of the posstble 
intake. The Government now demanded that the Army be 
increased to a size corresponding almost exactly to the in­
crease in population since 1817. But the self-same liberal 
deputies who ceaselessly demanded that the Government 
stand at the head of Germany, safeguard her position in 
the face of foreign powers, re-establish her prestige amongst 
the nations, argued and haggled and would make no grants 
except on the basis of the two year term of military service. 
Had they the power to achieve this aim, about which they 
were so obdurate ? Were the people, or even the bour­
geoisie ready to back them up and fight ? 

on' the contrary. The bourgeoisie applauded the verbal 
battles between the deputies and Bismarck. But in actual 
fact, they organised a movement which, although uncon­
sciously, was in reality directed against the majority in the 
Prussian Chamber. The violations of the constitution of 
Holstein by Denmark, the forcible attempts at Danisation in 
Schleswig, infuriated most German citizens.3 " They were 
used to being bullied by the Great Powers, but to be kicked 
around by little Denmark was more than they could bear. 
The Nationalverein37 (National Society) was established~ 
deriving its support especially from the bourgeoisie of the 
small states. And the Nationalverein, liberal to the core 
though it was, demanded first and foremost national unifi­
cation under the leadership of Prussia, ~nder a liberal 
Prussia if at all possible, but if necessary under any kind 
of Prussia. 

What the Nationalverein demanded most of all was that 
at long ~~~t some progress should be made, that the miser­
able position of Germans as second class citizens on the 
world market be ended, that Denmark be cut down to size, 
that the Great Powers be met with determination in Schles­
wig-Holstein. And the demand for Prussian leadership was 

36. .The Danish efforts in this direction culminated in the total 
annexation of Schleswig to Denmark, proclaimed in November 1863. 

3?. 'file foundation of. the Nationqlverein in September 1859 
was InSpired by the events m Italy earlier that year, which marked 
a great advance towards the unification of the country, and espe­
cially by the success of the Italian National Society. The pivot of 
its policy was to encourage the Prussian Government to accept 
genuine constitutionalism and to take the initiative for German uni­
fication. It was opposed to direct revolutionary action. 



ARMY REORGANISATION: BISMARCK 39 

n<;>w freed fr~m ~ the unclarity and day-dreaming which 
still clung to 1t until 1850. By now everyone knew that it 
meant the expulsion of Austria from Germany and the end 
of petty-state sovereignty, and that neither of these two 
'!bjectives could be gained without civil war and the parti­
tion of Germany. But people no longer feared civil war 
and the partition of Germany was no more than the logical 
conclusion of the Austrian tariff barrier. German industry 
and commerce had developed to such an extent, the number 
of German business houses spanning the world market had 
become so numerous, that petty states at home and lack 
of rights and protection abroad were no longer to be 
tolerated. And while the strongest political organisation 
which the German bourgeoisie had ever possessed )Vas, in 
practice, expressing this vote of no confidence in them, the 
deputies in Berlin were haggling about the length of military 
service! 

This was the situation when Bismarck set out to inter­
vene actively in foreign policy. 

Bismarck is Louis-Napoleon translated from the French 
adventurist Pretender to the Throne into the Prussian 
Junker Squire (Krautjunker) and German officer-cadet. 
Like Louis-Napoleon, Bismarck was a man of great practi­
cal understanding and immense cunning, a born, crafty 
businessman, who in other circumstances would have 
rivalled the Vanderbilts and Jay Goulds on the New York 
Stock Exchange, and indeed he most effectively steered his 
private ship into port. But this heightened grasp of prac­
tical affairs is often linked with a corresponding limitation 
of vision, and it was in this respec~ that Bismarck was 
"superior" to his French predecessor. For the latter, after 
all, had his "Napoleonic ideas"3 ~ whicl). he had worked out 
for himself during his days of vagabondage (they looked 
like it), while, as we shall see, Bismarck never exhibited 
even the ghost of an original political idea and was only 
good at picking up and using for his own purposes other 
other people's finished ideas. But this narrowness was his 
good fortune. Without _it he would never h~ve been a?Ie 
to view the whole of history from an exclusiVely Prusstan 
standpoint, and had there been any chink in his fixed Prus-

3~. The allusion is to Louis-Napoleon's book Des Idees Napo­
leomennes, published in Paris in 1839. 
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sian outlook, through which the ligh~ of day n~ig~t have 
penetrated, he would have faile~ in ~Is whole mtsston and 
there would have been an end to hts glory. ~o be. s~re, 
once he had fulfilled in his own way the special mtsston 
prescribed for him by forces outside himself, he was at his 
wits' end. We shall see what somersaults he. was _driven to 
perform as a result of his absolute lack of ratlOn~l Ideas and 
his inability to grasp the historical situation which he him-
self had created. . 

If Louis-Napoleon had learned from Ius own sha_dy past 
not to be too scrupulous in his choice of me_ans, Bismarck 
learned to be even less scrupulous from the history of Prus­
sian policy especially from the history of the so-called Great 
Elector (F~ederick-William) and of Frederick II, and could 
be so with the reassuring consciousness that he was being 
true to the tradition of the fatherland. His business acumen 
taught him to keep his Junker inclinations in check when 
necessary. When it seemed necessary no longer, they came 
cru~ely to the fore again; this was, of course, evidence of 
declme. His political methods were those of a young 
n:tember of the Officer Corps. In his attacks on the Prus­
smn Constitution in the Chamber, he did not hesitate to 
use the phrases and methods by means of which. one extri­
cates oneself from awkward scrapes in the officers' mess. 
All the innovations he introduced into diplomacy were bor-
Nrowed from officer-cadet conventions. But whereas Louis­

apoleon often became unsure of himself in decisive 
~aments, as for example, at the time of the coup d'etat in 
o 51,. when Momy had literally to use force in order to 
~et hiiD to go through with what had been begun, or on 
th~ eve of the war in 1870, when his uncertainty under­
mmhin~d his whole position, it must be said for Bismarck that 
not g of that kind ever happened to him. His willpower 
never deserted him. Rather was it the case that it was often 
suddenly transformed itito open brutality. ~nd it is this 
ab?ve all which was the secret of his successe·s. All the 
rulmg classes in Germany, Junkers ·and bourgeois alike, had 
so lost all traces of energy, spinelessness had become so 
much the custom in ''educated" Germany, that the one man 
amongst them who still had willpower thereby became their 
greatest personality and a tyrant over . them, so that they 
were ready to dance to his tune· even against their better 
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nature and judgment. "Uneducated" Germany has not yet 
reached that stage. The working people have shown tnat 
they have willpower which even .tlisrnarck's strong will 
-cannot break. 

A brilliant .career lay open before our Junker from the 
·old Mark, if only he had the courage and wit to seize the 
.opportunity. Had not Louis-Napoleon become the idol of 
the bourgeoisie precisely by dissolving their Parliament but 
increasing their profits '? And did not Bismarck have the 
same business acumen which the bourgeoisie so admired '? 
Did he not follow his Bleichroder, just as Napoleon fol­
lowed his 'Fould? Was there not a contradiction in Ger­
many in 1864 between the representatives of the bourgeoisie 
in the Prussian Parliament who huggled about the length of 
military service, and the bourgeoisie in the Nationalverein 
outside, who wanted national action at any price, action for 
which troops were necessary-a contradiction very similar 
to that in France in 1851 between the bourgeoisie in the 
Chamber, who wanted to keep the power of the President 
in check, and the bourgeoisie outside, who wanted order and 
strong government, order at any price; a contradiction 
Louis-Napoleon resolved when he scattered the parliament­
ary windbags and gave peace and quiet to the bourgeoisie ? 
Wasn't the situation more favourable in Germany for a bold 
attempt ? Did not the reorganisation plan come ready­
made from the hands of the bourgeoisie, and were they 
themselves not clamouring vociferously for an energetic 
Prussian statesman to carry out their plan, drive Austria 
out of Germany, and unify the small states under Prussian 
hegemony ? And if in the event the Prussian constitution 
suffered a few knocks, and the ideologists inside and outside 
the Chamber were pushed on one side according to their 
deserts, could not one rely on universal suffrage, as Louis­
Napoleon had? What could be more democratic than the 
introduction of universal suffrage? Had not Louis-Napo­
leon demonstrated its complete harmlessness-if handled 
appropriately ? And did not precisely this universal 
suffrage offer a means of appealing to the broad masses, of 
coquetting with the reviving social movement, if the bour­
geoisie should prove obstreperous ? 
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Bismarck seized the opportunity. What needed to be done~ 
was to repeat Louis-Napoleon's coup d'etat, to make clear 
to the German bourgeoisie, in the sharpest possible fashion,. 
where real power lay, to dissipate their liberal illusions in 
the most violent manner, but to carry out those of their 
national demands which coincided with Prussian aspirations .. 
Schleswig-Holstein provided the ·first pretext for action. 
The ground for his foreign policy was prepared. The Rus­
sian Tsar (Alexander II) was won over by Bismarck's ser-. 
vices in the struggle to crush the insurgent Poles in 186339 

L_?uis-Napoleon was li_kewise molli~ed and .coul~ excuse· 
his unconcern, if not h1s secret acqmescence, m BISmarck's. 
plans by reference to his beloved "principle of nationality". 
Palmerston was Prime Minister of England b~1t had ap-­
pointed the puny Lord Russell to the Foreign Office only 
in order that the latter should make a fool of himself there. 
But Austria competed with Prussia for supremacy in Ger­
many and could not afford to be outbidden by Prussia in 
this affair, especially as in 1850 and 1851 she had conducted 
herself even more contemptibly than Prussia as a lackey of 
Tsar Nicholas in Schleswig-Holstein.40 The situation was 
therefore extraordinarily favourable. No matter how much 
Austria resented Prussia, when Frederick VII, King of 
Def!mark, died, they had no cho_ice but to advance together 
agamst Denmark-with the tac1t approval of France and 
Russia. As long as Europe remained neutral, which is what· 
happened, the result was a foregone conclusion The 
Duchies were conquered and surrendered at the · peace 
treaty.41 · 
. Prussia had the subsidiary aim in this war of trying out 
Its. a~my, which had been trained on the basis of new 
pnnc1ples since 1850, and strengthened and reorganised in 
186_0. It surpassed all expectations and that in the most 
vaned conditions of war. The battle of Lyngby in Jutland· 

39. The reference is to the Alvensleben Convention of Febru­
ary 1863 providing for joint operations ag~inst the insurgent Poles. 
For the '!lore recent view that the Con_vent10n was a blunder rather 
than a piece of farsighted statesmanship, cf. W. N. Medlicott, Bis­
marck and Modern Germany, London !96-5, pp. 35-36. 

40. In the period 1848-1851, Austna had played a consistently­
pro-Danish role in the Schleswig-Holstein question. 

41. By the Treaty of Vienna of October 1864. 
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demonstrated both the great superiority of the needle gun 
over the muzzle loader and that its correct use was under­
stood, for 80 Prussians posted behind a hedge put more 
than three times their number of Danes to flight by their 
rapid fire. They were likewise able to observe that the 
Austrians had learned only one lesson from the Italian wars 
and the fighting methods of the French, namely that shoot­
ing was of no use whatever; the real soldier must charge at 
the enemy with the bayonet. This was duly noted, and in­
deed it was impossible to imagine a more welcome enemy 
tactic in front of the new guns. In order to demonstrate 
this to the Austrians at the earliest possible opportunity, the 
Duchies were assigned at the peace to the joint sovereignty 
of Austria and Prussia, thereby creating a purely provisional 
situation which was bound to produce one conflict after 
another, thus leaving Bismarck free to exploit any one of 
these conflicts in order to deliver his great blow against 
Austria. In line with the tradition of Prussian policy of ex­
ploiting a favourable situation "ruthlessly and to the ut­
most", as Herr von Sybel puts it, it was only natural that 
under the pretext of liberating Germans from Danish 
oppression, 200,000 North Schleswig Danes were annexed 
to Germany. The man who was left empty-handed after 
all this was the Duke of Augustenburg, the candidate for 
Schleswig-Holstein supported by the petty states and by the 
German bourgeoisie. 

In the matter of the Duchies, therefore, Bismarck had· 
fulfilled the wishes of the German bourgeoisie against their 
will. He had driven out the Danes, he had defied the· 
foreign Powers and these had not lifted a finger. But no 
sooner had the Duchies been freed, than they were treated 
as conquered territory; their wishes were not consulted and· 
they were arbitrarily divided provisionally between Austria 
and Prussia. Prussia had become a Great Power again and· 
was no longer the fifth wheel on the European wagon. The 
fulfilment of the national aspirations of the bourgeoisie was 
well under way, but the method chosen was not the liberal; 
bourgeois one. The Prussian military conflict therefore 
continued and even became more insoluble. The second act 
of Bismarck's spectacular drama had, therefore, to be b~gun .. 

The Danish war had fulffiled one part of the natwnal 
aspirations. Schleswig-Holstein was "liberated". The Pro­
tocols of Warsaw and London, in which the Great Powers· 
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had put their seal on Germany's humiliation before Den­
mark,4~ were torn up and flung in their faces, and they had 
not done a thing. Austria and Prussia stood together once 
again; their troops had been victorious together and no 
potentate now thought of violating any part of German 
territory again. Louis-Napoleon's designs on the Rhine, 
relegated to the background hitherto by preoccupations else­
where-by the Italian Revolution, the Polish uprising, the 
Danish complications and finally by the campaign in 
Mexico43-were now without any possible hope of realisa­
tion. Externally, the world situation was thus just what a 
conservat~ve Prussian statesman caul~ desire. But up to 
1871 Bismarck was never a conservative and least of all at 
that time, and the German bourgeoisie was by no means 
satisfied. 

The German bourgeoisie continued to be caught up in 
the familiar contradiction; on the one hand it demanded 
exclusive political power, that is, a ministry elected from the 
liberal majority in Parliament; and such a ministry would 
have had to wage a ten year struggle with the old system 
represented by the Crown before its new ascendancy would 
have been definitively accepted; that would have meant ten 
years of internal weakness. On the other hand, it demand­
ed a revolutionary transformation of Germany which in 
practice, could only be achieved by force, that is, only by 
actual dictatorship. And from 1848 onwards, the bour­
geoisie had demonstrated again and again, at every decisive 
moment, that it did not possess even a trace of the energy 
and determination needed to attain one or the other, let 
alone both these objectives. In politics there are only two 

·decisive powers, the organised force of the State, the Army, 
and the unorganised, elemental force of the popular masses. 
How to appeal to the masses, the bourgeoisie had forgotten 
once and for all in 1848. It feared them even rriore than it 

42. The two protocols of 1851 and 1852 regulated the succes­
siqn in the Duchies in favour of the Danish ruling house. 

43. Taking advantage of the American Civil War, Napoleon III 
launched an armed intervention against the Mexican government 
in 1861. In 1864 a Mexican "Empire" wa~ established under Maxi­

. milian, brother of Francis Joseph of Austna. Soon after, the French 
troops were .defeated. by the Mel'icans, an!f after the conclusion of 
the Civil War, the et;~t~rpri~e ha~ to be abandoned. Maxunilian 

·refused to desert his supporters and was executed in 1867. 
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fecued absolutism. The Army was not at their disposal by 
any means. But it was most certainly at Bismarck's. 

In the conflict over the Constitution, which still raged,. 
Bismarck had fought against the parliamentary demands of 
the bourgeoisie with all his might. But he longed most 
avidly to fulfil their national demands, for these coincided 
with the most secret and deeply felt aspirations of Prussian 
policy. If he could now fulfil the wishes of the bourgeoisie. 
once again against its will, by making the unification of 
Germany as formulated by the bourgeoisie a reality, then 
the conflict would disappear of itself and Bismarck would 
become the idol of the bourgeois in the same way as his 
model Louis-Napoleon. 

The bourgeoisie provided him with the ain1; Louis­
Napoleon showed him the way; only the actual execution 
was Bismarck's own work. 

If Prussia was to achieve supremacy in Germany, it was 
necessary not only to drive Austria out of the German Con­
federation by force, but also to subjugate the petty states. 
Such a "brisk, jolly war"H of Germans against Germans 
had always been one of the main methods used by Prussia 
to expand its territory. No Prussian worth his salt shrank 
from such a thing. Neither could the second main method, 
an alliance with foreign powers against Germany, cause 
serious misgivings. Alexander, the sentimental Tsar of 
Russia, was in Prussia's pocket. Louis-Napoleon had never 
disputed Prussia's Piedmontese mission in Germany and was 
quite willing to do a deal with Bismarck. If he could get 
what he needed by peaceful means in the form of compensa­
tion, he preferred it that way. After all, he did not need 
to get the whole of the Left Bank of .the Rhine at once. 
If he Cot!ld get it piecemeal, even a strip at a time, for every 
new advance made by Prussia, it would be noticed less and 
still enable him to attain his goal. A square mile on the 
Rhine counted for far more in the eyes of the French 
chauvinists than the whole of Nice and Savoy. Negotiations 
were therefore opened with Louis-Napoleon, and his agree­
ment secured for Prussia's expansion and for the establish­
ment of a North German Confederation. There is no doubt 

44 .. The German phrase is "frischer. frohlicher ~rieg", which 
was comed by the German historian Heinrich Leo m 1853, and 
caught on in subsequent years. 
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whatsoever that stretches of territory on th~ Rhine_ ~ere 
.offered to Louis-Napoleon in exchange. In ~Is negottat~ons 
with Govone Bismarck mentioned the Rhemsh possessiOns 
.of Bavaria a~d Hesse. It is true that he denied this later, 
.but a diplomat, especially ?- Pru~sian dip_lol!lat,_ has his own 
ideas as to the limits wihtm wh1ch one Is JUstified, or even 
obliged, to do violence to the truth. Truth, after all is like 
a woman and according to a Junker's idea, she really quite 
likes it:' 5 Louis-Napoleon was not so stupid as to agree 
to Prussia's expansion unless he was promised some com­
pensation. Bleichroder would sooner have lent money 
without interest. But he didn't know his Prussians well 
enough and he was outwitted in the end. In short, once 
Bismarck made sure of him he concluded an alliance with 
Italy in order to prepare the way for the "stab in the 
heart". 

Philistines in many countries have been deeply affronted 
by this phrase. Quite wrongly. A Ia guerre comme c'l [a 
guerre. It simply proves that Bismarck understood the 
German civil war of 186640 to be what it really was, namely, 
a revolutiotz, and that he was prei?ar~d to carry it through 
by revolutionary means. And this IS what he did. His 
treatment of the Federal Diet was revolutionary. Instead 
of subordinating himself to the constitutional decisions of 
the Federal authorities, he accused them of violating the 
Federal Constitution-a mere subterfuge-dissolved the 
Confedera~ion, proclaimed a new Const.itution with the aid 
of the Reichstag elected on the revolutionary basis of uni­
~ersai suffrage and finally drove the Federal Diet out of 
si~ankfu_rtY He sent a Hungarian Legion into Upper Sile-

ct:·V..:h1ch was commanded by General Klapka, who had 
pa ICipated in the Hungarian Revolution, and by other 

tion4~· t~ovon~'s reports were published in 1873, causing a sensa­
mode n ~ R~1chstag. Bismarck angrily denied their truth, but most 
natio rnrhtlStona_ns except doctrinaire believers in Bismarck's German-

. na IS sentunents, agree as to their authenticity. Cf. E. Eyck 
Bismarck, ~eben und Werk, Zurich 1941-1944, II, pp. 218-221· o' Pfl46ze, 1_'[{smarck and the DeveloP_ment of yermany, pp . .294-295. · 

· German states were mvo1ved m the Austro-Prussian 
W~r of 1866. The great majority took part on the side of Austria 
while Mecklenburg, Oldenburg and a few other North Germ ' 
states took the side of Prussia. an 

~7. Prussia's military successes forced the Federal Diet to trans­
fer Itself to Augsburg and finally to disperse in August 1866. ' 
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.officers who had done likewise, and which consisted of 
Hungarian deserters and prisoners of war, who were now 
to make war on their own legitimate sovereign. After the 
.conquest of Bohemia, Bismarck issued a porclamation, "To 
the inhabitants of the glorious kingdom of Bohemia", which 
was a real affront to the traditions of legitimacyY At the 
peace he secured for Prussia the whole of the territory of 
three legitimate German Princes and of a Free City, and 
the expulsion of Princes who reigned "by the grace of God" 
no less than the King of Prussia, did not trouble his Chris­
.tian and legitimist conscience in the least.4n It was, in short, 
a thorough-going revolution carried out by revolutionary 
n1eans. Naturally we are the last people to blame him for 
this. On the contrary, we blame him for not being revolu­
tionary enough, for being a Prussian revolutionary from 
above, for beginning a whole revolution in a position in 
which he could only carry through half a revolution, for 
being satisfied with four paltry petty states once he had 
embarked on the path of annexation. 

6 

But now in creeps little Napoleon demanding his due. While 
the war was raging he could have taken what he pleased 

. on the Rhine, for not only was the country denuded of men 
but so also were the fortresses. He dallied in anticipation 
of a long drawn-out war which would exhaust both sides, 
but instead suffered the rude shock of Austria being subju­
gated in eight days. At first he demanded Rhenish-Bavaria 
and Rhenish Hessen along with Mainz, territories which 
Bismarck _had mentio_ned to General Govone as possible 
compensatiOn. But Bis?Jarck was not now in a position to 
hand them over even if ~e had wanted to. The gigantic 
successes of the war had Imposed new obligations on him. 
Prussia could not have agreed to barter away the key to 
the Middle Rhine, Mainz, to a foreign power at the very 
moment when it assumed the role of Germany's guardian 
and protector. Bismarck rejected the demand. Louis-

.t~~- For Bismarck's encouragement of the revolutionary forces 
WI 1~ the Habsburg Empire in the 'summer of 1866, cf. Pflanze, 
op. Cit., pp. 301-308. 

F 4iJ ~te annexation of Hanover, Hesse-Kassel, Nassau and 
ran u o Prussia was decreed by a Jaw of 1866. 
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Napoleon was prepared to be flexible. He now dem~ded 
only Luxemburg, Landau,. Saarlouis and. the. Saarbrucken 
coal-mining area. But Btsmarck was lil~ew1se ':mable to 
hand these over, the more so since Pruss1an tern~ory was 
involved. Why had Louis-Nap?leon not ~elped h!-ll1self at 
the right time, when the Prussmns were tle~ up m Bohe­
mia ? In short, nothing came of compensatiOn for France. 
Bismarck knew that this would mean a war with France 
later on, but that was just what he wanted. 

Prussia did not exploit her favourable position at the 
peace talks as ruthlessly as had been her custom when in 
luck. And for good reasons. Saxony and Hessen­
Darmstadt were brought into the new North German Con­
federation and were therefore treated leniently. Bavaria, 
WUrttemberg and Baden had to be treated gentle because 
Bismarck had to conclude secret defensive treaties with 
them. And as far as Austria was concerned, had Bismarck 
not rendered her a service by destroying the traditional ties 
which bound her to Germany and Italy ? Had he not really 
helped her to establish herself as an independent Great 
Power, a position she had sought to achieve for so long? 
Hadn't he known better than the Austrians themselves where 
their interests lay, when he beat them in Bohemia? Given 
correct treatment, must not Austria come to realise that the 
geographical situation, the mutual inter-locking of the two 
countries, made a Germany united by Prussia its natural 
and necessary ally ? 

This is how, for the first time in her existence Prussia 
was able to surround herself with the aura of magn'animity: 
she used a sprat to catch a mackerel. 

fi 1Jt was not on~y Austria which was beaten on the battle-
e \ of Bohemm, but also the German bourgeoisie Bis­

marcK had shown them that he knew better than they dicf 
themselves what suited them. A continuation of the conflict 
by the Chamber was now out of the question. The liberal 
demand~ of the bourgeoisie were put into cold storage for 
a long time. but their national demands were being fulfilled 
mo;e and more every day. Bismarck carried out their 
natiOnal programme with a speed and precision which filled 
them with astonishment. And after he had brought home 
to them, in corpore viti (on their own vile bodies) their 
flabbiness and inertia and consequently their total incapacity 
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to carry through their own programme, he assumed the 
mantle of magnanimity towards them and applied to the 
totally disarmed Chamber for indemnity in respect of his 
violations of the Constitution. Moved to tears, the now 
harmless Progressives adopted the proposal.50 

· In spite of this, the bourgeoisie were reminded that they 
too had been defeated at Koniggratz.51 

The Constitution of the North German Confederation 
was based on the model of the Prussian Constitution as 
authentically interpreted during the conflict. Refusal to pay 
taxes was made a crime. The Federal Chancellor and his 
ministers were nominated by the King of Prussia indepen­
dently of any parliamentary majority. The independence of 
the Army from Parliament, secured as a result of the con­
stitutional conflict, was retained in relation to the Reichstag. 
But the members of the Reichstag could console themselves 
for this by the uplifting thought that they had been elected 
by universal suffrage. They were also reminded of this fact 
-and in an unpleasant fashion-by the sight of two social­
ists (August Bebel and Wilhelm Liebknecht) sitting amongst 
them. This was the first time that socialist deputies, repre­
sentatives of the proletariat, had ever appeared in Parlia­
ment. It was an ominous sign. 

All this was unimportant at first. What mattered was to 
exploit and extend the new national unity, at least of the 
North. in the interests of the bourgeoisie and by so doing, 
to attract the South German bourgeoisie to the Federation. 
The Federal constitution transferred the economically most 
important concerns from the jurisdiction of the individual 
states to the Federation-common citizenship, and freedom 
of movement throughout the whole Federal area, rights of 
settlement, legislation concerning industry, trade tariffs, ship­
ping, coinage, weights and measures, railways, waterways, 
post and telegraph .. patents, banks, foreign policy as a whole, 
consulates, protection of trade abroad, medical inspection, 
criminal law, judicial procedure, etc. All these matters 
were now speedily made the subject of, on the whole, liberal 

. 50. The opposition liberals (Progressives) had lost substantially 
m the elections held while the Austro-Prussiah \Var was still in pro­
gress. The Indemnity Bill was adopted in the Lower House on 3 
September 1866 by 230 votes to 75. 

51. The decisive battle of Sadowa, fought on 3 July 1866, is 
usually referred to in German books as the battle of Koniggrlitz. 

4 
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legislation. And so, at long, long l~t •. the worst excresc~n­
ces of Kleinstaaterei were finally e~ated: those which 
had been the main obstacles to capitalist development, on 
the one hand and to Prussian ambitions on the other. But 
this was no ~orld historical achievement, as proclaimed by 
the now chauvinistic bourgeoisie, but a very, very late and 
incomplete imitation of what the French Revolution had 
brought about seventy years earlier and what all other ~ivi­
lised states had introduced long ago. Instead of boastmg, 
they ought to have been ashamed that "well educated" 
Germany was the very last in th~se respects. . . . 

Bismarck was most forthcommg to the bourge01s1e m 
economic matters during the whole period of the North 
German Confederation, and even with regard to questions 
of parliamentary powers he revealed the iron fist only in a 
velvet glove. It was his best period; one might, on occa­
sions even have doubted his specific Prussian limitations, his 
inability to understand that there are other, more powerful 
forces in history than armies and diplomatic tricks based on 
them. 

Bismarck not only knew that the peace with Austria fore­
shadowed war with France; he actually wanted it. This 
war was to be the means for completing the Prussian­
German Empire, the task allocated to him by the German 
bourgeoisie.* The attempts gradually to transform the 
Parliament of the Customs Union~2 into a Reichstag and 
thereby to draw the South German states more and more 

• Before the Austrian war, Bismarck, answering a Minister from 
0ne of the states who had attacked him on account of his demagogic 
~rman po~icy, said that in defiance of all phraseology, he would 

dnve Austna out of Germany and destroy the Confederation "And 
~o you .think that ~he states ,;vii,~ just look on and do nothing ?" 
You will do nothmg at all - Then what is to become of the 

Germans ?" "I will take them to Paris and unite them there." 
(F~o!ll a statement made in ?aris bef<?re the Austrian war by the 
Mmtster concerned and published dunng the war in an article in 
the Manchester Guardian by its. Par~ correspondent, Mrs. Crawford.) 

52. The Zollverein was recogmsed after the war of 1866 and 
a Zol/parlament was established as its highest organ. Bismarck hoped 
~o achi~ve clos~r .un!o~ with th~ Sout~ German states by gradually 
mcreasmg the ]Unsdichon of this parhamel!-t. His hopes were frus­
trated by the electoral successes of the antJ-Prussian parties in these 
·states in 1867 and 1868. 
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into the Confederation, foundered on the firm resolution of 
the South German deputies: No extension of jurisdiction ! 
The attitudes of the governments just beaten on the battle­
field were no more favourable. Only a palpable new de­
monstration that Prussia was not only more powerful than 
they were, but powerful enough to protect them, that is, only 
.a new all-German war could bring about their speedy capi­
tulation. Moreover, the dividing line of the Main,53 though 
secretly agreed in advance between Bismarck and Louis­
Napoleon, nevertheless seemed to have been enforced on 
the Prussians by the latter; unification with Southern Ger­
many was therefore a violation of the formally agreed right 
conceded to the French to keep Germany divided, in other 
words, a cause of war. 

In the meantime, Louis-Napoleon had to see whether he 
could not find some stretch of territory on the Gern1an 
frontier which could serve him as compensation for Sadowa. 
Luxemburg had been excluded when the North German 
Confederation had been established; it was now, apart from 
the tie with Holland through the person of the Grand Duke, 
an independent state. It was just about as French in cha­
racter and outlook as Alsace and had far greater inclina­
tion to France than to the Prussians, who were positively 
hated. 

Luxemburg is a most striking example of what the poli­
tical malaise of Germany since the Middle Ages has done 
to the people inhabiting the Franco-German frontier areas, 
and it is all the more striking, since Luxemburg nominally 
belonged to Germany until 1866. Until 1830 it consisted 
of a Gemtan and a French half, but the German half soon 
·succumbed to the superior French culture. The Luxem­
burg EmperorS54 were French in speech and education. Like 
the other L?w C<?untries, Luxemburg had remained in only 
nominal umon with Germany from the time of its incor­
poration into the Burgundian countries in 1440, and its 
membership of the German Confederation in 1815 did no­
thing to alter this. After 1830, the French part and a 
considerable portion of the German part went to Belgium. 

53. The frontier between the North German Confederation and 
the. S1~n~th German states is referred to in German books as the 
mam 1me. 

- . 54. The heads . of _the L_uxemburg dynasty were elected Holy 
-"Roman Emperors With short mterruptions from 1310 to 1437. 
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But in the remaining German Luxemburg, everything !e­
mained French, the courts, the authorities, the Legislatl~c 
Chamber, all conducted their busine~s in French; all p~blic 
and private documents and commercial rec?rds were wntten 
in French, all secondary schools taught m French. The . 
speech of the educated people was and remained French. 
a French, of course, which groaned and creaked under the 
weight of the High-German sound-shift. ln short, two· 
languages were spoken in Luxembu~g, a popular ~e­
Frankish dialect and French, but High-German remamed 
a foreign language. The Prussian garrison stationed_ i?­
the capital made matters worse rather than better. This 1S 

shameful enough for Germany but it is true. And this 
voluntary gallicisation of Luxemburg, moreover, puts simi­
lar developments in Alsace and in German-Lorraine in 
their proper light. 

The King of Holland, William III, sovereign Duke of 
Luxemburg, was very much in need of ready cash and was 
quite amenable to offers made by Louis-Napoleon to buy 
the Duchy. The Luxemburgers would have given uncon­
ditional support to incorporation into France. Proof of this 
was their attitude in the war of 1870. From the point o[ 
view of international law, Prussia had no grounds to object,. 
for she had herself brought about the exclusion of Luxem­
burg from Germany. Her troops were stationed in the 
capital as the federal garrison of a German Federal fortress. 
As soon as Luxemburg ceased to be a Federal fortress, 
Prussian troops no longer had any right to remain there .. 
Why then did they not return home ? Why was Bismarck 
unable to agree to the annexation ? • 

. Simply because the contradictions in which he had tied 
himse~f now came into the open. Before 1866, Germany 
was SliDply a territory for annexation by Prussia, which had 
to be shared wit? foreign Powers. After 1866, Germany had 
become ~ Prussmn protectorate to be defended from foreign. 
depredations. True, whole slices of Germany had-been ex­
cluded from t~e n~wly created so-called Germany, in defer­
e::J.ce to Prussmn mterests. But the right of the German 
nation to its own territory now imposed on the Prussian 
Crown the duty of preventing these parts of the old Confe­
deration from being incorporated into foreign states, of 
keeping open the possibility of their joining the new Prus· 
sian-German state in the future. This is why Italy stopped' 
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short at the frontier of Tyrol.ss This is why Luxemburg 
could not be handed over to Louis-Napoleon. A truly revolu­
tionary government could have proclaimed this quite openly. 
But not the Royal Prussian revolutionary who had finally 
managed to convert Ger~any into one of Metternich's "geo­
graphical concepts". He had put himself in the wrong from 
the point of view of international law and could only extri­
cate himself by applying his favourite officer's mess inter­
pretation of international law. 

That he was not laughed out of court for all this was 
,due only to the fact that Louis-Napoleon was far from ready 
for a large-scale war in the spring of 1867. An agreement 
was reached at the London Conference. The Prussians 
-evacuated Luxemburg; the fortress was dismantled, the 
Du<;:hY was declared neutral.~6 War was postponed once 
.a gam. 

But Louis-Napoleon could not be satisfied with this. The 
expansion of Prussian power was quite- acceptable to him 
as long as he received a corresponding compensation on the 
Rhine. He would have been satisfied with very little, pre­
pared to take even less, but he had received nothing at all, 
.had been utterly cheated. A Bonapartist monarchy in France 
was, however, only possible if its frontiers were gradually 
advanced towards the Rhine and if France remained the 

·arbiter of Europe, if not in actual fact at least in appearance. 
·The advance of the frontiers. had come to grief; the posit.ion 
of arbiter was already threatened. The ~onapartist press was 
·calling loudly for revenge for Sadowa. If Louis-Napoleo_n 
wanted to save his throne he had to remain true to his role 
and to secure by force what he had- been unable to secure 
by persuasion, in spite of all his _good services. 

Hectic preparations, therefore, diplomatic as well as mili­
tary, on both sides._ And in (act, the following diplomatic 
developments resulted : _ _ ~ 

Spain was looking. for ~ candiqate for the throne. In 
·March 1869, Benedetti, the. French envoy in Berlin, heard 

55. Prussia had refused in 1866 to accede to Italian demands 
for the cession of Tyrol as well as Venetia. - · 

- 56. The London Conference took place under the presidency of 
the English Foreign Secretary in May 1867.- Luxemburg's neutrality 
was -~uaranteed by the countries. represented, i.e. Austria, .Russia, 
-~~~~m, France, Italy, 9reat ~ritain, Hollaf!d! Belg_ium and Luxe~-
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a rumour that the throne was being offered to Prince Le~­
pold von Hohenzollern. He received instructions from Pans 
to make further enquiries. Von Thile. the Under-Secretary 
of State assured him on his word of honour that the Prus­
sian G~vernment knew nothing about it. Benedetti heard 
the Emperor's view on a visit to Paris,. "this ch?ice of can­
didate is essentially anti-national, the country will not stand 
for it; it must be prevented." 

All this, incidentally, revealed that Louis-Napoleon was 
fast losing his grip. For what could indeed be a more 
satisfactory "revenge for Sadowa" than having a Prussian 
Prince on the Spanish throne-the troubles which were 
bound to follow, the involvement of Prussia in internal 
Spanish politics, perhaps even a war, a defeat for the tiny 
Prussian navy, in any case Prussia in a most grotesque situa­
tion in front of Europe? But Louis-Napoleon could no 
longer permit himself the luxury of such a spectacle. His 
credit was so exhausted that he felt himself bound to adopt 
the traditional standpoint-namely, that a German Prince on 
the Spanish throne would mean that France was menaced 
from two sides and could not therefore be tolerated-an 
attitude which had become childish and untenable.since 1830. 

Benedetti therefore called on Bismarck (on 11 May 
1869) in order to seek more information and to make 
France's attitude clear to him. He did not find out any­
thing very definite from Bismarck; but Bismarck most cer­
tainly learned from Benedetti what he wanted to know, 
!lame!~ that proposing Leopold as a ~andidate would mean 
~edwte war with France. Thus B1smack was in a posi­
tion where he could let war break out whenever it suited 
him. 

As. w~s to be expected, Leopold's candidature was heard 
of agam 1?- July 1870 and led to war directly, despite Louis­
Napoleons ~fforts to avert it. He realised not only that he 
had walked m~o a trap, but that his own throne was at stake, 

·and. he ha~ bttle confidence in the veracity of his Bona· 
partlst advisers who assured him that everything was ready 
down to the last brass button and even less in their admi­
nistrative capacity. But the lo~cal consequences of his own 
past drove him to destruction; h~s own vacillations served 
only to accelerate his doom. 

Bismarck, on the other hand, was not only absolutely 
prepared in the military sense, but this time he really had 
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the people behind him, who beneath all the diplomatic lies 
uttered on both sides grasped one simple fact: that this was 
a war not simply for the Rhine, but for their national ex­
istence. For the first time since 1815, reservists and the 
Landwehr (territorial reserves) again flocked to the colours 
gladly and enthusiastically. It was immaterial now, how all 
this had come about, or which small area of the two-thou­
sand year old national inheritance had or had not been 
promised to Louis-Napoleon by Bismarck off his own bat. 
What was necessary was to show foreign powers once and 
for all that they were not to interfere in Germany's internal 
affairs, and that Germany was not obliged to support Louis­
Napoleon's shaky throne by ceding German territory. And 
in the face of this national upsurge, all class differences, all 
ambitions for a new Confederation of the Rhine animating 
the South German courts, all restoration attempts of ex­
pelled Princes vanished into thin air. 

Both sides had sought alliances. Louis-Napoleon had the 
firm support of Austria and Denmark and the fairly certain 
support of Italy. Bismarck had Russia on his side. But 
Austria, as usual, was not ready and was unable to intervene 
effectively before 2 September, and on that day Louis­
Napoleon had already been captured by the Germans, and 
Russia had warned Austria that if she attacked Prussia she 
in turn would be attacked by Russia. But it was in Italy 
that Louis-Napoleon's double-dealing policies came home 
to roost. He had sought both to advance Italian national 
unity and to protect the Pope from it at one and the same 
time. He had kept troops in Rome that were now needed at 
home but which nevertheless he could not withdraw with­
out obliging Italy to respect Rome and acknowledge the 
Pope as a sovereign ruler; all of which prevented Italy from 
stan~g by h~. An~ finally, Denmark was ordered. by 
Russm to remam pass1ve. 

But more decisive than all the diplomatic exchanges for 
the localisation of the war were the swift blows of the Ger­
man army from Spicbern and Worth to Sedan. Louis-Napa~ 
leon's troops were defeated in every battle, and finally some 
three-quarters of them were sent off to Germany as prisoners 
of war. This was not the fault of the soldiers, who fought 
bravely enough, but of the military leaders and of the 
Govc;mment. But if, like Louis-Napoleon. you establish an 
empire with the aid of a gang of hooligans, and if this 
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empire is maintained for ei~teen yea~s by han~ing over 
France to be exploited by ~ gang, ~ all the IIDportant 
positions in the state are likewiSe occup1ed b~ members of 
this gang and all the subordinate ones by the1r hangers-a~~ 
then you should not embark on a life and death struggle, 1t 
_you do not want to be left in the ~urch. In less th.an five 
weeks the whole fabric of the Emprre, so long ad~med by 
all European philistines, collapsed. The Revolutu:;m of 4 
September, ' 7 simply cleared away the ~efuse, and B1smar.ck, 
who went into the war to found a L1ttle-German Empue, 
woke up one fine morning to find himself the founder of a 
French Republic. 

According to Bismarck's own proclamation, the war was 
not waged against the French people but against Louis­
Napoleon. All justification for the war disappeared with his 
overthrow. This was the illusion held by the otherwise not 
so naive Government establis~ed on 4 September, and they 
were most amazed when BISmarck suddenly revealed his 
Prussian Junker side. 

There are no greater Francophobes in the world than the 
Prussian Junkers. For not only had they, who had been im­
mune from payment of taxes before, suffered badly from 
1806 to 1813 because of the punishment which the French 
were able to inflict on them as a result of their own back­
wardness; but much worse was the fact that the godless 
French by their outrageous revolution had so turned people's 
heads that the old Junker domination was more or less 
finished with even in Prussia, that the poor Junkers had to 
wage a fierce struggle, year in year out, to retain what little 
was left of their position, and a large number of them had 
~eady been reduced to the level of a shabby, parasitic 
anstocracy. Revenge had to be taken on France for this 
and that is what the Junker officers in the army did unde; 
Bismarck's instigation. Lists had been drawn up of the 
French contributions imposed on this basis, calculations 
were made at to what each Department was to be made to 
pay-naturally taking France's greater wealth into account. 
Food, fodder, footwear were requisitioned with conspicuous 

57. . The news of Napoleon's defeat at Sedan produced an 
uprising in Paris on 4 September 1870, in th.e course of which the 
Repuqlic was proclaimed and a Governme~t o.f National Resist­
ance set up, headed by the commander of the Pans garrison, Trochu. 
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.ruthlessness. The mayor of one of the towns in the Arden­

.nes, who declared that he was unable to make the required 
deliveries_, was given 25 strokes without more ado. The Paris 
Government published all the evidence about this. The 
Francs-T.ireurs who operated so precisely according to the 
principles of the Prussian Landsturm decree of 181356 as to 
give the impression that they had closely studied them, were 
shot out of hand, without mercy, when captured. The stories 
about the sending back of chiming clocks to Germany are 
likewise true; the KOlnische Zeitung itself reported on this . 
. But according to Prussian accounts, these clocks were not 
.stolen but discovered in houses near Paris the owners of 
which had fled, and were therefore classified as unclaimed 
.property, and annexed for the benefit of loved ones at home. 
Thus, under Bismarck's leadership, the Junkers saw to it 
that despite the unobjectionable behaviour of the troops as 
well as of the greater part of the officers, the specifically 
Prussian character of the war was impressed upon the 
French, who naturally held the entire army responsible for 
the petty acts of spite of the Junkers. 

And yet, these same Junkers were to demonstrate their 
respect for the French people in a fashion unheard of in all 
previous history. When all attempts to relieve Paris had 
failed, when all the French armies had been driven back, 
when Bourbaki's last big offensive against the German com­
munication lines had been driven back, when the diplomacy 
of Europe had left France to its fate, then starving Paris had 
at last to capitulate."0 And the Junkers' hearts beat more 
quickly at the thought of marching in triumph into the god­
less nest and wreaking full vengeance on the Parisian arch­
rebels, the full vengeance denied them by Alexander of 
Rus.sia in 1814 and by Wellington in 1815. Now they could 
pumsh the hearth and home of the Revolution to their 
neart's desire. 

Paris surrendered. It paid 200 millions indemnity. Its 
fortifications were handed over to the Prussians. The gar­
rison laid down its arms and handed over its field artillery. 
The cannon defending the city walls had their gun carriages 

58. This decree of April 1813 provided for the organisation 
of volunteer battalions without uniform, who were to carry out 
guerrilla activities behind Napoleon's lines . 

. s~. The Government of National Resistance concluded an 
armistice and agreed to the surrender of Paris on 28 January 1871. 
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taken away. All defensive weapons belonging to the State: 
were banded over, one by one. But the real defenders of 
Paris the National Guard, the Parisian people in arms,. re­
main~d untouched, for nobody thought of taking away their 
weapons, neither their rifles nor their c~nno~. * And in 
order to show the whole world that the v1ctonous Germans 
had come to a respectful halt before the armed people of 
Paris, the victors did not enter Paris but were content to 
occupy the Champs-::Elysees, a public park, for three days, 
guarded, watched and surrounded by Parisian sentires. Not 
a single German soldier set foot in the Paris Town Hall. 
None walked the boulevards, and the two who were allowed 
into the Louvre to admire the works of art had to obtain 
permission to do so, for it was a breach of the surrender 
terms. France was defeated, Paris was starving, but its peo" 
ple, as a result of their glorious past, had ensured this res­
pect for th~mselves at least, that no _victor ?~red to suggest 
that they disarm; none had the tementy to VISit them in their 
homes or to desecrate the streets, battleground of so manv 
revolutions, by a triumphal parade. It was as if the newly­
baked Emperor, William I, were raising his hat to the liv­
ing revolutionaries of Paris just as his late brother had 
done to the fallen fighters of the March struggles of 1848 
in Berlin, and as if the entire German army stood behind· 
him with arms presented. 

But this was the only concession which Bismarck was 
compelled to make. Under the plea that there was no French 
Government with which peace could be made-a statement 
as true and as false on 4 September as it was on 28 January 
-he made the utmost use of his success in the true Prus­
sian manner and only declared himself ready for peace 
talks after the complete overthrow of France. In the Peace 
Treaty itself, the "favourable situation was ruthlessly ex­
ploited" in the same good old Prussian style. Not only was 
the unheard of sum of 5 milliard Francs extorted as war in­
demnity, but two provinces, Alsace and Lorraine, along with 
Metz and Strassburg, were taken from France and incor-

. • These were the property of the National Guard and not of 
the State and were therefore not handed over to the Prussians. It 
was these weapons that Thiers ordered to be s~olen from the people· 
of Paris in March 1871, and as a result of this, the uprising began 

. which led to the establishment of the Commune. · 
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ported into Germany.60 With these annexations, Bismarck 
appears as an independent politician for the first time, who . 
no longer carried out in his own way a programme pres­
cribed by others, but as one who translated the products of 
his own brain into action. And, as a result, he committed 
his first, colossal blunder. 

Alsace was conquered by France mainly in the Thirty 
Years War. With this, Richelieu departed from Henry IV's. 
dictum: 

The Spanish tongue may belong to the Spaniards, the 
German to the Germans, but wherever French is spoken, . 
that belongs to me; 

and in so doing he was basing himself on the principle of the · 
natural frontier of the Rhine, the historical frontier of An­
cient Gaul. This was stupid, but the Empire, which included 
the French-speaking areas of Lorraine and Belgium as well 
as Franche-Comte was in no position to blame France for · 
annexing German-speaking areas. And if Louis XIV an­
nexed Strassburg in peace-time with the aid of a pro­
French party in the town,01 Prussia has no real cause for 
indignation, for in 1796 it tried to do exactly the same kind 
of thing by seeking, though unsuccessfully, to occupy the 
Free Imperial City of Nuremberg without having been in­
vited by any pro-Prussian party in the town.* 

60. A preliminary peace was signed on 26 February 1871, and· 
the final Peace of Frankfurt concluded on 10 May 1871. 

61. Louis XIV annexed Strassburg in 1681 with the activ~ 
collaboration of the Catholic party headed by Bishop FUrstenberg. 

• Louis XIV was attacked on the grounds that his Chambres de 
~eunion had seized German territory which did not belong to him 
m pc~cc time. Prussia's most malignant enemies could never make 
a Similar charge against her. On the contrary. After she had made 
a separate peace with France in 1795 in direct violation of the 
Imperial Constitution and had assembled her small, equally rebellious 
neighbours around herself behind the demarcation line of the first 
North-German Confederation, she utilised the desperate situation of 
the South-German Estates-the only ones continuing the war in 
alliance with Austria-in order to attempt annexations in Franco­
nia. They established "Chambers of Reunion" in Ansbach and 

·Bayreuth, (which belonged to Prussia at that time) modelled on 
th<?se set up by Louis XIV, and advanced claims 011 a number of 
neighbouring areas, compared to which Louis' legal prete~ were· 
absolutely convincing. And when the Germans, defeated, withdrew; 
at:tdd the French marched into Franconia. the rescuing Prussians occu- · 
pie the Nuremberg area, including the suburbs right up to the· 
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As a result of the Peace of Vienna in 1735, Lor~aine was 
traded to France by Austria, and was finally take?- mt? com­
plete French possession in 1766.02 For cent.une~ 1t had 
belonged only nominally to the German Emprre; 1ts Dukes 
were French in every way and were almost always bound 
to France by alliances. . 

Up to the time of the French Revolut10n, a number of 
petty principalities existed in the Vosges whose rulers re­
garded themselves as sovereign princes in relation to the 
German Empire but acknowledged French sovereignty. This 
dual position was advantageous to them. And if the Ger­
man Empire tolerated this situation ~stead of calling the 
sovereign gentlemen to ~ccC!unt, th~n 1t had. no reason to 

. complain when France, m VIew of 1ts sovereignty, took the 
inhabitants of these areas under its prot~ction against the 
expelled dynasts. 

Up to the time of the French Revolution, this German 
area was, on the whole, hardly gallicised at all. German 
was the language used in the schools and was the official 
language for all internal matters, in Alsace at least. The 
French Government favoured t~e German provinces, which, 
after long years of war devastat10n saw no more enemies in 
the l?nd after the beginnin& of the eighteenth century. The 
Emprre, torn by perpetual mternal conflicts, was not really 
in any position to tempt the Alsatians ·to return to the 
motherland. The people enjoyed peace and quiet at any 
rate. One knew where one stood, and so the most influential 
phi~istines submitted ~o God's inscrutable wisdom. After all, 
their fate was not umque; the people of Holstein were also 
under foreign, namely Danish, occupation. 

Then came the French Revolution. What Alsace and 
Lorraine had never dared to hope for from Germany was 

town walls, and extorted a treaty from the trembling Nuremberg 
burghers (2 September 1796) according to which the town accepted 
Prussian domination on one condition-that Jews should never be 
allowed within the town precincts. Archduke Charles advanced 
again very soon after, defeated the French ncar Wlirzburg on 3 
and 4 September 1796 and as a result, Prussia's attempt to impress 

·the Nurembergers with Prussia's G~rman mission faded into thin air. 
62. The treaty of 1735 proVIded for a manifold re-allocation 

of terfitories, includin·g f:b~ transference ~f Francis, Duke of Lorraine 
to Tuscany whose Medici rulers bad d1~d out, and of the defeated 

. Polish king Stanislas Leszinsky to Lorrame, subject to the reversion 
.of the Duchy to France on the latter's death, which occurred in 1766. 
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presented to them by France. The feudal chains were 
broken. The subject peasant, obliged to perform servile 
labour, now became a free man, the free owner in many 
cases of his farm and fields. In the towns, patrician domi-. 
nation and guild privileges disappeared. The aristocracy 
were driven out. And in the areas where petty princes had 
held sway, the peasants followed the example of their neigh­
bours; they expelled the dynasties, the local authorities and 
the nobles, and declared themselves free French citizens. 
And nowhere in France did the people rally so enthusias­
tically to the Revolution as they did in the German-speak­
ing areas. And when the Empire declared war on the Revo­
lution, when the Germans not only still obediently wore 
their own chains, but also allowed themselves to be used to 
impose the old slavery on the French and the recently over­
thrown feudal lords on the peasants of Alsace, then the 
people of Alsace and Lorraine ceased to consider themselves 
German. They now learned to bate and despise the Ger­
mans, and the Marseillaise was written and set to music in 
Strassburg and was first sung by the people of Alsace. The 
German-French were now forged into one nation with the 
national French, with whom they fought side by side for 
the Revolution on hundreds of battlefields. 

Has not the Great Revolution worked the same miracle 
in the Flemish areas around Dunkirk, amongst the Celts of 
Brittany, amongst the Italians of Corsica ? And if we com­
plain of the fact that this happened to Germans too, then 
have we forgotten all our past history which has made this 
possible ? Have we forgotten that the whole of the Left 
Bank of the Rhine. which played only a passive part in the 
Revolution, was French in outlook when the Germans 
marched in again in 1814, and remained so until 1848, 
when the Revolution of that year again rehabilitated the 
Germans in the eyes of ~he Rhinelanders ? Have we fo:­
gotten that Heine's enthusmsm for the French and even his 
Bonapartism were simply a reflection of the general out­
look of the people west of the Rhine ? 

In 1814, when the allied forces invaded France. it was 
precisely in Alsace and German Lorraine that they met 
the most powerful hostility, the fiercest popular resistanc~ .. 
because it was in these places that the people were afr~td 
of the danger of beinf! forced to become Germans agam. 

0 
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And this despite the fact that German was practically the 
.only language spoken there at the time. But once the danger 
of being separated from France had pass~d, once the urge 
for annexation on the part of the romantic German .cha.u­
vins had been suppressed, then the need for greater hngms­
.tic integration with France was understood, and from that 
.time on the schools were gallicised, which the Luxemb.ur­
gers had also done voluntarily. Nevertheless, the convers10n 
:proceeded very slowly. ~~ly the present generation of the 
bouroeoisie is really galhctsed, while the workers and peas­
~ts ~peak German. The J:OSition is roughly ~imilar to t~at 
existing in Luxemburg,. Literary German (wtth the parttal 
exception of the pulptt) has been superseded by French, 
,but the popular German dialect has only lost ground near 
the linguistic border, and is used colloquially much more 
than in many parts of Germany. 

This was the land which Bismarck and the Prussian 
Junkers sought to make German once again, supported by 
.that revival of chauvinistic romanticism which appears to 
be inseparable from all German questions. To try to make 
·Strassburg, the home of the Marseillaise, German, was just 
as stupid as to try to make Nice, the home of Garibaldi 
,French. But Louis-Napoleon at least obsedved the proper: 
ties in Nice and permitted a plebiscite to be taken on the 
<question of the annexation; and the manoeuvre succeeded. 
But quite apart from the fact that the Prussians for very 
:good reasons abhorred the use of such revolutionary mea­
sures-for nowhere has the l_Tlajority of the people ever 
asked to be a~exed to Prussia-they. knew only too well 
·that the populat10n was even more sohdly for France than 
the F!ench-speaking French. And so the coup was carried 
out. Slnlply by the use of ~orce. It was an act of revenge 
agamst the French Revolutmn. One of the territories which 
bad been integrated with France precisely through the Re­
volution was torn away. 

But the annexation nevertheless fulfilled a military pur. 
pose .. By acquiring Metz and Strassburg, Germany came 
into possession of a defence line of enormous strength As 
long as Belgium and Switzerland remain neutral ·a F~ench 
attack in force cannot be initiated anywhere else' but in the 
small area between Metz and the Vosges, and to meet it 
rCoblenz, Metz, Strassburg and Mainz constitute the largest 
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.and strongest quadrilateral of foreresses in the world. But 
half of this quadrilateral, like that of Austria in Lombardy,tiJ 
lies in enemy territory and serves as strongholds for holding 
down the local population. Moreover, in order to complete 
the chain of defences, it was necessary to extend them be­
yond the German-speaking area and to annex a quarter of 
a million French people. 

The great strategic advantage is thus the only justifica­
tion for the annexation. But can this gain be compared in 
any way with the harm which the Germans did to them­
selves by this annexation? 

The Prussian Junkers were blind to the great moral dis­
advantage in which the young German Empire placed itself 
by openly and frankly declaring brute force as its basic 
principle. On the contrary, unwilling subjects kept down 
by force are a necessity for them, as a proof of increased 
Prussian power and, generally, they have never had any 
.other kind of subjects. · 

But even the Junkers should not have been blind to the 
political consequences of the annexation. And these were 
quite clear. Even before the annexation had been ratified, 
Marx proclaimed to the whole world in a circular of the 
International : "The annexation of Alsace and Lorraine 
makes Russia the arbiter of Europe."H And the Social­
Democrats repeated this again and again from the tribune 
of the Reichstag, so often that in the end the truth of this 
statement was finally demonstrated by Bismarck himself in 
his speech to the Reichstag on 6 February 1888 in which 
be cringed before the almighty Tsar, the arbiter of peace 
and war. 

F?r it was crystal clear. By seizing two of the most 
fanatically patriotic provinces from France the French were 
driven strai&ht int0 the arms of anyone ~ho offered them 
hope of ge!hng these provinces back again and France was 
converted mto the. et~rnal enemy. Bismarck, who was a 
worthy and conscientious representative of the German 
philistines in this matter, demanded that the French should 
renounce not only legal but also moral claims to Alsace and 
Lorraine, and that they should even rejoice that these two 

63. Engels is referring to the quadrilateral of fortresses formed 
by Mantua, Verona, Legnano and Peschicra. 

64. Cf. Marx, Engels,. Werke, XVII, pp. 271-279. 
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parts of revolutionary France had been "returned to t~eir 
ancient fatherland", with which they wanted to have noth~g 
whatever to do. But unfortunately the French are not gomg 
to do this, just as the Germans during the Napoleonic wars 
did not renounce their moral claim to the Left Bank of the 
Rhine, though the people in this area at that time did not 
have any strong desire to return to Germany. As long as 
the people of Alsace and Lorraine yearn to return to France, 
so long France must and will strive to secure the return of 
these areas, and she will try to find the means to do so, 
including allies. And her natural ally against Germany is 
Russia. 

If the two biggest and stron¥est nations in ~este~n Europe 
neutralise one another by therr mutual hostility, If there is 
an eternal bone of contention between them which incites 
them to war on one another, then the only country which 
profits from this is Russia, whose hands are all the freer as 
a consequence: Russia, whose own expansionist aims Ger­
many is the less able to counter, the more Russia can rely 
o~ unconditional support from France. And was it not 
Bismarck who put France in the position of having to beg 
Russia for an alliance, of having to agree to the surrender 
of ~onstantinople to Russia if the latter would only support 
her m the matter of her lost provinces ? And if despite this, 
peace has been maintained for seventeen years, what other 
reason _is there for this than the system of conscription intro­
d~ced m both Russia and France, which requires sixteen or, 
~nth the most recent variation of it, even twenty-five years 
~n ~)fder to provide a full muster of properly trained annuai 
evies ? And now that the annexation has dominated all 
~uropean politics for seventeen years, is it not at this moment 
1 e f_undamental cause of the crisis which threatens the whole 
contment with war ? Remove this one fact and peace is assured. 

The A~sace bourgeois who speaks French with a German 
bc~ent, this hybrid coxcomb who gives the appearance of 

emg more French than any real Frenchman ·who Iookl; 
down on Goethe and raves about Racine, but w'ho neverthe~ 
less can~ot rid himself of the guilty conscience of his ccypto­
~ermamty and who. precisely because of this, must boast of 
his contempt for all things German, so much so that he is 
not even capable of acting as intermediary between France 
and Germany-this Alsace bourgeois is, to be sure, a con-
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temptible fellow, whether he is a Mulhouse manufacturer 
or a Paris journalist. 

But what made him what he is '? What else but German 
history over the past three hundred years ? And was it not 
the case until very recently that nearly all Germans abroad, 
especially the businessmen, were true "Alsatians" who denied 
their German origin, who really tortured themselves into 
assuming the nationality of their new homeland and, as a 
consequence, made themselves just as ~idiculous as those 
citizens of Alsace who were more or less compelled to do 
the same thing by their circumstances ? In England for 
example, nearly all the immigrant German merchants be­
tween 1815 and 1840 were anglicised, spoke almost only 
English even among themselves; even to-day, you can see 
various old German philistines on the Manchester Stock 
Exchange, for instance, who would give half their. fortunes 
to be able to pass as real Englishmen. This has changed 
onlv since 1848, and from 1870 onwards even German 
lieutenants of reserve visit England, and Berlin sends its 
contingent. As a result, the former servility has been re­
placed by a Prussian arrogance, which makes us Germans 
abroad no less ridiculous. · 

Has the unification of Alsace with Germany perhaps be-
. come more acceptable to the people of Alsace since 1871 ? 
On the contrary. They have been subjected to a dictator­
ship. while next door. in France, there is a Republic. The 
officious. pedantic Prussian Landrat system has been intro­
duced, compared with which the execrated French prefectoral 
system-strictly regulated by law-seems prefection. The 
las~ remnants o_f freed'?m. of the press, assembly and organi­
sation were qutckly ehmmated. Recalcitrant city councils 
have been dissolved and replaced by German bureaucrats 
acting as mayors. The "notabilities" on the other hand, 
that is, the completely gallicised aristocrats and bourgeois. 
were flattered and protected in their exploitation of the 
peasants and workers who, though by no means pro-German. 
nevertheless speak the German language and are the only 
elements to whom a policy of reconciliation might have 
~ppealed. And what was the result of all this ? Simply that 
~n Feb_r~ary 1887, when all Germany let itself be intimidated 
mto gtvmg the Bismarck Kartell a majority in the Reich-

5 
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stag,65 Alsace and Lorraine voted for out-and-out supporters 
of France and rejected anyone who was suspected of even 
the slightest sympathy for Germany. 

So if the people of Alsace are what they are, ha":e we 
the right to be angry about it? By no means. Their re­
sistance to the annexation is a historical fact, which cannot 
be denied but which needs to be explained. And in this 
.connection we must ask ourselves: How many and how 
_great were the historical sins which Germany had to commit 
to bring about such an attitude in Alsace ? And how must 
our new German Empire appear to the outside world if, 
after seventeen years of attempted germanisation, the people 
of Alsace unanimously shout, "Spare us that ! "? Have we 
the right to delude ourselves that two successful campaigns 
and seventeen years of Bismarckian dictatorship can suffice 
to undo all the effects of three hundred years of ignominious 
history? 

7 

Bismarck had reached his goal. His new German-Prussian 
.monarchy was publicly proclaimed in Versailles in the 
luxurious state apartments of Louis XIV. France lay de­
fenceless at his feet. Defiant Paris, which he himself had 
not dared to touch, was provo~ed into the rising of the Com­
mune by Theirs and then subjugated by returning prisoners 
of war, soldiers of the ex-Emperor's army. All the philistines 
of Europe gazed at Bismarck in. awe, in the same way as 
he. had gazed at his model, Lams-Napoleon, in the 'fifties. 
With Russian assistance, Germany had become the most 
powerful state in Europe, and all power in Germany was in 
the hands of Bismarck the dictator. The question now was: 
wha~ would he do with his power ? If until then he had 
earned out the unification plans of. the bourgeoisie, though 
not by bourgeois but by Bonaparhst methods this matter 
was now fairly settled. It wa~ now necessary' to make his 
own plans and to show what tdeas he could produce him­
self. And these would reveal themselves in the course of 
the internal construction of the new Empire. 

65. The Kartell consisted of the Free Conservatives and Na­
tional Liberals, who won the 1887 elections in a campaign in which 
the danger of a war of revenge by France was deliberately and 
grossly exaggerated. 



THE JUNKER ASSERTS HIMSELF 67 

German society is made up of big landowners, peasants, 
bourgeois, petty-bourgeois and workers. 

Landed property is in the hands of a few magnates 
(especially in SJ.lesia) and a large number of medium-sized 
landowners, who are most numerous in the old Prussian 
.Provinces east of the Elbe. It is these Prussian Junkers who 
more or less dominate the whole landowning class. They 
are farmers themselves, in so far as their lands are cultivated 
under the direction of stewards, and they are often enough 
also owners of distilleries and sugar-beet factories. Their 
lands are generally settled in the family through entail. The 
younger sons go into the army or the civil service, so that 
this petty landowning aristocracy is linked with an even 
smaller aristocracy of officers and officials, an aristocracy 
which is constantly increased by the acquisition of noble 
status by many of the bourgeois higher-ranking officers and 
.officials. In the lower reaches of this whole aristocratic con­
nection, there exists naturally a numerous parasitic aristo­
cracy, an aristocratic lwnpen proletariat, which lives on its 
debts, its dubious enterprises, beggary and political espion­
age. 

All these constitute the Prussian Junker class and they 
are one of the main bulwarks of the old Prussian State. But 
the landowning core of the Junker class are in a quite weak 
position. The obligation to live according to their status 
becomes more and more expensive every day; supporting 
younger sons until they have passed their military or civil 
service examinations, maintaining daughters until they marry, 
all this costs money; and since these take priority over all 
other considerations, it is no wonder that incomes do not 
suffice, that debts must be contracted, or even mortgages 
taken .out. In sho~t. th.e whole Junker. class is always on 
the brmk of financial dtsaster; every misfortune whether it 
be a war, a harvest failure or a trade crisis, thr~atens them 
with disaster, and it is therefore no accident that for a 
century they have been saved from destruction only by state 
assistance of various kinds, and that in fact they only con­
tinue to exist by means of state aid. This quite artificially 
maintained class is doomed to extinction. No state aid can 
k~ep it alive indefinitely. But with it, the old Prussian State 
will also disappear. 

The peasants are not a very active political element. If 
the peasant owns his own land,· his condition deteriorates 
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more and more by the disadvantageo~s conditions of pro­
duction facing the small farmer, depnved of the old ~om­
munal mark or common pasture, without which there IS n_o 
grazing ground for his cattle. If he is a tenant-farmer, Ius 
position is even worse. The small farm presupposes a pre­
dominantly natural economy (i.e. living off the produce); 
it is ruined by a money economy. This is the reason for the 
small farmer's indebtedness, for his mass expropriation by 
the holders of mortgages, and for his recourse to domestic 
industry in order not to be driven from the soil altogether. 
Politically, the peasantry are either indifferent or reaction­
ary. They are ultramontane (Right-Wing Catholic) in the 
Rhineland, because of the old hatred of Prussia. In other 
areas they are particularist or Protestant-Conservative. 
Religious feelings still serve this class as an expression of 
social or political interests. 

We have already dealt with tl~~ bourgeoisie. It has 
enjoyed an unprecedented econom1c upsurge since 1848. 
Germany had an ever-increasing share in the colossal ex­
pansion which followed the commercial crisis of 1847-an 
expansion caused by the appearance in this period of 
oceanic steamship transportation, by the enormous expan­
sion of the railways, and by the gold discoveries in Australia 
and California. It was precisely its drive for the elimina­
tion of the obstacles to trade imposed by the petty states, 
~nd for a position on the world market equal to that of 
1ts competitors, that set Bismarck's revolution in motion. 
Now, wi.th the Fren:h ~1illiard~ floo~i~g into Germany, a 
new penod of fevensh mdustnal achv1ty was opening up 
for the bourgeoisie, one in which Germany revealed itself 
!o be a ~eat industrial nation for the first time, by being 
mvolved .. m a German national economic crash.66 The 
bourgeo1s1e was already the most powerful class economi­
~ally, and the Government had to defer to its economic 
mteres.ts. The revolution of 1 848 had transformed the 
state m!o. an outwardly constitutional form in which the 
~ourgeolSle .could establish and extend its political domina­
tiOn. Desp1te this, the bourgeoisie was still far from exer­
cising real political power. In the constitutional conflict of 

66. The financial collapse of 1873 ended the period of feverish 
speculation and unsound investment~. stimulated by the "French 
milliards", and known in German history as the Grundcrzeit. 
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the 'sixties, they had not been successful against Bismarck. 
The elimination of the conflict as a result of the revolu­
tionising of Germany from above had further taught the 
bourgeoisie that the executive power was, at most, depen­
dent on them only very indirectly, that they could neither 
appoint nor dismiss ministers, nor control the army. In 
addition, they were cowardly and flabby in face of an 
energetic executive power, but then so were the Junkers; 
the bourgeoisie had more excuse, for they were involved 
in direct economic conflict with the revolutionary industrial 
working class. What was certain, however, was that they 
had gradually to destroy the Junkers economically and that 
they were the only section of the propertied classes who 
had any hope of a future. 

The petty-bourgeoisie consisted firstly of remnants of 
the medieval crafts more prevalent in Germany· than in the 
rest of Western Europe because of Germany's long standing 
backwardness; secondly, of bourgeois whose fortunes had 
declined; thirdly, of elements, previously propertyless, who 
had risen to become small traders. With the expansion of 
large-scale industry, the existence of the whole of the petty 
bourgeoisie lost all semblance of stability. Changes of 
occupation, periodic bankruptcies, became the rule. This 
class, formerly so stable, which had been the elite corps of 
German philistinism, sank from its former contentment and 
passivity, its piety, subordination and respectability, into 
general disintegration and discontent with the fate which 
God had ordained for it. The remnants of the artisans 
demanded the re-establishment of guild privileges; of the 
others, one section became mildly democratic and "pro­
gressive" in outlook;67 the other even drew close to the 
Social Democrats, some virtually joining the labour move­
ment. 

Finally, the workers. Of the agricultural labourers at 
least those in Eastern Germany still lived in semi-serfdom 
:md were therefore politically of no account. On the other 
hand, the Social Dem<?crats had made rapid advances 
amongst the urban workmg class, and grew in the measure 
that large-scale industry proletarianised the mass of the 

6?. '!he minority liberals who refused to "indemnify" Bismarck 
for h•s VIOlation of the constitution in 1866 continued to use the 
name "Prowessive Party". In 1884 they united with the left wing 
.:>f the NatiOnal Liberals to form the Deutschfreisimzigc Partci. 
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people and consequently exacerbated the class contrad~c­
tions between capitalists and workers. Although the Soc~al 
Democratic workers were still split into two mutually hostile 
parties,"8 the main difference between them had, on .the 
whole, disappeared since the publication of Marx's Capt~al. 
The more rigid Lassallean attitudes, their preoccupatiOn· 
with the single demand for Co-operative Producers' Asso­
ciations assisted by the state, gradually faded away, and the 
Lassalleans showed themselves more and more incapable of 
providing the core of a Bonapartist, state-socialist workers' 
party. The damage done by some of their leaders in this 
connection was made good by the coll?-mon sense of the 
masses. The unification of the two Social Democratic fac­
tions, delayed almost entirely by purely personal questions,. 
was certain to be brought about within a short space of 
!ime. But even while the division existed-and in spite of 
1t-the movement was powerful enough to frighten the in­
dustrial bourgeoisie and to hinder it in its struggle with 
the Government, which was still independent of it. After 
all, the German bourgeoisie had never since 1848 been able 
to rid itself of the Red Bogy. 
. This class structure was the basis of the parties in Par­

hament and in the Diets. The big landowners and a section 
.of the peasantry made up the mass of the Conservatives.69-' 

The industrial bourgeoisie constituted the right wing of bour· 
geois liberalism, the National LiberalS,70 whil~ the left-wing. 
the smaller democratic or so-called Progressive Party, was 

. 68. The two parties were the Allgemefn.e Delltsche Arbeiterve· 
rem, founded by Lassalle in 1863, and de~IVlng most of its support 
from the workers of Berlin and the Sozza/demokratische Arbeiter· 
partei, founded at the Eise~ach congress in 1869, based mainly on 
S~xony, whose leaders, Bebcl and Liebknecht, kept in close touch 
"::t~ Marx and Engels and the International Working Men's Asso­
ciatiOn. 

~9. The Conservative Party was fo1;1nded i~ 1848 to represent 
the mterests of the Junkers in the Prussm~ ~at10nal Assembly. It 
fought .stubbornly in defence of feudal prlVIl~ges and monarchical" 
absolutism, 3:nd opposed the unorthodox ta:ctlcs employed by Bis­
marck to brmg about Prussia's hegemony m. Germany. 

70. The majority of the Liberal opposition in the Prussian· 
Lower House accepted Bismarck's Indemnity Bill in 1866 and hence­
forth provided the bulk of Bismarck's majorities b~th in the 
Reichstag and in the Prussian Chamber under the name of Nationaf 
Liberals. Only the left wing under Edward Lasker carried on the­
semblance of a stuggle for genuinely constitutional government. 
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provided by the petty-bourgeoisie supported by a section 
of the bourgeoisie and of the working class. The workers. 
finally, established their own independent party, the Social 
Democratic Party, to which members of the petty-bour­
geoise also belonged. 

A man in Bismarck's position and with his past, if he 
had any understanding of the situation at all, must have 
come to the conclusion that the Junkers, as they were, could 
not be regarded as a viable class, that the bourgeoisie alone 
of all the propertied classes had any hope of a future (if 
we ignore the working class, the understanding of whose 
historical mission we do not expect from him), and that 
therefore, his new Empire would be the more securely foud­
ded, the more he prepared its transformation into a modern 
bourgeois state. Let us not expect of him what it was im­
possible for him to accomplish under the circumstances. 
An immediate transition to parliamentary government, with 
the Reicbstag having decisive power (like the English House 
of Commons), was neither possible nor, in itself, advisable 
at the time. Bismarck's dictatorship, exercised through par­
liamentary forms, was bound to have appeared to him still 
necessary. We are not attacking him for maintaining it for 
the time being. We are only questioning the purpose for 
which it was to be exercised. And it can hardly be doubted 
that the preparation of conditions corresponding to the 
English constitution was the only way holding out the pros­
pect of a firm foundation and a peaceful development for 
the new Empire. Leaving the greater part of the Junker 
class to go to its inescapable doom, it still seemed possible 
that out of the rest, and out of new elements, a ·new class of 
independent big landowners would evolve who would be 
nothing bu~ the ornament~! . cr<?wn of the ?ourgeoisie, a 
class to which the bourgeOisie, m the full enJoyment of its 
power, would be bound to leave the representational func­
tions of state. and thus the most lucrative positions and 
very great influence. 

By making political concessions to the bourgeoisie, 
which in any case could not be withheld for all time (at 
least this is how the matter was bound to appear from the 
standpoint of the propertied classes), and by making them 
~adually and in small and infrequent doses, the new Em­
pire would be brought into a position in which it could 
catch up with the other states of Western Europe which 
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were far in advance of it politically, shak~ .of! finally. ~he 
last relics of feudalism, as well as the phihstme trad1t1on 
which still permeated the bureaucracy S? strongly, and, 
above all stand on its own feet when 1ts by no means 
youthful founders were called t~ their fat~ers. 

This would not have been difficult. Ne1ther Junkers nor 
bourgeois possessed even the average .amount of ene~gy. 
The Junkers had consistently proved th1s for the last s1xty 
years, during which time the state had acted in their own 
best interest against the steady opposition of these Don 
Quixotes. The bourgeoisie, likewi~e tractable by its whole 
previous history, still bore the brUlses of the constitutional 
conflict; since then, Bismarck's successes had further eroded 
their power to resist, and fear of the menace of the ad­
vancing working class did the. rest. Under such circums~ 
tances, the man who bad realised the national aspirations 
of .the bourgeoisie would ~~ve little difficulty in fulfilling 
th~1r now very modest pohtlcal demands at a pace of his 
own choosing. But he had to be clear about the end in 
vkw. · 

From the standpoint of the possessing classes this was 
the only rational policy. From the standpoint of the work­
ing class, it is true, it was already too late to establish a 
lasting bourgeois predominance. Large-scale industry, and 
with it the bourgeoisie and the pr<?letariat, developed in 
Germany at a time when, almost Simultaneously with the 
bourgeoisie, the proletariat was able to appear indepen­
dently on the political stage, and when, consequently, the 
struggle between the two classes had began before the bour­
geoisie had acquired either exclusive or predominant politi­
cal power. But even though it ~s t<?o late in Germany for a 
secure. and firmly-founded domm~t10n o~ the bourgeoisie, it 
was shU the best policy in 1870, m the mterests of the pro­
oertied classes as a whole, to aj.rn at such a domination. 
For only in this way was it possible to eliminate the nume­
rous relics left over from the days of decayin-g feudalism, 
which ~till permeated legislation and administration. Only 
in this way was it possible to transplant the full results of 
the great Frencl~ Revolution. ~n Germany; to put · an end 
to the whole antiquated cond1~10n of. Germany: to take the 
road o~ m<:>dem dev~~opment co~sciOus}y and definitively, 
and to adapt her political to her mdustnal condition. Then, 
when the inevitable conflict between the bourgeoisie ~nd the 
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proletariat broke out, it would at least be fought out in nor­
mal conditions, in which everyone could see what the issue 
was, and not in the confusion, uncertainty, incompatibility 
of interests and perplexity which we saw in Germany in 
1848; though this time all the perplexity will be on the side 
of the bourgeoisie. The proletariat now knows what it 
wants. 

As things stood in Germany in 1871, a man like Bis­
marck was indeed forced to undertake a policy which sought 
to steer a middle course between the different classes. And 
in this respect he cannot be blamed. But, we must ask, 
what was the aim of this policy ? If, irrespective of the 
tempo with which it was carried out, it was directed con­
sciously and resolutely towards the final establishment of 
bourgeois rule, then it would be in harmony with historical 
development, in so far as this was possible at all from the 
standpoint of the propertied classes. But if it was directed 
towards the maintenance of the old Prussian State, at the 
·gradual Prussification of the whole of Germany, it was 
·doomed to ultimate failure. If it was simply aimed at 
maintaining Bismarck's domination, then it was Bonapartist 
and was bound to end like all Bonapartism. 

The Imperial constitution was the first task. As a basis 
on which to work there was the constitution of the North 
German Confederation on the one hand, and the treaties 
with the South German states on the other.71 The forces 
with the aid of which Bismarck had to launch the constitu­
tion were the dynasties represented in the Bundesrat 
(Federal Council)72 on the one hand, and the people repre­
sented in the. Reichstag on the other. The rights of the 

71. The reference is to the treaties concluded in November 
1870, by which the South German states secured a greater measure 
of autonomy than had been accorded to the member states of the 
North G.:rman Confederation. The provisions of these treaties 
were incorporated in the constitution of the German Empire of 
April 1871. Bavaria secured autonomy of military organisation in 
peace time. 

72. The IJundcsrat was the second Chamber provided for by 
the constitution of the North German Confederation and the German 
Empire. Its members were nominated by the Associated Govern­
ments. The representatives of the Prussian Government cou_Id not 
be outvoted. All legislation voted in the popularly elected Re1chst~g 
had to be approved by the Bundesrat which was, moreover, m 
charge of the execution of the laws. 
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dynasties were defined in the North German constitution 
and in the treaties. The people, on the other hand, had a 
right to a big extension of their share in political powe~ · 
They had won freedom from foreign interference and uru­
fication-in so far as it could be said to exist-on the 
battlefield. The people were therefore entitled to decide . 
what this independence was to be used for, how this unifica­
tion was to be implemented in ·detail, how it was to be 
turned to account. And even if the people acknowledged 
the legality of the North German constitution and of the 
treaties, that did not prevent them from securing a greater 
share in political power in t?e new constitutio~ than they 
had enjoyed under the prev~ous one. The Re1chstag was 
the sole body which in pract1ce expressed the new "unity". 
The greater the authority of the Reichstag, the freer the 
Imperial constitution as compared with those of the sepa­
rate states, the more firmly wou.ld the new Empire be inte­
grated, the more must the Bavanan, the Saxon, the Prussian, 
merge into the German. 

All this must have been clear to anyone who saw further 
than the end of his nose. But this was not Bismarck's. 
view by any means. On the contrary, he utilised the pat­
riotic hysteria which set in after the war precisely for the 
purpose of inducing the majority in the Reichstag to re­
nounce not only any extension of the rights of the people 
but even a clear definition of these rights, and merely to 
take over into the Imperial constitution the legal principles 
contained in the North German constitution and in the 
treaties. All attempts by the small parties to secure the 
~nclusion of the specific rights and liberties of the people 
m the constitution were defeated, and so was a motion by 
the . Catholic Centre Party (Zentrum) demanding the in­
sertion of the article in the Prussian constitution that gua­
ranteed freedom of the press, of association and assembly, 
as well as the independence of the Church. Thus the 
Prussian constitution with all its limitations was still more 
liberal than the Imperial constitution. Taxes were not voted· 
annually but agreed to once and for all "by law", so that 
for the Reichstag to vote them down is impossible. The 
Prussian doctrine, incomprehensible to the world outside 
Germany, that the people's representatives have the right 
to veto expenditure on paper while the government goes 
on collecting the money in hard cash, was thus applied to 
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the whole of Germany. The Reichstag is deprived of the 
most essential powers and reduced to the humiliating posi­
tion of the Prussian Chamber after the constitutional revi­
sions of 1849 and 1850, the violations perpetrated by 
Manteuffel.~~ the constitutional conflict and Sadowa. But 
the Bundesrat enjoys all the authority which the old Federal 
Diet nominally possessed, and enjoys it in reality, because it 
is free from the shackles which rendered the Federal Diet 
impotent. The Bundesrat not only has a deciding voice in 
legislation in addition to the Reichstag, but is also the high­
est administrative authority, since it issues the regulations . 
for the execution of the laws and, in addition, has power to 
decide questions relating to "deficiencies in the execution 
of Imperial laws", that is, deficiencies which in other coun­
trie.s can only be re~edied by new law (see Article 7, para 3,. 
wh1ch seems very like a deliberate constitutional trap) .'4 

Consequently Bismarck sought his main support not in 
the Reichstag, which represented the unity of the nation, but 
in the Bundesrat, which represented separatist division. He 
who posed as champion of nationality, lacked the courage 
to place himself· at the head of the nation or its representa­
tives; democracy was to serve him, not the nation. Rather 
than rely on the people, he relied on devious and underhand 
dealings behind the scenes, on his ability to scratch together 
a majority, even if a recalcitrant one, in the Bundesrat, by 
diplomacy, the carrot and the stick. The pettiness of his 
approach, the baseness of his outlook which is thus revealed, 
correspond absolutely to the character of the man as we 
have learned to know him by now. All the same, it is 
surprising that his great successes did not, at least momen­
tarily, raise him above his own level. 

The situation, however, was that the whole constitution 
of the Empire depended on a single firm pivot, namely the­
Imperial Chancellor. The Bundesrat had to be placed in a 
position which made any responsible executive other than 
the Chancellor impossible, and which therefore excluded­
the admissibility of . responsible Imperial Ministers. In 
actual fact, every attempt to put some order into the ad-

73. Engels uses the term Mantcuffelei, an allusion to the cons­
tant violations of the Prussian constitution which occurred under 
the ministry of Otto von Manteuffel (I 850- I 858). . . 

74. 'For a recent summary in English of the constttutJOnar 
position under Bismarck, cf. Medlicott, op. cit., pp. 93-94. 
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ministration of the Empire through a responsible ministry 
met with insurmountable resistance, on the grounds that It 
infringed the right of the Bundesrat. The constitution, as 
was soon discovered, was "made to measure" for Bismarck. 
It was a step further on the road to his personal rule, based 
. on a balance of the parties in the Reichstag, and of the 
separate states and in the Bundesrat-a step further on the 
road to Bonapartism. 

In general, apart from one or two concessions to Bava­
ria and Wtirttemberg, one cannot say that the new Imperial 
·Constitution represents a retrograde step. But this is about 
the best that can be said of it. The economic needs of the 
bourgeoisie were satisfied in the main, but the same barriers 
that existed at the time of the constitutional conflict were 
erected against their political aspirations in so far as they 
still had any. . 

In so far as they still had any.. For it is undeniable that 
in the liands of the National. Liberals, these aspirations 
declined considerably and contmued to do so all the time. 
These gentlemen, far from demanding that Bismarck should 
.facilitate their collaboration, were much more concerned to 
display their readiness to let him have his way wherever 
possible, and frequently even where it was, or should have 
been, impossible. No one can blame him for despising 

:them-but were his Junkers any better or braver? 
· The next field in which national unity remained to be 

established, currency, was dealt w~th by the Bank and 
·Currency Laws of 1873-75. The mtroduction of a gold 
currency was an important advance. But it was introduced 

·only in a half-hearted and hesitant fashion and it is not quite 
firmly established even now. The money system which was 
adopted-a third of a taler, now called a mark, with decimal 

·sub-divisions-had been proposed by Soetbeer towards the 
end of the 'thirties. The real monetary unit was the gold 
20 mark piece. This could have been made to exchange 
a~ par with either the English sovereign, the gold 25 franc 
PI.ece, or the American gold 5 dollar piece, with only a 
sbght alteration in its value, and could thus have been 

-linked with one of the three great currency systems of the 
-world market. Nevertheless it was preferred to create a 
separate currency system, which made trade and currency 
·calculations unnecessarily difficult. The laws concernisg 
Jmperial treasury notes and banks restricted the paper-
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money swindles of the small states and of their banks and. 
coming as they did after the great crash of 1873, they bore 
the mark of a certain prudence befitting Germany's in­
experience in these matters. Here also, the economic inter­
ests of the bourgeoisie were, on the whole, taken into 
account. 

Finally there were the negotiations for a unified code of 
law. The resistance of the Southern states to the extension 
of Imperial powers to the sphere of civil law was over­
come. The code of civil law, however, is still in process of 
elaboration, while the penal code, civil and crin1inal proce­
dure, commercial and bankruptcy law, and the organisation 
of the judiciary have been regulated on a uniform basis. 
The elimination of the varied formal and substantive legal 
norms of the petty states was in itself an urgent requirement 
of progressive bourgeois development, and this elimination 
constitutes the chief merit of the new laws, much more than 
their actual content. 

English law has a history in which a good deal of old 
Germanic freedom survived beyond the Middle Ages; which 
does not know the Police State, for it was nipped in the 
bud in the two revolutions of the seventeenth c~ntury; and 
which culminated in two centuries of uninterrupted develop­
ment of civil liberty. French law is based on the great 
Revolution, which, after completely destroying feudalism 
and the arbitrary police powers of absolutism. translated 
the economic requirements of the newly established modern 
society into the language of juridicial, legal norms in the 
classic code proclaimed by Napoleon. Compared to these, 
what is the historical foundation for our German Law ? 
Nothing but the passive centuries-old process of the decay 
of the Middle Ages, spurred on mostly from outside and 
still far from completed; an economically backward society 
still haunted by the ghosts of the feudal Junker and guild 
craftsman searching for a new body; a legal system in the 
fabric of which arbitrary police despotism still tears one 
hole after another every day, despite the disappearance of . 
princely cabinet justice in 1848. The fathers of the ne:v 
law books of the German Empire have graduated from th~s 
worst of all possible bad schools and the quality of ~he~r · 
work is correspondingly bad. Quite apart from the JU~l­
dical aspect, political freedom comes off badly enough m 
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this legislation. Though Assesso.r~· C:ourts'5 provide the 
bourgeoisie and the petty-bourgeOisie w1th the means to help 
keep down the working class •. the st~te nevertheless safe­
_guards itself as. much <l:s. posstbl~ ~&amst _the da_nger of a 
revived bourgeOis opposttlon by hmttmg tnal by Jury. The 
political paragraphs of the penal code are frequently mark­
ed by a vagueness and flexibility, as if they were specifically 
.designed for the present Supreme Court and vtce versa. 
The new codes of law mark an advance on the old Prussian 
Code.''; That goes without saying. Stocker himself would 
find it difficult to cook up anything as ghastly as that code 
of law to-day, even if he allowed himself to be circum­
cised.77 But the provinces which have hitherto lived under 
.French law recognise only too well the difference between 
the classical original and the faded copy. It was the re­
nunciation of their programme by the National Liberals 
which made possible this first step backwards, the strength­
ening of the authority of the state at the expense of civil 
.liberty. 

We have still to mention the Imperial Press law. The 
penal code had already settled the question in respect of 
~aterial law. The estabJishment <;>f _uD;i~orm formal regula­
hans for the whole Emplfe, the ehmmation of stamp duties 
and monetary deposits which still existed here and there, 
therefore, constituted the only real advances brought about 
by this law. 

In order that Russia could maintain its reputation as a 
model state, so-called local self-government was introduced. 
What it amounted to was the removal of the most objec-

75. Assessors' Courts (Schiifjengerichte) were introduced in 
some German states in 1848 and in the German Empire in 1871. 

. ~esc dco'!rts consisted of the judge and two assessors. Unlike juries, 
cy. h ecJdcd both the question of guilt and the extent of the 

).ums mcnt. Appeals could be lodged against their verdicts. 
s~dessot:s1 had to be at least thirty years old, and there was a 

res1 en 1a and property qualification. 
!~· T~c Prussian Code, promulgated in 1794, unified judicial 

adr;mnfJstratJOn for all the Prussian provinces on the basis of the 
stnct eudal separation of orders. 

77. Adolf S~ockcr (1835-1909) wa.s one of the leading expo­
ne':lts of the .reactiOnary, backward-lookmg "vo/kish" ideology which 
g~med considerably in influence during the last decades of the 
nmctccnth. century. In 1878 he fo.unde~ .the Christian Social Party 
whose mam electoral plank was antJ-ScmJhsm. Cf George L. Masse 
The Crisis of German Ideology, London, 1966 pp. 126-145. ' 



THE JUNKER ASSERTS HIMSELF 79 

tionable relics of feudalism, while as much as possible of 
the old state of affairs was retained. This was the purpose 
of the new district organisation. The manorial police 
powers of the Junkers had become an anachronism. 
They were abolished in theory as a feudal privilege, but 
the essence was retained by the establishment of manorial 
districts based on the large estates, in which the landowner 
himself either exercises the powers of a communal mayor 
in his capacity of steward of the manor, or at least nomi­
nates the steward. Further, the whole police authority and 
jurisdiction in the remaining districts was conferred on a 
·district prefect, who is of course almost everywhere a big 
landowner. The landowners control also the rural (i.e. 
non-manorial) districts. The feudal privileges of indivi­
duals were taken away, but the absolute authority connected 
with these privileges was handed over to the whole class. 
In a similar manner the large landowners in England trans­
formed themselves into Justices of the Peace and controllers 
of rural administration, police and magistrate courts, and 
thus retained continued possession under new modernised 
title of all the important positions of power. which could 
no longer be held on the old feudal basis. But this is the 
'Only similarity between English and German "local self­
government". I should like to see the English minister 
who would dare to propose in Parliament that elected local 
officials should have to be confirmed in office or could be 
replaced by men more acceptable to the central govern­
ment; that government officials should be appointed, vested 
with the powers of the Prussian Landriite, district govern­
ments and proviricial governors; that the central government 
should have the reserve powers of intervention in local 
government affairs at all levels as provided for in the Ger­
man District Government Act; or above all, that there 
·should be power to deny citizens due process of law, a 
power unknown in lands where English is spoken or English 
law prevails, but provided for on every page of the District 
·Government Act. And while both district administrations 
and provincial Diets in Germany are still composed, in the 
old feudal manner of representatives of the three orders 
large landowners, towns and rural commune~-in Engl~nd 
an ultra-Conservative ministry introduces a Bill transferrmg 
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the administration of all the counties to authorities elected 
on the basis of almost universal suffrage.78 

The District Government Bill for the six Eastern pro­
vinces ( 1871) was the first sign that Bismarck had no 
intention of allowing Prussia to be absorbed into Germany 
but, on the contrary, that he was determined to make t~ese 
provinces even more the firm bastion of old Prussiamsm. 
Under cover of new names, the Junkers retained all the 
essential positions of power, while the helots of Germany, 
the rural workers in these areas. domestic and wage­
labourers alike, remained in their previous state of de facto 
serfdom, admitted to only two public functions-to serve as 
soldiers and to provide voting cattle for the Junkers in 
elections to the Reichstag. The services hereby rendered 
by Bismarck to the revolutionary Socialist Party are invalu­
able and merit the greatest gratitude. 

But what is one say about the stupidity of the Junkers 
who attacked the District Government Bill, designed ex­
clusively in their interest to prolong their feudal privileges, 
only with modernised nomenclature, and stamp their feet in 
the manner of spoilt children ? The House of Peers, or 
rather, the House of Junkers, first of all threw out the Bill 
which had already been delayed a whole year, and only 
accepted it after twenty-four new "Peers" had been created. 
The Prussian Junkers once again proved themselves to be 
petty, die-hard, hopeless reactionaries, incapable of provid­
ing the basis for a great independent party with an historical 
role in the life of the nation. as the English landowners are 
in fact doing. They thereby demonstrated their complete 
lack of understanding. Bismarck had only to demonstra.tc 
their equally complete lack of character. and a little pressure 
applied judiciously transformed them into a pro-Bismarck 
party sans phrase. 

The Kulturkampf7 9 was intended for this purpose. The 
execution of the plan to create a Prussian-German Empire 

78. The reference is to the County Coun~ils Act ( 1888) passed' 
duri~g Salisbury's ~econd Administrat~o_n, which was pending in 
Parliament ~t the time Engels was wntmg th~ prcsef!t manuscript. 

79. This term was applied by the Natwna! Liberals to Bis­
marck's conflict with the Catholic Church dunn.g the eighteen­
seventies. The term is in itself a measure of Bismarck's success 
in using the conflict as a diversion to distract attention from his 
major policies. 
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was bound to produce, as a reaction, the unification into a 
single party of all the anti-Prussian elements, based on the 
previous separatism. These motley elements found a com­
mon banner in Ultramontanism.60 The rebellion of com­
mon sense, even among large numbers of Catholics, against 
the new dogma of Papal infallibility on the one hand, and 
the destruction of the Papal States and the so-called im­
prisonment of the Pope in Rome81 on the other, stimulated 
the closer union of all the militant forces of Catholicism. 
Thus the specifically Catholic Centre Party (Zentrum) 
already emerged in the Prussian Diet during the war, in 
the autumn of 1870. It had only 57 deputies in the first 
German Reichstag, but grew at each succeeding election 
until it had more than 100. It was composed of extremely 
varied elements. Its main basis in Prussia was amongst the 
small peasants of the Rhineland, who still regarded them­
selves as "Prussians by compulsion" (Musspreussen). In 
addition, they received support from the Catholic land­
owners and peasants of the Westphalian bishoprics of 
Mi.inster and Paderborn and from the Catholic Silesians. 
Their other main source of strength were the South German 
Catholics, especially the Bavarians. The strength of the 
Zentrum, however, lay far less in the Catholic religion than 
in the fact that it reflected the hostility of the mass of the 
people to the specific Prussianism which now claimed 
domination over Germany. This hostility was particularly 
marked in the Catholic areas; this was accompanied by 
sympathy for Austria, now excluded from Germany. In 
line with these two popular trends, the Zentrum was de­
cidedly separatist and federalist. 

The essentially anti-Prussian character of the Zentrum 
was immediately recognised by the other smaller Reichstag 
fractions, who were anti-Prussian for local reasons, (not like 

80. This term is generally applied to the forces within the 
Catholic Church which defended the claims of the Papacy against 
the powers of the secular state. 

81. After the withdrawal of the French garrison from Rome. 
the Italian army occupied the city in September 1870. A referen­
du~ in October resulted in an overwhelming majority in favour 
of mcorporation in the Italian national state. The Pope excommu­
mcated all those responsible for the annexation and declared him­
self a "orisoner in the Vatican". The conflict between the Papacv 
and Italy lasted until the Concordat concluded between Pius XI 
and Mussolini in 1929. 

6 
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, the Social Democrats who were so for general and nationa 
reasons). Not only the Catholic Poles and Alsatians, bu 
also the Protestant Hanoverians became close allies of tht 
Zentrum.82 And although the bourgeois-liberal faction: 
never understood the real character of the so-called Ultra 
montanes, they nevertheless revealed an inkling of tht 
actual state of affairs, when they denounced the Zentnm 
as a party .. without a fatherland" and an "anti-Imperial' 
party. 

The MS breaks off here. 

82. The .representatives of the Poles, Alsat" d anti-Prus-
sian Hanovenans formed separate parties in th~an~ei:hstag, which 
consistently opposed Bismarck's government. 
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THE FORCE THEORY 

"In my system, the relation between general politics and 
the forms of economic law is determined in so definite a 
way and at the same time a way so original that it would 
not be superfluous, in order to facilitate study, to make 
special reference to this point. The formation of political 
relationships is, historically, the fundamental thing, and in­
stances of economic dependence are only effects or special 
cases, and are consequently always facts of a second order. 
So.me. of the newer socialist systems take . as their guiding 
prmcxple the conspicuously mere semblance of a complete­
ly reverse relationship, in that they assume that political 
phenomena are subordinate to and, as it were, grow out of 
the economic conditions. It is true that these effects of the 
second order do exist as such, and are most clearly per­
ceptible at the present time; but the primary must be] 
sought in direct political force and not in any indirect eco­
nomic power." This conception is also expressed in another 
passage, in which Herr Di.ihring "starts from the principle { 
that the political conditions are the decisive cause of the 
economic situation and that the reverse relationship repre­
sents only a reaction of a second order .... so long as the 
political grouping is not taken for its own sake, as the 
starting-point, but is treated merely as a stomach-filling 
agency, one must be harbouring a hidden portion of reac­
tion in one's mind, however radical a socialist and revolu­
tionary one may seem to be." 

That is Herr Di.ihring's theory. In this and in many 
other passages it is simply set up, decreed, so to speak. 
Nowhere in the three fat tomes is there even the slightest 
attempt to prove. it or to disprove th~ opposite point of 
view. And even tf the arguments for It were as cheap as 
blackberries,1 Herr Di.ihring would give up none of them. 
For the whole affair has been already proved through the 
famous original sin, when Robinson Crusoe made Friday 
·his slave. That was an act of force, hence a political act. 
And inasmuch as this enslavement was the starting-point 
~nd .the basic fact underlying all past history and inoculated 
1t wxth the original sin of injustice, so much so that in the 
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later periods it was only softened down a~d "transform~~ 
into the more indirect forms of economtc dependence • 
and inasmuch as "property founded on force" whi~h .has 
maintained its legality right up to the present day, IS like­
wise based on this original act of enslavement, it is cle~r 
that all economic phenomena must be explained by poll­
tical causes, that is, by force. And anyone who is not 
satisfied with that is a reactionary in disguise. 

We must first point out that only one with as much 
self-esteem as Herr Diihring could regard this view as so 
very "original," which it is not in the least. The id.e~ th~t 
political acts, grand pe:formal?-ces o~ state, are declSlve ~n 
hitsory is as old as wntten htstory Itself, and is the mam 
reason why so little material has been preserved for us in 
regard to the really prog:essive. evolution of the peo~les 
which has taken place qutetly, m the background, belund 
these noisy scenes ~n t~e st~ge. This idea dominated all 
the conceptions of htstonans m the past, and the first blow 
against it was delivered ?nlY by. the French bourgeois his­
torians of the Restoration penod~; the only "original" 
thing about it is that Herr Diihring once again knows no­
thing of all this. 

Furthermore : even if we assume for the moment that 
Herr Diihring is right in saying that all past history can 
be traced back to the ~nslavement of man by man, we are 
still very far from havmg got to the bottom of the matter. 
For the question then arises: how did Crusoe come to en­
slave Friday? Just for the fun of it? No such thing. On 
the contrary, we see that Friday "is compelled to render 
economic service as a slave or as a mere tool and is main­
tained only as a tool." Crusoe enslaved Friday only in 
order that Friday should work for Crusoe's benefit. And 
how can he derive any benefit for himself from Friday's 
labour ? Only thro~gh Fri_day producing by his labo.ur 
more of t~e necessanes of hfe than Crusoe has to give htm 
to keep htm fit to work. Crusoe, therefore, in violation of 
Herr Diihring's express orders, "takes the political group­
ing" arising out of Friday's enslavement "not for its own 
sake as the starting-point, but merely as a stomach-filling 
agency"; and now let .~i~ see to it that he gets along with 
his lord and master Duhnng. 

The childish example specially selected by Herr Diih­
ring in order to prove that force is ''historically the funda-
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mental thing." in reality, therefore, proves that force is J 
only the means, and that the aim is economic advantage. 
And "the more fundamental" the aim is than the means 
used to secure it, the more fundamental in history is the 
economic side of the relationship than the political side. 
The example therefore proves precisely the opposite of 
what it was supposed to prove. And as in the case of 
Crusoe and Friday, so in all cases of domination and sub­
jection up to the present day. Subjugation has always been 
-to . use Herr Diihring's elegant expression-a "stomach­
filling agency" (taking stomach-filling in a very wide 
sense), but never and nowhere a political grouping estab­
lished "for its own sake." It takes a Herr Diihring to be 
able to imagine that state taxes are only "effects of a 
second order," or that the present-day political grouping 
of the ruling bourgeoisie and the ruled proletariat has come 
into existence "for its own sake," and not as "a stomach­
filling agency" for the ruling bourgeois, that is to say, for 
the sake of making profits and accumulating capital. 

However, let us get back again to our two men. Crusoe, 
"sword in hand," makes Friday his slave. But in order to 
pull this off, Crusoe needs something else besides his sword. 
Not everyone can make use of a slave. In order to be 
able to make use of a slave, one must possess two kinds 
of things: first, the instruments and material for his slave's 
labour; and secondly, the means of bare subsistence for 
him. Therefore, before slavery becomes possible, a cer­
tain level of production must already have been reached 
and a certain inequality of distribution must already _have 
appeared. And for ·slave-labour to become the dommant 
rriode of production· in the whole of a society, an even 
far higher increase in production, trade and accumulation 
o~ _wealt_h was essential. In the ancient primitive co~mu­
n!hes with. common ownership of the land, slavery either 
did not exist at all or played only a very subordinate· role. 
It was the same· in ·the ·originally peasant city of Rome; 
but when Rome became a "world city" and Italic land­
ownership came more and more into the· hands of a nume­
rically small class of enormously rich proprietors, the peas­
ant population was supplanted by ·a population of slaves. 
If at the time of the Persian wars the rtumber of slaves 
in Corinth rose to 460,000 and iii Aegina to 470.p00 and 
there were ten slaves to every freeman, 3 somethmg else 
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besides "force" was required, namely, a highly developed 
arts and handicraft industry and an extensive commerce. 
Slavery in the United States of America was based far l~ss 
on force than on the English cotton industry; in those dis­
tricts where no cotton was grown or which, unlike the bor­
der states, did not breed slaves for the cotton-growing states, 
it died out of itself without any force being used, simply 
because it did not pay. 

Hence, by calling property as it exists today property 
founded on force, and by characterizing it as "that form 
of domination at the root of which lies not merely the ex­
clusion of fellow-men from the use of the natural means 
of subsistence, but also, what is far more important, the 
subjugation of man to make him do servile work,'' Herr 
Dtihring is making the whole relationship stand on its 
head. The subjugation of a man to make him do servile 
work, in all its forms, presupposes that the subjugator has 
at his disposal the instruments of labour with the help of 
which alone he is able to employ the person placed in bon­
dage, and in the case of slavery, in addition, the means of 
subsistence which enable him to keep his slave alive. In 
all cases, therefore, it presupposes the possession of a cer­
tain amount of property, in excess of the average. How 
did this property come into existence ? In any case it is 
clear that it may in fact have been robbed, and therefore 
may be based on force, but that this is by no means neces­
sary. It may have been got by .labour, it may have been 
stolen, or it may have been obtamed by trade or by fraud. 
In fact, it must have been obtained by labour before there 
was any possibility of its being robbed. 

J 
. Private property by no means makes its appearance in 

history as the result of robbery or force. On the contrary. 
It already existed, though limited to certain objects, in 
the ancient primitive communes of all civilized peoples. It 
developed into the form of commodities within these com­
munes, at first through barter with foreigners. The more 
the products of the commune assumed the commodity 
form, that is, the less they were produced for their produ­
cers' own use and the more for the purpose of exchange, 
and the more the original natural division of labour was 
extruded by exchange also within the commune, the more 
did inequality develop in the property owned by the in­
dividual members of the commune, the more deeply was 
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the ancient common ownership of the land undermined. 
and the more rapidly did the commune develop towards 
its dissolution and transformation into a village of small­
holding peasants. ~or thousands of ye~s Oriental despot­
jsm and the changmg rule of conquenng nomad peoples 
.were unable to injure these old communities~ the gradual 
·destruction of their primitive home industry by the com­
petition of products of large-scale industry brought these 
communities nearer and nearer to dissolution. Force wasli 
as little involved in this process as in the dividing up. still 
taking place now, of the land held in common by the vil- . 
lage communities (Gelzvfersclzaften) on the Moselle and 
in the Hochwald~ the peasants simply find it to their ad­
vantage that the private ownership of land should take 
the place of common ownership.4 Even the formation of a 
primitive aristocracy, as in the case of the Celts, the Ger­
mans and the Indian Punjab, took place on the basis of 
common ownership of the land, and at first was not based 
in any way on force, but on voluntariness and custom. 
Wherever private property evolved it was the result of al-l 
tered relations of production and exchange, in the interest 
of increased production and in furtherance of intercourse 
-hence as a result of econom~c causes. Force plays no 
part in this at all. Indeed, it is clear that the institution of ~ 
private property must already be in existence for a rob- I) 
ber to be able to appropriate another person's property, and 
that ·therefore force may. be able to change the possession 
of, but cannot create, pnvate property as such. 

Nor can we use either force or property founded on force 
in explanation of the "subjugation of man to make him do 
servile work" in its most modern form-wage-labour. We 
have already mentioned the role played in the dissolution 
of the ancient communities, that is in the direct or indirect 
general spread of private property,' by the transformation of 
the products of labour into commodities, their production not 
for consumption by those who produced them, but for ex­
change. Now in Capital, Marx proved with absolute clarity­
and Herr Diihring carefully avoids even the slightest reference 
to this-that at a certain stage of development. the produc­
tion of commodities becomes transformed into capitalist pro­
duction, and that at this stage "the laws of appropriation or 
of private property, laws that are based on the production 
and circulation of commodities, become by their own inner 
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and inexorable dialectic changed into their very opposit~. The: 
exchange of equivalents, the original operation with whtch we 
started, has now become turned round in such a way that 
there is only an apparent exchange. This is owing to the 
fact, first, that the capital which is exchanged for labour­
power is itself but a portion of the product of others' labo~r 
appropriated without an equivalent; and, secondly, that this 
capital must not only be replaced by its producer, but re­
placed together with an added surplus .... At first the rights 
of property seemed to us to be based on a man's own labour . 
. . . . Now however (at the end of the Marxian analysis), 
property tu~ns out t~ be the right, on the part of the capitalist, 
to appropriate the unpaid labour of others or its product, and 
to be the impossibility, on the part of the labourer, of appro­
priating his own product. The separation of property from 
labour has become the necessary consequence of a law that 
apparently originated in t?~i~ identity.*" In other words, 
even if we exclude all posstbiht:y of robbery, force and fraud, 
even if we assume that all pnvate property was originally 
based on the owner's own labour, and that throughout the 
whole subsequent process there was only exchange~ of equal 
values for equal values, the progressive evolution of produc­
tion and exchange nevertheless brings us of necessity to the 
present capitalist mode of production, to the monopolization 
of the means of production and the means of subsistence in 
the hands of the one, numerically small, class, to the dccrrada­
t!on. into pr?pertyless proletarians of the. other class,"" cons­
titutmg the Immense majority, to the penodic alternation of 
speculative production booms and commercial crises and to 
the whole of the present anarchy of production. ·The whole 
Pr<?cess can be explained by purely economic causes; at no 
pomt whatever are robbery, force. the state or poEtical inter­
ference of any kind necessary. "Property founded on force"' 
proves here also to be nothing but the phrase of a braggart 
mtended to cover up his lack of understandino of the real 
course of things. ·"" . 

This cour~e of things. expressed historically. is the history 
of the evolution of the bourgeoisie. If "politiCal conditions 
are the decisive cause of the economic situation " then the 
moder.n bourgeoisie cannot have ~eveloped in st~uggle with 
feudalism, but must be the latter s voluntarily begott~n pet 

•capital, Vol. I, Moscow 1961; pp. 583-84 . .:._Ed. 
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child. Everyone knows that what took place was the oppo­
site. Originally an oppressed estate liable to pay dues to the 
ruling feudal nobility, recruited from all manner of serfs and 
villains, the burghers conquered one position after another in 
their continuous struggle with the nobility, and finally, in the 
most highly developed countries, took power in its stead: in 
France, by directly overthrowing the nobility; in England, by 
making it more and more bourgeois, and incorporating it as 
their own ornamental head. And how did they accomplish 
this ? Simply through a change in the "economic situation, .. 
which sooner or later, voluntarily or as the outcome of com­
bat, was followed by a change in the political conditions. The 
struggle of the bourgeoisie against the feudal nobility is the 
struggle of town against country, industry against landed pro· 
perty, money economy against natural economy; and the 
decisive weapon of the bourgeoisie in this struggle was its 
means of economic power, constantly increasing through the 
development of industry, first handicraft, and then, at a later 
stage, progressing to manufacture, and through the expansion 
of commerce. During the whole of this struggle political force 
was on the side of the nobility, except for a period when the 
Crown played the burghers against the nobility, in order to 
keep one estate in check by means of the other; but from the 
moment when the bourgeoisie, still politically powerless, be­
gan to grow dangerous owing to its increasing economic 
power, the Crown resumed its alliance with the nobility, and 
by so doing called forth the bourgeois revolution, first in 
England and then in France. The "political conditions" in 
France had remained unaltered, while the "economic situa­
tion" had outgrown them. Judged by his political status the 
noblemari ·was everything, the burgher nothing; but judged by 
his social position the bu;gber now formed the most impor­
tant class m the state, while the nobleman had been shorn of 
all his sccial functions and was now only drawing payment, 
in the revenues that came to him. for· these functions which 
had disappeared. Nor was that all. Bourgeois production in 
its entirety was still hemmed in by the feudal political forms 
of the Middle Ages, which this production-not only manu­
facture, but even handicraft industry-had long outgrown; it 
h~d remained hemmed in by all the thousandfold guild pri­
vileges and local and provincial customs barriers which had 
become mere irritants and fetters on production. 

The bourgeois revolution put an end to this. Not, how-
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ever, by adjusting the economic situation to suit the politic~ 
conditions in accordance with Herr DUhring's precept-this 
was precis~ly what the nobles and. the Crown h~d been vai~y 
trying to do for years-but by domg the opposite, by castu:g 
aside the old mouldering political rubbish and creating polit­
ical conditions in which the new "economic situation" could 
exist and develop. And in this political and legal atmosphere 
which was suited to its needs it developed brilliantly, so brilli­
antly that the bourgeoisie has already come close to occupying 
the position held by the nobility in 1789: it is becoming more 
and more not only socially superfluous, but a social hind­
rance; it is more and more becoming separated from produc­
tive activity, and, like the nobility in the past, becoming more 
and more a class merely drawing revenues; and it has accom­
plished this revolution in its own position and the creation of 
a new class, the proletariat, without any hocus-pocus of force 
whatever, in a purely economic way. Even more: it did not 
in any way will this result of its own actions and activities­
on the contrary, this result established itself with irresistible 
force, against the will and contrary to the intentions of the 
bourgeoisie; its own productive forces have grown beyond its 

·control, and, as if necessitated by a law of nature, are driving 
the whole of bourgeois society towards ruin, or revolution. 
And if the bourgeois now make their appeal to force in order 
to save the collapsing "economic situation'' from the final 
crash, this only shows that they are labouring under the same 
·~elusion as Herr Diihring: the delusion that "political condi­
tiOns are the decisive cause of the economic situation"; this 
only shows that they imagine, just as Herr Diihring does, that 
by making use of "the primary," "the direct political force" 
they can remodel those "facts of the second order," the ec~­
nomic situation and its inevitable development; and that there­
fore the economic consequences of the steam-engine and the 
modern machinery driven by it, of world trade and the bank­

. ing and credit developments of the present day, can be blown 
·out of existence by them with Krupp guns and Mauser rifles. 

I)~~. Gt,.........-..o'v.~ ~_Q ~~v.. .. _ r-kl-·~-~ · .\ ~""·- ... l.; 
c c.e ~t, . ., (-.n- · 
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(Continuation) 

But let us look a little more closely at this omnipotent 
"force" of Herr Di.ihring's. Crusoe enslaved Friday "sword 
in hand." Where did he get the sword? Even on the imag­
inary islands of the Robinson Crusoe epic, swords have not. 
up to now, been known to grow on trees, and Herr Di.ihring. 
provides no answer to this question. If Crusoe could procure 
a sword for himself, we are equally entitled to assume that 
one fine morning Friday might appear with a loaded revolver 
in his hand, and then the whole "force" relationship is in­
verted. Friday commands, and it is Crusoe who has to 
drudge. We must apologize to the readers for returning with 
such insistence to the Robinson Crusoe and Friday story, 
which properly belongs to the nursery and not to the field 
of science-but how can we help it? We are obliged to 

( apply Herr Di.ihring's axiomatic method conscientiously, and· 
it is not our fault if in doing so we have to keep all the time 

' within the field of pure childishness. So, then, the revolver 
triumphs over the sword; and this will probably make even 
the most childish axiomatician comprehend that fQ£ce is _no · 

{ D) ere. ac.t. of the Vfi~l. but requir.es the existen_~e of very ~e_al 
preliminary condttlons before tt can come mto operation, 
namely, instruments, the more perfect of which gets the better· 
of the less perfect; moreover, that these instruments have to 
be produced, which implies that the producer of more perfect 
instruments of force, commonly called arms, gets the better 
of the producer of the less perfect instruments, and that, in a 
word, the triumph of force is based on the production of· 
arms, and this is turn on production in general-therefore, on 
.. economic power," on the "economic situation," on the· 
material means which force has at its disposal. 

Force, nowadays, is the army and navy, and both, as we· 
all know to our cost, are "devilishly expensive." Force, how- J 
ever, cannot make any money; at most it can take away 
money that has already been made-and this does not help· 
much either-as we have seen, also to our cost, in the case. 
of the French milliards.5 In the last analysis, therefore,... 
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money must be provided through the mediur:1. of economic 
production; and :;o once more force is condtttoned by t.he 
economic situation which furnishes the means for the eqmp­
ment and mainten~nce of the instruments of force. But even 
that is not all. Nothing is more dependent on economic pre­
requisites than precisely army and navy. Armament, com­
position, organization, tactics and strategy depend above all 
on the stage reached at the time in production and on com­
munications. It is not the "free creations of the mind" of 
generals of genius that have had a revolutionizing effec~ here, 
but the invention of better weapons and the change m the 
human material, the soldiers; at the very most, the part play­
ed by generals of genius is limited to adapting methods of 
fighting to the new weapons and combatants. 

At the beginning of the fourteenth century, gunpowder 
came from the Arabs to Western Europe, and, as every 
school child knows, compl.etely revolutionized the methods 
of warfare. The introduction of gunpowder and fire-arms, 
however, was not at all an act of force, but a step forward 
~n industry, that is, an economic advance. Industry remains 
mdustry, whether it is applied to the production or the des­
truction of things. And the introduction of firearms had a 
revolutionizing effect not only on the conduct of war itself. 
~ut .also on the political relationships of domination and sub­
Jechon. The procurement of powder and fire-arms required 
mdustry and money, and both of these were in the hands 

l ~f the burghers of the towns. From the outset, therefore. 
t re-arms were the weapons of the towns, and of the rising 
~wn-supported monarchy against the feudal nobility. The 
~hlne f~alls of the noblemen's castles, hitherto unapproach-
of ethee 1b before ~he cannon of t~e burghers, and the bullets 
k . h u~ghers arquebuses pierced the armous of the 
th~gn~t· ·~'l,th the defeat of the nobility's armour-clad cavalry, 
of the ~hty s S~J?ref!lacy was broken; with the development 
mor h ourg~~ISie, mfantry and artillery became more and 
m ~ 1 e d~cistve types of arms; compelled by the develop­
e en .of ~rtlllery, the military profession had to add to its 

rgamzatiOn a new and entirely industrial subsection the 
corps of engineers. ' 

Th~ improvement of fire:arms was a very slow process. 
T~e pieces of artillery remamed clumsy and the musket. in 
sp1te of a number of inventions affecting ·details was still a 
crude weapon. It took over three hundred years f~r a weapon 
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to be constructed that was suitable for the equipment of the 
whole body of infantry. lt was not until the early part of 
the eighteenth century ·that the flint-lock musket with a 
bayonet finally displaced the pike in the equipment of the 
infantry. The foot soldiers of that period were the merce­
naries of princes; they consisted ot the most demoralized 
elements of society, rigorously drilled but quite unreliable 
and only held together by the rod; they were often hostile 
prisoners of war who had been pressed into service. The 
only type of fighting in which these soldiers could apply the 
new weapons was the tactics of the line, which reached its 
highest perfection under Frederick II. The whole infantry of 
an army was drawn up in triple ranks in the form of a very 
long, hollow square, and moved in battle order only as a 
whole; at the very most, either of the two wings mioht move 
forward or keep back a little. This cumbrous m;ss could 
move in formation only on absolutely level ground, and even 
then only very .slowly. (seventy-five paces a minute); a 
change of formation dunng a '?attle was impossible, and once 
the infantry was engaged, VIctory or defeat was decided 
rapidly and at '?ne blow. 

In the Amencan War of Independence, these unwieldly 
lines were met by bands of rebels, who althouoh not drilled 

,.. were all the better a~le t.o sh.oot from their rifl~d guns; they 
were fighting for therr v.Ital mtere.sts, and therefore did not 
desert like the mercenanes; nor did they do the English the 
favour of encountering them also in line and on clear, even 
ground. They came on in open formation, a series of rapidly­
moving troops of sharpshooters, under cover of the woods. 
Here the line was powerless a~d s_uc~umbed to its invisible 
and inaccessible opponents .. Skirmtshmg was re-invented-a 
new method of warfa~e wluch was the result of a change in 
the human war matenal. 

What the American Revolution had begun the French 
Revolution completed, also i!l the military sphere. It also 
could oppose to the well-tramed mercenary armies of the 
Coalition only poorly t.rained but great masses of soldiers, the 
Ievv of the entire natiOn. Bu! these masses had to protect 
Paris that is, to hold a defimte area, and for this purpose 
victo;v in open mass battle was essential. Mere skirmishes 
would not achieve enough; a form had to be found to make 
use of large masses and this form was discovered in the 
column. Column formation made it possible for even poorly 
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trained troops to move with a fair degree of order, and ~ore­
over with greater speed (a hundred paces and ~c;>re m a 
minute) ; it made it possible to break through the ng1d forms 
of the old line formation; to fight on any ground, and there­
fore even on ground which was extremely disadvantageous 
to the line formation; to group the troops in any way if in 
the least appropriate; and, in conjunction with attacks by 
scattered bands of sharpshooters, to contain the enemy's 
lines, keep them engaged and wear them out until the 
moment came for masses held in reserve to _break through 
them at the decisive point in the position. This new method 
of warfare based on the combined action of skirmishers and 
columns a~d on the partitioning of the army into indepen­
dent divisions or army corps, <;omposed of all arms of the 
service-a method brought to full perfection by Napoleon in 
both its tactical and strategical aspects-had become neces­
sary primarily because of the chan~ed personnel: the sol­
diery of the French Revolution. Bes1des: two v_ery important 
technical prerequisites had been compiled With: first, the 
lighter carriages for field guns construct~d by Gribeauval, 
which alone made possible the more rapid movement now 
required of them; and secondly, the slanting of the butt ·• 
which had hitherto been quite straight, continuing the lin~ 
of the barrel. Introduced in France in 1777, it was copied 
from hunting weapons and made it possible to shoot at a • 
particular individual without the probability of missing him. 
Bl!t f?r this improvement it would have been impossible to· 
skirmish with the old weapons. 

The revolutionary system of arming the whole people 
w~s soon restricted to compulsory conscription (with sub­
sh_tution for the rich, who paid for their release) and in 
this form it was adopted by most of the large states on 
the Continent. Only Prussia attempted, through its Land­
wehr system,r. to draw to a greater extent on the military 
stre!lgt~ of the nation. Prussia was also the first state to 
eq~IP Its whole infantry-after the rifled muzzle-loader, 
which had been improved between 1830 and I 860 and 
found fit for use in war, had played a brief role-with 
the most up-to-date weapon, the rifled breech-loader. Its 
successes in 1866 were due to these two innovations.7 

The Franco-German War was the first in which two 
armies faced each other· both equipped with breech-loading 
rifles, and moreover both fundamentally in the same 
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tactical formations as in the time of the old smoothbore 
flint-locks. The only difference was that the Prussians had 
introduced the company column formation in an attempt· 
to find a form of fighting which was better adapted to the 
new type of arms. But when, at St. Privat on August 18° 
the Prussian Guard tried to apply the company column 
formation seriously, the five regiments which were chiefly 
engaged lost in less than two hours more than a third of 
their strength (176 officers and 5,114 men). From that 
time on the company column, too, was condemned as a 
battle formation, no less than the battalion column and 
the line; all idea of further exposing troops in any kind 
of close formation to enemy gun-fire was abandoned, and 
on th.e German side all subsequent fighting was conducted 
only m those compact bodies of skirmishers into which the 
columns had so far regularly dissolved of themselves under 
a deadly. hail of bullets, although this had been opposed 
by the higher commands as contrary to order; and in the 
same way the only form of movement when under fire 
from enemy rifles became the double. Once aoain the 
soldier had been shrewder than the officer; it waso he who 
instinctively f~und the only way of fighting which has 
proved of service up to now under the fire of breech-load­
ing rifles, and in spite of opposition from his officers he 
carried it through successfully. . 

The Franco-German War marked a turning point of 
entirely new implications. In the first place the weapons 
used have reached such a stage of perfection that further 
progress which would have any revolutionizing influence is 
no longer possible. Once armies have guns which can hit 
a battalion at any range at which it can be distinguished. 
and rifles which arc equally effective for hitting individual 
men. while loading them takes less time than aiming, then· 
an further improvements are of minor importance for field 
warfare. The era of evolution is therefore, in essentials, 
closed in this direction. And secondly, this war has com­
pelled all continental powers to introduce in a stricter form 
the Prussian Landwehr system, and with it a military burden 
which must bring them to ruin within a few years. The 
armv has become the main purpose of the state, and. an 
end in itself; the peoples are there only to provide soldt~rs 
and feed them. Militarism dominates and is swallowmg 
Europe. But this militarism also bears within itself the seed· 

7 
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.of its own destruction. Competition among the individual 
states forces them, on the one hand, to spend more money 
each year on the army and navy, artillery, etc., thus more 
and more hastening their financial collapse; and, on the 
other hand, to resort to universal compulsory military ser­
vice more and more extensively, thus in the long run mak­
ing the whole people familiar with the use of arms, and 
therefore enabling them at a given moment to make their 
will prevail against the war-lords in command. And this 
moment will arrive as soon as the mass of the people­
town and country workers and peasants-will have a will. 
At this point the armies of the princes became transformed 
into armies of the people; the machine refuses to work, 
and militarism collapses by the dialectics of its own evo­
lution. What the bourgeois democracy of 1848 could not 
accomplish, just because it was bourgeois and not prole­
tarian, namely, to give the labouring masses a will whose 
content would be in accord with their class position-social­
ism will infallibly secure. And this will mean the bursting 
asunder from within of militarism and with it of all stand­
ing armies. 

That is the first moral of o'!r history of modern infantry. 
The second moral, which bnngs us back again to Herr 
Diihring, is that the whole organization and method of 
warfare, and along with these ~ictory or defeat, prove to be 
dependent on material, that IS, economic conditions: on 
the human material and the armaments material, and there­
fore on the quality and quantity of the population and on 
technical development. Only a hunting people like the 
Americans could rediscover skirmishing tactics-and they 
were hunters as a result of purely economic causes, just as 
now, as a result of purely economic causes, these same 
Yankees of the old States have transformed themselves into 
farmers, industrialists, seamen and merchants who no longer 
skirrn_ish in the primeval forests,. but instead all the more 
effectively in the field of speculatiOn, where they have like. 
wise made much progress in making use of la.rge masses. 

Only a revolution such as the French, . which brought 
about the economic emancipation of the bourgeois and 
especially, of the peasantry, could find the mass armies and 
at the same time the free forms. of movement which· shatter, 
ed the old rigid lines-the military counterparts of the 
absolutism which they were defending. And we have seen 
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in case after case how advances in technique, as soon as 
they became applicable militarily and in fact were so 
.applied, immediately and almost forcibly produced changes 
and even revolutions in the methods of warfare, often in-
deed against the will of the army command. And now­
a days any zealous N .C.O. could explain to Herr Diihring 
how greatly, besides, the conduct of a war depends on the 
productivity and means of communication of the army's 
own hinterland as well as of the theatre of war. In short, 
.always and everywhere it is the economic conditions and 
the instruments of economic power which help "force" to 
victory, without which force ceases to be force. And any­
one who tried to reform methods of warfare from the oppo­
site standpoint, on the basis of Diihringian principles, would 
.certainly earn nothing but a beating.* 

If we pass now from land to sea, we find that in the 
last twenty years alone an even more complete revolution 
has taken place there. The warship of the Crimean War10 

was the wooden two- and three-decker of 60 to 100 guns; 
this was still. ~ainly propelled by sail, with only a low­
po.wered auxiliary steam-engine. The guns on these war­
shtp~ were for the most part 32-pounders, weighing ap­
pn?xu:mtely 50 centners, ** with only a few 68-pounders 
wetghing 95 centners. Towards the end of the war, iron­
clad floating batteries made their appearance; they were 
clumsy and almost immobile monsters, but to the guns of 
that period they were invulnerable. Soon warships, too, 
were swathed in iron armour-plating; at first the plates were 
·still thin, a thickness of four inches being regarded as 
extremely heavy armour. But soon the progress made with 
·artillery outstripped the armour-plating; each successive in­
crease in the strength of the armour used was countered by 
a new and heavier gun which easily pierced the plates. In 
this way we have already reac~ed armour-plating ten, 
twelve, fourteen and twenty-four mches thick (Italy pro­
poses to have a ship built with plates three feet thick) on 

• This is already perfectly well known to the Pruss ian General 
Staff. "The basis of warfare is primarily the economic way of life 
of the peoples in general," said Herr Max Jahns, a captain of the 
General Staff. in a scientific lecture (Kolnischc Zcitung, April 20, 
l876. p. 3).9 [Note by Engels.] 

•• German ccntncr of 50 kilograms, i.e., half of the metric 
ccntncr.-Ed. 
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the one hand, and on the other, rifled guns of 25 •. 35, 80 
and even 100 tons (at 20 centners) in weight, which can 
hurl projectiles weighing 300, 400, 1,700 and up to 2,000 
pounds to distances which were n~ver dr~ame_d of before~ 
'fhe warship of the present day IS a g~ganttc. armoured 
screw-driven steamer of 8,000 to 9,000 tons displacement 
and 6,000 to 8,000 horse power, with revolving turrets and 
four or at most six heavy guns, the bow being extended 
under water into a ram for running down enemy vessels. 
It is a single colossal machine, in which steam not <?nly 
drives the ship at a high spe~d. but also works the steenng­
gear, raises the anchor, swmgs the turrets, changes the 
elevation of the guns and loads them, pumps out water, 
hoists and lowers the boats-some of which are them!lelves 
also steam-driven-and so forth. And the rivalry between 
armour-plating and the fire power of guns is so far from 
being at an end that nowadays a ship is almost always not 
up to requirements, already out of date, before it is launch­
ed. The modern warship is not only a product, but at the 
same time a specimen of mod:ern large-scale industry, a 
floating factory-producing mamly, to be sure, a lavish 
waste of money. The country in which large-scale indus­
try is most highly developed has almost a monopoly of the 
construction of these ships. All Turkish, almost all Russian 
and most German armoured vessels have been built in 
England; armour-plates that are at all serviceable are hardly 
made outside of Sheffield; of the three steel-works in Europe 
w~ich alone are able to make the heaviest guns, two (Wool­
~Ich and Elswick) are in England, and the third (Krupp) 
In Gerf!Iany. In this sphere it is most palpably evident that 
t~e "~rrect political force" which, according to Herr Diih­
nng, 1s the "decisive cause of the economic situation," is on 
t?e contrary completely subordinate to the economic situa­
tion, that n_?t o_nly the construction but also the operation 
of the manne mstrument of force, the warship, has itself 
be_co~e a b~anch of modern large-scale industry. And that 
thts 1s so distresses no one more than force itself that is 
the state, which has now to pay for one ship as m~ch as ~·. 
whole small fleet used to cost; which as to resign itself to· 
seeing these expensive vessels become obsolete and there­
fore worthless, even . before they slide into the' water; and 
which must certainly be just as disgusted as Herr Diihrin.,. 
that the man of the "economic situation", the engineer, i~. 
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now of far greater importance on board than the man of 
"direct force," the captain. We, on the contrary, have ab­
solutely no cause to be vexed when we see that, in this 
competitive struggle between armour-plating and guns, the 
warship is being developed to a pitch of perfection which is 
making it both outrageously costly and unusable in war,* 
and that this struggle makes manifest also in the sphere of 
naval warfare those inherent dialectical laws of motion on 
the basis of which militarism, like every other historical 
phenomenon, is being brought to its doom in consequence 
of its own development. 

Here, too, therefore we see absolutely clearly that it is 
not by any means true that "the primary must be sought 
in direct political force and not in any indirect economic 
power." On the contrary. For what in fact does "the 
primary" in force itself prove to be ? Economic power, the 
disposal of the means of power of large-scale industry. 
Naval political force, which reposes on modern warships, 
proves to be not at all "direct" but on the contrary mediated 
by economic power, highly developed metallurgy, command 
of skilled technicians and highly productive coalmines. 

And yet what is the use of it all ? If we put Herr Di.ih­
ring in supreme command in the next naval war, he will 
.destroy all fleets of armoured ships, which are the slaves 
of the economic situation, without torpedoes or any other 
artifices, solely by virtue of his "direct force." 

* The perfecting of the latest product of modern industry for 
~us!! in naval warfare, the self-propelled torpedo, seems like to brmg 
•h•s to pass; it would mean that the smallest torpedo boat would 
be superior to the most powerful armoured warship.· (It should 
be borne in mind that the above was written in 1878).u. [Note by 
Engels.] 
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(Conclusion) 

"It is a circumstance of great importance that as a 
) matter of fact the domination ~ver. nature, generally speak­
' ing (!), only proceeded (a dommat10~ p~oceeded !) through 
( the domination over man. The cultivatiOn of landed pro-

perty in tracts of considerable size never took place any­
where without the antecedent subjection of man in some 
form of slave-labour or corvee. The establishment of an 
economic domination over things has presupposed the 
political, social and economic domination of man over man. 
How could a large landed proprietor even be conceived 
without at once including in this idea also his domination 
over slaves, serfs, or others indirectly unfree ? What could 
the efforts of an individual, at most supplemented by those 
of his family, have signified o~ si~fy in extensively prac­
tised agriculture ? The explOitation of the land, or the 
extension of economic control over it on a scale exceeding 
the natural capacities of the individual, was only made 
possible in previous histor,r by t~e establishment, either 
before or simultaneously w1th the mtroduction of dominion 
over land, of the enslavement of man which this involves. 
In the later periods of development this servitude was miti­
gated,. . . . its present form in the more highly civilised states 
is wage-labour, to a greater or lesser degree carried on 
und<:r .~olice rule. Thus wage-labour provides the practical 
poss1bihty of that form of contemporary wealth which is 
represented by dominion over wide areas of land and (!) 
extensive landed property. It goes without saying that all 
other types of distributive wealth must be explained histori­
cally in a similar way, and the indirect dependence of man 
on man, which is now the essential feature of the conditions 
which economically are most. fully developed, cannot be­
understood and explained ?Y 1ts own nature, but only as a 
somewhat transformed hentage of an earlier direct subju­
gation and expropriati~n.". Thus Herr Diihring. 

f Thesis : The dommat10n of nature (by man) pre-
l supposes the domination of man (by man). 



THE FORCE THEORY (illNCLUSION) 103 

Proof : The cultivation of landed property in tracts of 
considerable size never took place anywhere except by the 
use of bondmen. 

Proof of the proof : How can there be large landowners 
without bondmen, as the large landowner, even with his 
family, could work only a tiny part of his property without 
the help of bondmen ? 

Therefore, in order to prove that man first had to sub­
jugate man before he could bring nature under his control. 
Herr Diihring transforms "nature" without more ado into 
"landed property in tracts of considerable size," and then 
this landed property-ownership unspecified-is immediate­
ly further transformed into the property of a large landed 
proprietor, who naturally cannot work his land without 
bondmen. 

In the first place "domination over nature" and the / 
"cultivation of landed property" are by no means the same 
thing. In industry, domination over nature is exercised on 
quite another and much greater scale than in agriculture, 
which is still subject to weather conditions instead of con­
trolling them. 

Secondly, if we confine ourselves to the cultivation of 
landed property consisting of tracts of considerable size, the 
question arises: whose landed property is it? And then 
we find in the early history of all civilized peoples, not the 
"large landed proprietors" whom herr Diihring interpolates 
here with his customary sleight of hand, which he calls 
"natural dialectics,'' 1 ~ but tribal and village communities 
with common ownership of the land. From India to Ire­
land the cultivation of landed property in tracts of consider­
able size was originally carried on by such tribal and village 
communities; sometimes the arable land was tilled jointly 
for account of the community, and sometimes in separate 
parcels of land temporarily allotted to families by the com­
munity, while woodland and pastureland continued to be 
used in common. It is once again characteristic of "the 
most exhaustive specialized studies" made by Herr Diihring 
"in the domain of politics and law" that he knows nothing 
of all this; that all his works breathe total ignorance of 
~aurer's epoch-making writings on the primitive constitu­
tion of the German mark 13 the basis of all German law, 
and of the ever-increasina' mass of literature chiefly stimu­
lated by Maurer, which i~ devoted· to provin'g the primitive 
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· il" ed peoples common ownership of the land among all ~tv lZ its 
of Europe and Asia, and to showing the vanous. for~1~ 01 h 
existence and dissolution. Just as in the doma~ 0d ~n~·s 
and English law Herr Diihring "himself ac9-mre a 1 

ignorance," 14 great as it was, so it is with hts even1 mu: 
greater ignorance in th~ d?main of Ge_rman law. n t s 
domain the man who fhes mto such a viOlent rage over the 

-limited horizon of university professors is himself today, at 
. the very most, still where the professors were twenty years 

ago. f · d · · · " n Herr It is a pure " ree creatlon an 1magmat10n o 

\
Diihring's part when. he asserts that ~an~ed proprietors and 
bondmen were requrred for the cult1vat10n of landed pro­
.perty in tracts of considerable size. In the whole of the 
Orient where the village community or the state owns the 
land, the very term landlord is not to be found in the 
various languages, a point on which Herr Diihring can 
consult the English jurists, whose efforts in India to solve 
the question: who is the owner of the land ?-were as vain 
as those of the late Prince Heinrich LXXII of Reuss-Greiz­
Schleitz-Lobenstein-Eberswalde15 in his attempts to solve 
the question of who was the night-watchman. It was the 
Turks who first introduced a sort of feudal ownership of 
land in the countries conquered by them in the Orient. 
Greece made its entry into history, as far back as the heroic 
epoch, with a system of social estates which itself was evi­
dently the product of a long but unknown pre-history; even 
there, however, the land was mainly cultivated by indepen­
dent peasants; the larger estates of the nobles and tribal 
.chiefs were the exception; moreover they disappeared soon 
after. Italy was brought under cultivation chiefly by pea· 
sants; when, in the final period of the Roman Republic, the 
great complexes of estates, the Iatifundia displaced the 
small peas~nts and_ replaced t~e.m with siaves, they also 
repl31ced tillage wtth stock-~msmg, and, as Pliny already 
reahz;~· bro~ght Italy_ to rum (latifundia Italiam perdi­
dere) Dunng the Mtddle Ages, peasant farming was pre­
dominant throughout Europe (especially in bringing virgin 
soil into cultivation); and in relation to the question we are 
now considering it is of no !mportance whether these pea­
sants had to pay dues, and 1f so what dues to any feudal 
lords. The colonists fr~m Friesland, Lowe; Saxony, Pian· 
.ders and the lower Rhine, who brought under cultivation 
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i!hc land east of the Elbe which had been wrested from the 
Slavs, did this as free peasants under very favourable quit­
rent tenures, and not at all under "some form of corvee." 

In North America, by far the largest portion of the land 
was opened for cultivation by the labour of free farmers, 
while the big landlords of the South, with their slaves and 
their rapacious tilling of the land, exhausted the soil until 
it could grow only firs, so that the cultivation of cotton was 
forced further and furthe·r west. In Australia and New 
.Zealand, all attempts of the British government to establish 
artificially a landed aristocracy came to nothing. In short, 
if we except the tropical and subtropical colonies, where the 
climate makes agricultural labour impossible for Europeans, 
the big landlord who subjugates nature by means of his 
slaves or serfs and brings the land under cultivation proves 
to be a pure figment of the imagination. The very reverse 
is the case. Where he makes his appearance in antiquity, 
as in Italy, he does not bring wasteland into cultivation, but 
transforms arable land brought under cultivation by peasants 
into stock pastures, depopulating and ruining whole coun­
tries. Only in a more recent period, when the increasing 
density of population had raised the value of land, and 
particularly since the development of agricultural science 
had made even poorer land more cultivable-it is only from 
this period that large landowners began to participate on 
an extensive scale in bringing wasteland and grass-land 
under cultivation-and this mainly through the robbery of 
common land from the peasants, both in England and in 
Germany. But there was another side even to this. For 
every acre of common land which the large landowners 
b~ought into cultivation in England, they transformed at 
least three acres of a!able land i!l Scotland into sheepruns 
and eventually even mto mere btg-game hunting-grounds. 

We are concerned here only with Herr Diihrina's · asser­
tion that the bringing ·into cultivation of tracts of land of 
considerable size and therefore of practically the whole area 
now cultivated, "never. and nowhere" took place except 
through the agency of btg landlords and their bondmen-an 
assertion which. as we have seen, "presupposes" a really 
unprecedented ignorance of history. It is not . necessary, 
therefore. for us to examine here either to what extent. at 
different periods, areas which· were already made entirely or 
mainly cultivable were· cultivated by slaves· (as in the hey.; 
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day of Greece) or serfs (as in the manors of the Middle 
Ages); or what was ~e social function of the large land-
owners at various peno~. . . 

And after Herr Diihnng has shown us th1s masterpiece 
of the imagination-in w~ch we do not. kno-:v whethe_r the 
conjuring trick of .deduction or .the f~sificat10n of .. history 
is more to be admrred-he exclmms tnumphantly: It goes 
without saying that all other types of distributive wealth 
must be explained historically in similar manner!" Which 
of course saves him the trouble of wasting even a single 
word more on the origin, for example, of capital. 

If, with his doil_lina.tion of man by man as a prior con­
dition for the dommatiOn of nature by man, Herr DUhring 
only wanted to state in a general way that the whole of our 
present economic order, t?e level . of development now 
attained by agriculture and mdustry, IS .the rc.sult of a social 
history which evolved ~ ~lass an~agom~ms, m relationships 
of domination and subjectiOn, he Is. saymg ~omething which 
long ago ever since the Commumst Mamfesto, became a 
commonplace. But the question at i~sue is how we are to 7 explain the origin of classes and relatiOns based on domina-

• tion, and if Herr DUhring's only answer is the one word 
"force," we are left exactly where we were at the start 
The mere fact that the ruled and exploited have at all time~ 
been far more num!!rous than the rulers and the exploiters 
and that therefore it is in the hands of the former that th~ 
real force has reposed, is enough to demonstrate the ab­
surdity of the whole force theory. The relationships based 
on domination and subjection have therefore still to be 
explained. 

They arose in two ways . 
. As men originally made their exit from the animal world 

-m the narrower sense of the term-so they made their 
entry into history: still half animal, brutal, still helpless in 
face of the forces of nature, still ignorant of their own 
strength; and consequently as poor as the animals and· 
hardly more productive than they. There prevailed a cer­
tain equality in the conditions of existence, and for the 
heads of families also a ~ind of equalit~ of social position­
at least an absence of socxal classes;-:-which continued among 
the primitive agricultural commumhes of the civilized peo­
ples of a later period. In each such community there were 
from the beginning certain common interests the safeguard-
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ing of which had to be handed over to individuals, true;. 
under the control of the community as a whole: adjudica­
tion of disputes; repression of abuse of authority by indi­
viduals; control of water supplies, especially in hot countries; 
and finally, when conditions were still absolutely primitive, 
religious functions. Such offices are found in aboriginal 
communities of every period-in the oldest German marks 
and even today in India. They are naturally endowed with 
a certain measure of authority and are the beginnings of 
state power. The productive forces gradually increase; the 
increasing density of the population creates at one point 
common interests, at another conflicting interests, between 
the separate communities, whose grouping into larger units 
brings about in turn a new division of labour, the setting 
up of organs to safeguard common interests and combat 
conflicting interests. These organs which, if only because 
they represent the common interests of the whole group, 
hold a special position in relation to each individual com­
munity-in certain circumstances even one of opposition­
soon make themselves still more independent, partly through 
heredity of functions, which comes about almost as a matter 
of course in a world where everything occurs spontaneously, 
and partly because they become increasingly indispensable 
owing to the growing number of conflicts with other groups. 
It is not necessary for us to examine here how this independ­
ence of J>Ocial functions in relation to society increased with 
time until it developed into domination over society; how 
he who was originally the servant, where conditions were 
favourable, changed gradually into the lord; how this lord, 
depending on the conditions, emerged as an Oriental despot 
or satrap, the dynast of a Greek tribe, chieftain of a Celtic 
clan, and so on; to what extent he subsequently had re· 
course to force in the course of this transformation; and· 
how finally the individual rulers united into a ruling class. 
Here we are only concerned with establishing the fact that 
the exercise of a social function was everywhere the basis 
of political supremacy; and further that political supremacy 
~as existed for any length of time only when it discharged· 
~ts social functions. However great the number of despot­
Isms which rose and fell in Persia and India, each was 
f~lly aware that above all it was the entrepreneur respon­
Sible _for the collective maintenance of irrigation throughout' 
the nver valleys, without which no agriculture was possible-
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:there. It was reserved for the enlightened .English to lose 
sight of this in India; they let the irrigatiOn c.anals ~nd 
-sluices fall into decay, and are now at last dtscovenng, 
ihrough the regularly recurring famines, that they l~ave ne~­
.lected the one activity which might have made thctr rule m 
India at least as legitimate as that of their predecessors. 

But alongside this process of form~t~o.n ot classes an~th~r 
was also taking place. The natural diVIston of labour w1t~n 
:the family cultivating the soil made possible, at a certam 
level of well-being, the introduction of one or more strangers 
.as additional labour forces. This was especially the case in 
countries where the old common ownership of the land had 
.already disintegrated or at least the fo_rm~r joint cultivation 
had given place to the separate cultiVatiOn of parcels of 
land by the respective families. Production had developed 
so far that the labour-power of a man could now produce 
.more than was necessary for its mere maintenance; the 
means of maintaining additional labour forces existed; like­
wise the means of employing them; labour-power acquired 
a value. But the community itself and the association to 
which it belonged yielded no available, superfluous labour 
forces. On the other hand, such forces were provided by 
war, and war was as old as the simultaneous existence along-· 
side each other of several groups of communities. Up to 
that time one had not known what to do with prisoners of 
war, and had therefore simply killed them; at an even 
earlier period, eaten them. But at the stage of the "eco­
nomic situation" which had now been attained the prisoners 
acquired a value; one therefore let them live and made use 
-of t~eir ~abol!r. Thus force, instead of controlling the eco­
nom_Ic sttuahon, was on the contrary pressed into the 
·service of the economic situation. Slavery had been invent-
ed. It soon became the dominant form of production 
among ~1 peop~es who were developing. beyond the old 
-comm~mty, but ·m the end was also one of the chief causes 
of ~~err decay. It was slavery ~hat first made possible the 
dtviston of labour between agnculture and industry on a 

·larger scale, and thereby also Hellenism, the flowering of 
the ancient world. Without slavery, no Greek state no 
Greek .art and scienc~; wi~hout ·slaver~, no Roman Empire. 

·But wtthout the bas1s · lmd by Grecxan culture and the 
Roman Empire, also no modern Europe. We sh~uld never 
'forget that our whole economic, political and intellectual 
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development presupposes a state of things in which slavery 
was as necessary as it was universally recognized. In this. 
sense we are entitled to say: Without the slavery of anti­
quity no modern socialism. 

lt is very easy to inveigh against slavery and similar. 
things in general terms, and to give vent to high moraL 
indignation at such infamies. Unfortunately all that this 
conveys is only what everyone knows, namely, that these. 
institutions of antiquity are no longer in accord with our 
present conditions and our sentiments, which these condi­
tions determine. But it does not tell us one word as to 
how these institutions arose, why they existed, and what 
role they played in history. And when we examine these 
questions, we are compelled to say-however contradic­
tory and heretical it may sound-that the introduction of 
slavery under the conditions prevailing at that time was 
a great st.ep forward. For it is a fact that man sprang from 
the beasts, and had consequently to use barbaric and. 
almost bestial means to extricate himself from barbarism. 
Where the ancient communes have continued to exist, they 
have for thousands of years formed the basis of the. 
cruelest form of state, Oriental despotism, from India to 
Russia. It was only where these communities dissolved 
that the peoples made progress of themselves, and their 
next economic advance consisted in the increase and de­
velopment of production by means of slave labour. It is· 
clear that so long as human labour was still so little pro-· 
ductive that it provided but a small surplus over and above 
the necessary means of subsistence, any increase of the 
productive forces, extension of trade, development of the · 
state and of law, or foundation of art and science, was pos­
sible only by means of a greater division of labour. And the 
necessary basis for this was the great division of labour be­
tween the masses discharging simple manual labour and .. 
the few privileged persons directing labour, conducting 
trade and public affairs, and, at a later stage, occupying 
themselves with art and science. The simplest and most 
natural form of this division of labour was in fact slavery. 
In the historical conditions of the ancient world, and parti­
cularly of Greece, the advance to a society based on class 
antagonisms could be accomplished only in the form of 
slavery. This was an advance even for the slaves; the pri­
soners of war, from whom the mass of the slaves was rc~-
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.cruited, now at least saved their lives, instead of be~g 
killed as they had been before, or even roasted, as at a still 
earlier period. . . 

We may add at this point t~at all hi~toncal antagomsms 
between exploiting and explmt~d, rulmg. an~ o~pressed 
classes to this very day find therr explanauon m this same 
relatively undeveloped productivity of human labour. So 
long as the really working population were so muc~ occu­
pieo with their necessary labour t~at they h~d no tlille. left 
for looking after th~ common affarrs of society-the ~rrec­
tion of labour, affarrs of state, legal matters, art, sc1ence, 

. etc.-so long was it necessary that there should constantly 
exist a special class,. freed from actu~l labour •. to manage 
these affairs; and th1s class never failed, for 1ts own ad­
vantage, to impose a greater and greater burden of labour 
on the working masses. Only the immense increase of the 
productive forces attained by modern industry has made 
it possible to distribute labour among all members of so-

. ciety without exception, and thereby to limit the labour­
time of each individual member to such an extent that all 
have enough free time left to take part in the general­
both theoretical and practical-affairs of society. It is 
only now, therefore, that ever.y ruling and exploiting class 
has become superfluous and mdeed a hindrance to social 

·development, and it is only now, too, that it will be in­
exorably abolished, however much it may be in possession 
of "direct force." 

When, therefore, Herr Diihring turns up his nose at 
H.ellenism b~cause it was founded on slavery, he might 
With equal JUstice reproach the Greeks with having had 
no steam-engines or electric telegraphs. And when he as­
serts that our modern wage bondage can only be explained 
as a somewhat transformed and mitigated heritage of sla­
very, and not by its own nature (that is, by the economic 
laws of modern society), this either means only that both 
wag~-la~our an~ slavery a~e forms of bondage and class 
domm~tlon, which every child knows to be so, or is false. 
For With equal justice we might say that wage-labour 
could only be explained as a mitigated form of cannibal­
ism, which, it is now established, was the universal primi­
tive form of utilization of defeated enemies. 

The rcle played in history by force as contrasted with 
economic development is therefore clear. In the first place, 
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all political power is originally based on an economic, 
social function, and increases in proportion as the members 
of society, through th~ dissolution of the primitive com­
munity, become transformed into private producers, and 
thus become more and more divorced from the ad­
ministrators of the common functions of society. Second­
ly, alter the political force has made itself independent in 
relation to society, and has transformed itself from its ser­
vant into its master, it can work in two different directions. 
Either it works in the sense and in the direction of the 
natural economic development, in which case no conflict 
arises between them, the economic development being ac­
-celerated. Or it works against economic development, in 
which case, as a rule, with but few exceptions, force suc­
.cumbs to it. These few exceptions are isolated cases of 
.conquest, in which the more barbarian conquerors exter­
minated or drove out the population of a country and laid 
waste or allowed to go to ruin productive forces which 
they did not know how to use. This was what the Chris­
tians in Moorish Spain did with the major part of the irri­
gation works on which the highly-developed agriculture and 
horticulture of the Moors depended. Every conquest by a 
more barbarian people disturbs of course the economic 
development and destroys numerous productive forces. But 
in the immense majority of cases where the conquest is 
permanent, the more barbarian conquerror has to adapt 
himself to the higher "economic situation" as it emerges 
from the conquest; he is assimilated by the vanquished and 
in most cases he has even to adopt their language. But 
where-apart from cases of conquest-the internal state 
power of a country becomes antagonistic to its economic 
·development, as at a certain stage occurred with almost 
every political power in the past, the contest always ended 
with the downfall of the political power. Inexorably and 
without exception the economic development has forced its 
way through-we have already mentioned the latest and 
most striking example of this: the great French Revolution. 
If, in accordance with Herr Diihring's theory, the economic 
situation and with it the economic structure of a given 
country were dependent simply on political force, it is ab­
solutely impossible to understand why Frederick William 
IV after 1848 could not succeed, in spite of his "magni-
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fi. "1- · f · d" val guilds and other cent army · m gra ting the me 1ae . 
romantic oddities on to the railways, the stea~~~ngm~s ~d 
the large-scale industry which was just the~ . elopmg 1dn 
his country; or why the tsar of Russia, w o IS possesse 
of even much more forcible means, is not. o~y un.~ble. to 
pay his debts, but cannot even maintain h1S _forc_e 'Ylth­
out continually borrowing from the "economic Situation" 
of Western Europe. . . 

To Herr DUhring force is the absolute evil, the_ ~st act 
?f force is to him the original sin; his whole exp~sitton is a 
Jeremiad on the contamination of all subsequent history con­
summated by this original sin; a jeremiad on t~e s_hameful 
perversion of all natural and social laws by this dmbolical 
pow~r. force. That force, however, plays yet another role 
~n _history, a revolutionary role; that, in the words. of Marx. 
It Is the midwife of every old society pre~nant WI~h a new 
one,* that it is the instrument with the ard of which social 
mo~e?"Ient forces its way through and ~hatters the dead. 
~~sihze~ J?Olitical forms-of this there IS not a word in 

. rr Duhrmg. It is only with sighs and groans that he ad­
~~ts 0the possibility that force will perhaps be n~ce~sary for 
fortunverthrow of an economic system of explmtatton-un­
wh ately~ because all use of force demoralizes the person 
s k\ uses. It. And this in spite of the immense moral and· 
r~v~l u~l 1111petus which has been given by every victorious 
sian u Ih~! And this in Germany, where a violent colli­
wouJw Ich may, after all, be forced on the people­
vir d at. least have the advantage of wiping out the ser­
in Jtyh wh1ch has penetrated the nation's . mentality follow-

g t e 1JUmiliation of the Thirty Years' War. And this· 
P:rsons' mode of thought-dull. insipid and. impotent~ 
P cr;ull_lcs to impose itself on the most revolutionary party 
tiJat history has known I 

• Capital. Vol. T, Moscow 1961. P· 751.-Ed. 



THE FORCE THEORY (NOTES) 113 
1. Here Engels quotes Falstaff from Shakespeare's King Henry 

IV (Part I, Act II, Scene IV): "If reasons were as plentiful as 
blackberries I would give no man a reason upon compulsion". 

2. The reference is to 0. Thierry, F. Guizot, F. Mignet and 
A. Thicrs. 

3. Engels probably borrowed these facts fro~ W. 'Wachs­
muth's Hellenische A ltcrtlwmskwufe aus dcm G cs1chtspunkte des 
Staatcs (A Study of Hellenic Antiquity from the Viewpoint of Its 
State System), Part 2, S~.:ction I, Halle, IS29. 

Banquet of Sophists, llook VI, by the ancient Greek writer 
Athcna~.:us is the source for the number of slaves in Corinth and 
Aegina during the Greco-Pcrsian wars. 

4. Engels used G. Hanss~.:n's Die Gelzofcrsc/zaftcn (Erbgenos­
serzsclzaftcn) im RegiGrwzgsbc::.irk Trier (Village Communities [Here­
ditary Comradeships] in Trier Region), Berlin, 1863. 

5. This is a reference to the 5,000 million francs that France 
paid to Germany as an indemnity in 1871-73 under the terms of 
the peace treaty, after her defeat in the Franco-Prussian War of 
1870-71. 

6. The Prussian Landwehr system under which units of the 
Armed Forces were' formed of able-bodied reservists of senior 
ages who were assigned to the . Landwehr after they had served 
in the regular army and been m the rc~erve fo~ U:e established 
period. The Landwehr was first formed m Prussm m 1813-14 as 
a people's militia to combat Napoleon. During the Franco-Prussian 
War of 1870-71, it was used in battle alongside regular troops. 

7. The reference is to the Austro-Prussian War of 1866. 
8. In the Battle of Saint-Privat, August 18, 1870, German 

troops, at the cost of enormous losses, defeated the French Rhenish 
army. It is also known as the Battle at Gravclotte. 

Engers- evidently obtained the data on the losses sustained by 
the Prussian army in this battle when he stu.died documents in the 
official history of the Franco-Prussian War of 1870-71, compiled 
by the department of Military History of the Prussian General 
Staff (Dcr deutsclz-franzosisclzc Krieg 1870-71, Vol. I, Book 2 
Berlin, 1875, p. 669 ct seqq. 197•-199•, 233•). ' 

9. Max Jahns' report "Machiavelli and the Idea of General 
Conscription" was printed in the Kolnisclze Zeitmzg Nos. 108, 110 
112 a~d 115 on April 18, 20, 22 and 25, 1876. The italics in th~ 
quota~_zoz; are by Engels. 
. Kolmsclze Zeitwzg (Cologne Ncwspapcr)-a German daily pub­

lished under this title in Cologne from 1802 onwards; it was the 
mouthpiece of the Prussian liberal bourgeoisie. 

10 The Crimean War of 1853-56, between Russia and a coa­
lition consisting of Britain, Fran.ce, Turke~ and Sardi':li,a, br?ke out 
?S a result of a clash of their economzc and pohtzcat mterests 
In the Middle East. 

11. The end of the note given in parenthesis, was added by 
Engels in the third edition of Anti-Diilzring, published in 1894. 

12. Dlihring called his "dialectics" "natural" to .. di~tinguish it 
from the "unnatural' dialectics of Hegel. Sec E. Duhrmg, Natiir­
ficlze Dialektik. Neue fogisclze Grwzdlegzmgcn dcr Wissensclzaft lmd 

8 
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Philosophic (Natural Dialectics. New Logical Pri 
and Philosophy), Berlin, 1865. 

13. Dealing with a common subject, the wor 
(12 volumes) arc a study of the agrarian, urban 
of medieval Germany. These works arc: £i11, 
chichte der Mark-, Hof-, Dorf- zmd Stadt-Vcr. 
o{fe11tlichen Gewalt (Introduction to a History of 
hold, Rural and Urban System and Public Powc 
Geschichte der Marke11verjassung in Dclllschla11d 
Mark System in Germany), Erlangcn, 1856; Gcs• 
hofc, dcr Baucrnhofc u11d dcr Hofvcrfassullg itl 
History of Manor Households, Peasant Household 
hold System in Germany), Vols. I-IV, Erlangcn, 1! 
dcr Dorfvcrfassung i11 Deutschland (A History of 
tern in Germany), Vols. I-ll, Erlangen, 1865-66; 
Stiidtcvcrfassung in Deutschland (A History of l 
Germany), Vols. I-IV, Erlangen, 1869-71. The 
fourth volumes arc devoted to a study of tf 
system. 

14. From Heine's poem Kobus I. 
15. Engels ironically changes the title of Heir 

of the two influential Reuss princes of the Your 
L?benstcin-Ebcrsdorf). Grciz-capital of Reuss r: 
Lmc, Rcuss-Grciz). Schlcitz-a domain of th< 
(Younger Line, Reuss-Schlcitz)-was not a posse' 
LXXII. . 

B 16. Gaius Pliny Sccundus, Natura/is historia , 
ook XVIII, § 35. 

17. This is an expression from Frederick Willia 
message (January 1, 1849) to the Prussian Arm• 
?-Sse.~smcnt of this message see K. Marx's article '' 
mg. 
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PART II 

Ch. II 

Wherever slavery is the main form of production it 
turns labour into servile activity, consequently makes it 
dishonourable for freemen. Thus the way out of such a 
mode of production is barred, while on the other hand 
slavery is an impediment to more developed production, 
which urgently requires its removal. This contradiction 
spells the doom of all production based on slavery and of 
all communities based on it. A solution comes about in 
most cases through the forcible subjection of the deteriorat­
ing communities by other, stronger ones (Greece by 
Macedonia and later Rome). As long as these themselves 
have slavery as their foundation there is merely a shifting 
of the centre and a repetition of the process on a higher 
plane until (Rome) finally a people conquers that replaces 
:slavery by another form of production. Or slavery is 
abolished by compulsion or voluntarily, whereupon the 
former mode of production perishes and large-scale cultiva­
tion is displaced by small-peasant squatters, as in America. 
For that matter Greece too perished on account of slavery, 
Aristotle having already said that intercourse with slaves was 
demoralizing the citizens, not to mention the fact that slavery 
makes work impossible for the latter. Domestic slavery, 
such as exists in the Orient, is another matter. Here it 
does not form the basis of production directly but indirectly, 
as a constituent part of the family, and passes imperceptibly 
into the family (female harem slaves). 

Ch. III 

In Diihring's reprehensible history force holds sway. In 
the real, progressive historical movement, however, what 
dominates are the material gains which are retained. 

Ch.III 
How is force, the army, maintained ? By money, he~ce 

again dependent on production. Cf. Athens' fleet and policy 
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of 380-340. The force exercised against the allies came to 
nought for lack of the material means to wage long and 
energetic wars. The English subsidies, granted by the neW 
industry, modern industry, defeat Napoleon. 

Ch.III 

[The Party and Military Training] 

In considering the struggle for existence and Di.ihring'£ 
de.clamations against struggle and arms it should be empha­
sized that a revolutionary party must know also how to 
struggle. It will have to make the ~evolution, possibly some 
day in the near future, ~~t not agamst the present military­
bureaucratic state. Politically that would be as insane as 
Babeuf's attempt to jump fro;'ll the Directorate immediately 
into communism; even more msane, for the Directorate was 
after all a bourgeois an~ peasant government." But in order 
to safeguard the laws Issued by the bourgeoisie itself the 
Party may be compelled to _take _revolutionary measures 
against the bourgeois. state which ~d~ supersede the present 
state. Hence the umversal conscnphon of our time should 
~e taken advantage of by all to _learn ~ow to fight, but par­
ticularly by those whose ~ducat10n entitles them to acquire 
the training of an officer m one year's voluntary service. 

Ch.IV 

[On "Force"] 

It is recognized that force also operates with revolu­
tionary effect, namely, in all ·:c.ritical" epochs of decisive 
importance, such as the tr.ansttlon _to sociality, but even 
then only in self-defence agamst rea~twnary enemies abroad. 
However the upheaval in En~land m t~e sixte~nth century 
depicted by Marx also had Its r;volutwnary side. It was 
a basic condition of the conversion of feudal landed pro­
perty into bourgeois l~nded property and of t?e develop­
ment of the bourgeoisie. The F:ench Revolution of 1789 
likewise applied force to a co?stderable e~tent; August 4 
merely sanctioned the peasants. deeds of VIOlence and was 
supplemented by the confiscati?n of the estates of .the 
nobility and church.3 The forctble conquest by the anctent 
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Germans, the foundation, on conquered teqitory, of states 
in which the country, and not the town, dominated, as in 
antiquity, was accompanied-precisely for the latter reason 
-by the transformation of slavery into the milder serfdom, 
or feudal dependence, (in antiquity the transformation of 
tilled land into pastures was a concomitant feature of the 
latifundia). 

Ch. IV 

[Force, Community Property, Economics and Politics] 

When the Indo-Germans migrated to Europe they 
ejected the aboriginal inhabitants by force and tilled the 
land, which was owned by the community. Among the 
Celts, Germans and Slavs community ownership can still 
be traced historically and among the Slavs, Germans and 
also the Celts (rundale) it still exists even in the form of 
direct (Russia) or indirect (Ireland) feudal bondage. Force 
ceased as soon as the Lapps and Basques had been driven 
off. In internal affairs equality or voluntarily conceded 
privilege prevailed. Where private ownership of land by 
individual peasants arose out of common ownership, this 
division up to the sixteenth century took place purely 
spontaneously among the members of the community. It 
occurred in most cases quite gradually and remnants of 
common possession could be encountered very frequently. 
There was no idea of using force; it was applied only 
against these remnants (England in the eighteenth and nine­
teenth centuries, Germany mainly in the nineteenth century). 
Ireland is a special case. This common ownership quietly 
persisted in India and Russia under the most diverse forcible 
conquests and despotisms, and formed their basis. Russia 
is proof of how the relations of production determine the 
political relations of force. Up to the end of the seven­
teenth century the Russian peasant suffered little oppression, 
enjoyed the right of movement and was hardly a bondsman. 
The first Romanov attached the peasants to the soil. With 
Pet~r began the foreign trade of Russia, which had only 
agncultural products to export. This brought on the 
oppression of the peasants. It grew in the same measure 
as exports, for the sake of which it had been introduced, 
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until Catherine made the oppression complete and ended 
legislation on the subje~t. This legislation, however, per­
mitted the landed propnetors to grind down the peasants 
more and more, so that their yoke became ever harder to 
bear. 

Ch.IV 

If force is the cause of social and political conditions, 
what is the cause of force ? The appropriation of products 
of the labour of others and of labour-power of others. 
Force was able to change the consumption of products but 
not the mode of production itself; it could not transform 
bond labour into wage-labour unless the requisite condi­
tions existed and bond labour had become a fetter on 
production. 

Ch.IV 

Hitherto force-from now on sociality. Purely a pious 
wish, a demand of "justice." Thoma.s More set up this 
demand already 350 years ago;t but 1t has not yet been 
met. Why should it be fulfilled now ? Diihring is at a 
loss for an answer. In reality, mo?ern industry sets up this 
demand not as a demand of jusuce but as a necessity of 
production, and that changes everything. 

1 E Is' t ry writings for A nti-Diilzring consist of two . nge s prepara o f · f 
Parts Th fi t · s separate sheets o vanous ormat (alto-. c rs compnse · · t t f Dlih' • • gether 35 · t es) contammg ex rae s rom rmg s - manuscnp pag • . h d · · 
book and Engels's notes, of whtch those t at \~ere usc m Antz-
Dilhring were crossed out. The second pa.rt. cons!sts of large format 
sheets (altogeth 17 uscript pages) dtvtdcd mto two columns: 
the left hand c~lumn ~:~tains mainly cx~racts from the 2nd cd~tion 
of Diihring's Co I Political and Soczal Economy, and the nght-
hand column utrs~ o 't'cal notes by. Engel~: s~m~ of the entries 

cop ams en I cd 10 Antz-DulzrmR. 
are crossed. yertlcally-thcy were ,~:itings for Anti-Diilzring include: 

Jn addztwn, the preparatory Fourier's Tlzc New Industrial and 
a n~te on slavery, extracts frod rn socialism, which were the initial 
Soc!al World and notes .on mo ~zti-Dilhring. These three notes arc 
yanant of the buroductrol! to Ar Dialectics of Nature. The present 
m the first batch of matcnals fo ng the preparatory works f 
edition gives two of the not~s amnoccs between the first and fi orl 

· D "! · d th k y dtvcrgc . ' na Antr- u mng, an e. c roduccd m the footnotes to th 
texts of the Jntroductzon arc. rep e 

.first chapter of the lntroductzon. · · · · • 
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. 2. This refers to the period of Jacobin revolutionary-democratic 

<hstatorship (June 1793-July I 794), when the Jacob ins retaliated with 
revolutionary terror to the counter-revolutionary terror of the 
·Girondins and Royalists. 

Directorate (a body of five Directors, with one of them standing 
for rc-eJcction every year in rotation)-the organ· of executive power 
in France under the 1795 Constitution adopted after the fall of the 
Jacobin revolutionary dictatorship in 1794. It existed until the coup 
d'etat effected by Napoleon in 1799; while it was in o1fice it main­
•tained a reign of terror against democratic forces and upheld the 
interest of the big bourgeoisie. 

3. On August 4, 1789, pressured by the growing peasant move­
-ment, the French Constituent Assembly formally proclaimed the 
abrogation of a number of feudal duties, which had been, in effect, 
abolished by the insurgent peasants. However, the laws promulgated 
on the heels of this proclamation repealed without redemption only 
personal duties. All feudal duties were repealed without redemption 
·only under the Jacobin dictatorship by a law on July 17, 1793. 

The decree on the confiscation of Church property was passed 
'by the Constituent Assembly on November 2, 1789, and the decree 
on the confiscation of the property of nobles in exile was passed 
·by the Legislative Assembly on February 9, 1792. 

4. The reference is to Thomas More's Utopia, the first edition 
.nf which was published in Louvain, Belgium, in 1516. 
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Congress of Vienna-(/8 September, 1814-9 June, 1815) 
They joined together the conquerors of Napoleon the first.­

From the Congress Austria, Engla~d and Russia changed the map-· 
of Europe, in order to restore the mterests of the national reunions· 
and the independence of the peoples. The division of GermanY 
remained. Along with Austria and Prussia many other small states 
acquired new tcrri~ories _which were. ta~en over from Napoleon; 
for example, Bavana recetved the ternton_es stretching upto Austria, . 
Prussia received the Pfalz, Wlirzburg recetvcd portions of the duchy 
of Frankfurt, etc. 

The fall of Napoleon lef~ the disp?sition of the empire to the 
four powers who overthrew hm~;-Aust~Ia, Prussia, Russia and Great 
Britain. Other countries, of _wh1c~ Spam, Portugal and Sweden were 
most important had shared m thiS task and had signed the treaties 
of Paris in 1814, but the four greater powers were bound together 
by a special alliance (treaty of <:;haumont, March I, 1814). Thus,_ 
though the treaties with France stipulated_ that all countries that had 
taken part in the war should send plempotentiaries to a Congress _ ~ 
at Vienna, the four powers meant to J?ake the decisions themselves, _ ~ 
an~. as they could not agree ~t Pans, bou!l~ France by a secret -~ 
article of the treaties to _recogmse these dec•s•ons_ at a future date. 
All Europe sent its most tmportan~ statesmen _to Y1enna. With them 
came a host of courtiers, secretanes and lad1~s to enjoy the magni- jj 
ficent hospitality of almost bankruJ?t Aust.nan court. The social ~ 
side of the Congress made a great 1mpress10n on the age and , 
history. It was one of the causes. of the long and _unexpected del~n ·j 
in ~roducing a result, for Mattermch at least sometimes subordinate~ . 
bus mess to pleasure. p. 17. _ 

Dh•ision of Poland-Period of Division 1_138-1414 
Boleslaw III divided Poland am~m~ h1s sons, so that Poland 

like its neighbours Germany and Ktev~an Russia, ceased to be ~ 
united state for two centuries. Henry I, the Bearded tried to unite _.

1
. 

it in the XIV century. 

First partition (treaty), 1772-at St. Petersburg between Prussia 
and Russia on Feb. 6·17, 1772; th~ second_ treaty, which admitted--~ 
Austria also to a share of the spoil, was Signed on Aug. 5-16 the i 
same year. 

Second partition, 1793-Signed_ Sept. 2!, 1793. Russia got all _ 
the eastern provinces of Poland, while Prussm got Dobrzyn, Kujavia 
Great Poland, Torun and Danzig. Poland reduced to less than 1 1 :3". 
of its original dimensions. 
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Kosciuszko and Third Partition effected after the revolt (un­

successful) of patriots under the leadership of Kosciuszko by succes­
sive treaties in 1795 and 1796 between Austria, Prussia and Russia. 
Name of Poland wiped from the map of Europe, to appear only 
after more than a century. p. 17. 

Christian, Baron of Glilcksburg (1818-1906) 
Successor to a Danish throne since 1852, under the name King 

Christian IX (1863-1906). p. 18. 

Thirty Years JVar (1618-48), general. Europeat:l ':var, foug?-t 
mainly in Germany. There were many Issues-terntonal, dynastic, 
religious-and throughout the war there were shifting alliances and 
local peace treaties. The whole conflict c~n be understood only. as. 
the struggle of a number of German prmces, backed by fore1gn 
powers such as France, Swi!den, Denmark, and England, against the 
unity of the Holy Roman Empire and the house of Habsburg, 
which then ruled Spain, the empire, Austria, Bohemia, Hungary, 
most of Italy, and the South Netherlands. The war began when 
the Protestant Bohemian nobles deposed King Ferdinand (later 
Emperor Ferdinand II) and elected Frederick the Winter King in 
his stead. The imperialist forces under Tilly and the Catholic 
League under Duke Maximilian I of Bavaria defeated the Bohemians 
at the White Mt. (1620) and were victorious in the Palatinate over 
Mansfeld and Christian of Brunswick (1622-23), but the intervention 
of Christian IV of Denmark on the "Protestant" side opened a ne'>V 
phase. Defeated by Tilly and Wallestein, the Danes by the Treaty 
of LUbeck withdrew from the war (1629). A new issue was 
brought up in 1629, when Ferdinand II attempted to enforce the· 
Peace of Augsburg of 1555 and to confiscate lands that had been 
secularized after 1552. Gustavus II of Sweden, backed by France,. 
marched into Germany, defeated the imperials at Breitenfeld (I 631 ), 
on the Lech (1632), and at Li.itzen (1632); though he was kil~ed 
in his last victory, the Swedes co':'tinue_d in the war. The. tide 
seemed to turn in 1634, when the Impena1s '>Von the great victory 
of Nordlingen. A compromise peace was concluded among the 
German states at Prague (1635). To prevent an imperial victory 
and the expulsion of the Swedes, France now openly joined 
Sweden, and the war entered its last and bloodiest phase. spreading 
to Low Countries, Italy, the Iberian Peninsula, and Scandinavia. 
Bernhard of Saxe-Weimar, the Swedes Bailer, Turstensson, and· 
Wrangel, and the French under Louis II de Conde and Turenne 
were, despite temporary set backs, vjctorious. Peace negotiations 
began 1640 but the fighting continued until the Peace of Westa­
phalia (1648) and-in the case of France and Spain-until the_ 
Peace of Pyrennes (1659). Germany was in ruins, depopulated 
and starving. The Holv Roman Empire became a hollow shell. 
Thh_c house of Austria began its decline. France emerged as the· 
c Icf power in Europe. p. 22. 

Louis Napoleon 
After the death of his brother in 1831 and that of Duke of 
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Reichstadt in 1832 made Louis Napoleon heir to his uncle's clairr1 5 , 
since neither his father nor his ~!lcles Joseph and Lucien wished t~ 
pursue them. King, Louis Ph1hppe, a~x10us to conceal the fact:. 
that he had a rival, silently deported h1m to the U.S.A. in ts36 :: 
without trial or fuss. He returned to Europe in 1837. proiT1. 
Switzerland he went to England. Returned to France in the hope 
of gaining the throne but was tried. and impris~ned. Escaped froiT:l. 
prison May 26, 1846. Elected m the election of Sept. 184 8. 
Stood for presidency the same year a~d was elected. In tb~ 
plebicite of Dec. 20 (1851) was voted dictatorial powers for tcrL 
years. In Nov. 1852 he held another plebicite and was elected 
emperor of the French· and on Dec. 2, 1852, he assumed tb~ 
title of Napoleon III. (~~poleo~ II was Napoleon l's son, tcch_ni­
cally assumed to have re1g~ed m 1~15). Thus the tragic penod 
known as the second empire was maugurated. 

On April 24, 1859 he l(!eclared war on Austria. 
The grandiose plan to e_stablis~ "Latin Empire" in Mexico in­

volyed Napolean in further d1fficul~Ies (1862-67). He annexed Cochin. 
Ch1~a to France (1862). ~-Ie ~a1d: "fhe Napoleonic idea is not:. 
an Idea of war, but a socml, mdustnal, commercial and humani­
tarian idea" in youth. Marx declared that his principles were not: 
libe~ty, equality and fraternity but "cavalry, infantry and artillery. •'"" 
Durmg the Franco-German War declared b~ France ~:m July 19 

· 0870) h<: surrendered on Sept. 2, and the th1rd repubhe was pro_ 
da1med m Paris' on Sept. 4. Napolcan III died in England on_ 
June 9, 1873. p. 23. 

(174[rederick 1/-routed Silesia in the War c;>f Austrian Successior:t 
· -48). The plea for the outbreak of th1s war which brough. 
to~ethe~ a series of European feudal ~tates, mainly Prussian anJ 
~ken mto the Habsburgian lands which fell to. Maria Theresa 

aughter of Karl VI who bad left no male he1r on his d th" 
In December 1740 Frcderik II conquered Silesia belongin ea t • 
Austria. France and Bavaria at first adopted a well-m g . ~ 
neutrality towards Prussia. After the ~ustrian troops had et~~~~~ 
a few defeats these states encircled ~russm. E~gland, which aspire cl 
to w«?akcn France as its commer~I~I .competitor .took sides wit~ 

.Austna. Austria was helped m•htan.ly and diplomaticall b •--.. 
Sa~dini~, Holland and Russi.a. .Fredcmk II of Prussia bet~aye ~ 
twice m this battle his ~Ihe~ m as much as he contracted c::t 
separate treaty with Austna m .17~2 and 1745. In 1742 Pruss·q_ 
occupied the largest part of S1lesm, and after the end of th<'\. 
battle the whole of it. p. 3t: 

Metternich, Clemens, Fiirs/ vo11 (1773-1859)-dominating figur 
of the Holy Alliance (1815) drawn up ~Y. the tsar Alexander lQ:. 
signed by Emperor Francis I .and ~y :Iihaf ~II land Ultimate)~ 
by all European rulers exceptmg t e •~g 0 ng.and, the p 0 
and the Sultan of Tu'rkey, directed. agamst the h'?crtics of th; 
people, camouflaged by religion. Espwnagc, cens~rship, and armed 
suppression of liberal movements were essentml features of 
Metternich's policy, and the era 1815•1848 has been called the 
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Age of Mcttcrnich. This symbol of oppr':ssion ~vas ousted by 
the revolution of 1848. He had to flee hidden m a basket of· 
dirty linen and seck shelter in Brighton (England). p. 30. 

Schlosser Friedrich-Christoph (1776-1861)-Social historian,. 
liberal, head ~f the school at Heidelberg for the writing of German 
history. p. 33. 

Hailsser, Ludwig (1818-67) 
Historian, Pupil of Schlosser, the state Professor at 

Heidelberg. Became in 1850 an ordinary professor in 
Heidelberg. He fought for the unity of Germany and took part in 
the inception of the newspaper Dewsche Zeitwzg (1847). He belong­
ed (1845-50) and 1860-65 to the membership of the second Roval 
Chamber and was the co-founder of Silddentsclze Zeitwzg and Der 
Deutsche Liebegeordnetentag ( 1862). He was one of the leaders 
and important person in writing German history from the death 
of Friedrick the Great to the foundation of the German Federation. 
(1854-57), 1869. Published after his death is History of the French 
Revolution (1789-1799). Published in 1867. p. 33r 

Gervinus, Georg Gottfried (1805-71) 
Historian and Liberal politician. Professor at Heidelberg. P. 33. 

Rotteck, Karl Wenzesl von 
historian and politician. 

Rodecker (1775-1840)-Liberal 
p. 35. 

Welcker, Karl Tlzeodor (1790-1869) 
A jurist from Bad, liberal publicist; 1848-49 member of the 

National Assembly at Frankfurt (Right centre) p. 35r 

The song of Biirgermeister Tsclzech 
The ballad of mayor Tschech originated in 1844. Tschech 

who was the mayor of Starkow upto 1841 delivered two shots: 
at Frederick William the Fourth on the 26th July 1844 but 
missed the aim. 

The ballad of the free Lady Drostc-Fischcring originated irr 
1845 as a parody on "Holy Rock" in Trier where in those years· 
pilgrimages were carried out. p. 35. 

Camplzausen, Ludo/f (1803-90) 
Banker in Koln, one of the leaders of the liberal bourgeoisie­

in Rhineland; Prime Mi_n_ister of Prussia (March-June 1848). He­
made a defamatory political pact with the counter revolutionary 
forces. p. 35r 

Hansemann, David Justus (1790-1864) 
Rh" c;reaJ capitalist, leading representative of the bourgeoisie irr 
ma~r~c an · From March to Sept. 1848 finance minister of Prussia. 
forces a defamatory political pact with the counter revolutionary 

• P• 35r 
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Mi/de, Karl August (1805-1861) 
A cotton millowner from Breslau, 

1848 Pr<!sident of the Prussian National 
Commerce Minister (June-Sept. 1848). 
Waldersee, Friedrich Gustav (1795-1864) 

Baron. Prussian General and writer of 
ter (1854-58). 

Vwzderblit, Cornelius ( 1794-1877) 

liberal, 
Council 

May to June 
(Right Wing); 

p. 35. 

war stories War Minis­
p. 37 

American railroad magnate. Expanded shipping interests· 
known as commodore Vanderbilt. In Civil War (186 1-65) entered 
railroad field and by 1867 controlled New York Central RR. He 
extended railroad empir<! and amassed large fortune. Gave money 
to found Vanderbilt University (1872 chartered). A son, Williarn 
Henry Vanderbilt, 1821-85 succeeded his father as president of 
New York Central RR. His son Cornelius Vanderbilt, 1843-99 
h~lped found Cathedral of St. John the Divine in .New York 
czty. p. 39 

Gould, Jay (1836-92) 
American capitalist. Helped defeat Cornelius Vanderbilt for 

control of Eric Railroad. He and James Fisk (1834-72) caused 
Black Friday (24 Sept. 1869) panic when thousands were ruined 
Later, Gould controlled four Western railroads. His son, Georg~ 
Jay Gould (1863-1923), inherited all his father's holdings and 
~hro~gh daring policies, seemed to have a transcontinental syste~ 
m hiS grasp. p. 39. 

!>'Jorny Charles Auguste Louis Joseph, Due de (1811-65)­
President of the French legislative body, and one of the chief sup 
porter of the Second Empire. Illegitimate son of Hortense d­
Beauharnais and Flahaut De La Billarderie. After an arrn e 
car<:c;r, amassed huge wealth in large trading speculations. Entere~ 
pohhcs and chosen a member of the Chamber of Deputies " 
a result of the coup d'etat of December 2, 1851, Louis NapoleA.s 
Bonaparte assumed dictatorial powers. a!ld. M?rny became min?~ 
ter of the interior. He resorted to mtzm1datmn and suppressi -
on a large scale to assure the outcome of the plebiscite 08S~I). 
that made Bonaparte Emperor ~ap?leon III. Subsequent]) 
Morny was made president of the legislative assembly. p. 4J' 
Bleiclzroder, Gerson von (1822-93) • 

Famous bankhouse was foun~ed by him _in Berlin in ISS 
It developed into the leading pnva.te bank m E_urope throu ~ 
hi_s cooperation of Rothschild and mfluence of. Bz~_marck. It gj'­
still a leading bank in West Germany. Blezchroder finau ~ 
Bismarck. p. ~e? 

Fould, Achille (1800-67), French financier and politician. Foul · 
gave backing to Louis Napolean (later Napolean ~II), whorn h ct 
served 4 times as minister of finance and once as mmister of st e 
In his tenureas finance minister the Bank of Algeria was foun~te . 

. and the floating debt was reduced (1863) by a loan. P. 4\~ 
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Sybel, Heinrich von (1817-95)-German historian, chief works 
founding of the German Empire by William I (Eng. tr., 7 vols, 
1890-98) and Geschichte des ersten Kreuzzgs (1841). p. 43. 

A Ia guerrc comme a Ia guerrc-One must take things as 
·;they come. p. 46. 

Klapka, Gyiirgy (1820-92)-Hungarian army officer, one of 
the leaders in the revolutionary war of 1848-49. In 1866, as a 
Prussian major general, organized a Hungarian corps in Silesia. 
Then he changed his views, was allowed to return to Hungary 
and entered parliament as a supporter of the Austro-Hungarian 
·Compromise. In 1877 Klapka was employed on reorganizing the 
Turkish army in view of the approaching war with Russia. Wrote 
books on his memoirs, on the Crimean 'War, Hungary's struggle 
for freedom. p. 46. 

Bebcl, August (1840-1913)-Turner by trade, a prominent 
leader of the German Social Democratic and international work­
ing-class movement. Beginning his political activity in the early 
·sixties, he became a member of the First International. Together 
with Wilhelm Liebknecht he founded the German Social-Demo­
·Cratic Workers' Party (the "Eisenach party") in 1869; was repeated­
ly elected to the Reichstag. In the nineties and at the turn of 
the century he fought reformism and revisionism in the ranks of 
the German Social-Democratic movement. Lenin considered his 
:speeches against the Bernsteinians "a model of the defence of 
Marxist views and of the struggle for truly socialist character of 
the workers' party." p. 49. 

Liebknecht, Wilhelm (1826-1900)-a prominent leader of the 
German and international working class movement, a founder and 
leader of the German Social Democratic Party. From 1875 and to 
the end of his life was a member of the C.C. of the party and editor 
of Vonvarts, its central organ. From 1867 to 1870 he was a deputy 
(member) to the North German Reichstag, after 1874 was re~ 
peatedly elected a deputy to the German Reichstag. He cleverly 
used the rostrum of the Parliament to expose the reactionary 
foreign and domestic policies of the Prussian Junkers. He was 
r~I?eatedly. gaoled for his re':'olutionary . activity. He a<;tively par­
tiCipated m the 1st InternatiOnal and m the organisation of the 
2nd International Marx and Engels held in high esteem. At the same 
time they criticised so!T!e of his mistakes, ~uch as his conciliatory 
attitude towards enem1es, and helped hJm to adopt correct 
stand. p. 49 . 

. Benedetti, Vincent (1817-1900)--:-French diplomat, remembered 
chiefly for his role as ambassador m Berlin, in the events leading 
};> the Franco-Prussian War of 1870. Published Mu Mission en 

russe (1871), Essais diplomatiqucs (Eng. tr., 1896). p. 53. 

F ~chelieu. Armand Jean du Plessis, due de (1585-1642)­
renc prelate and sta.tesman; commonly known as Cardinal 



128 ADDITIONAL NOTES 

Richelieu; chief minister to Louis XI_ll in l624k ath position he 
retained until his death. At home he aimed tHo rna e f monarchy 
absolute and ruled as a virtual dictator. e was .. ounder of 
French absolutism. He ruthlessly crushed the oppositiOn by the 
nobility, and destroyed the_ political power of the Hu~uenots. l-Ie: 
encouraged trade with India and Canada. _(\broad he s.ought t~ 
establish the supremacy of France by breakmg the ~owe: of the 
Habsburgs. Richelicu reformed the Sorbonne Umvcrsity anq 
found the French Academy. 

He participated in the Thirty Years War on the Protestar1 t:. 
side from 1635. p. 59_ 

Henry IV (Henry of Navarre, 1553-I610)-Bourbon King Ot: 
France. p. Sg 

. Hols_tein, former ~u.chy of North Germany. In 1459 it passe~ 
by mhentance to Chnstmn I of Denmark. p. 6Q 

Vosges-department of Eastern France, largely in Lorraine. p. 6Q-

Lassalle, Ferdinand (1825-1864) -
German petty bourgeois Socialist, publicist and lawyer, heade 

Ge~eral Association of German Workers (1863), supported tl)_ Cl. 
pohcy of unification of Germany "from above". under the hegemo ~ 
of Prussia, originator of opportunism m German Soc!"\~ 
Democracy. p. 7~ ~ 

. S~}{;tbeer, Adolf Georg (1814-92)-German economist a -
statistician. Secretary of Hamburg Commerz depu_tation, organi 11~ b bu.reau at Hamburg whose Tabellarische Ubers1chten der h Z~'C:l 
_urg1schen Hande!s constitutes one of the earliest German publl!~-. 

tiO!JS of statistics of trade and prices. He was effective exponenticq,-.. 
Unified gold standard in general. His memorial of 1856 a d ~t:" 
of currency legislation is of great historical interest. He w t<ttt::: 
several historical monographs on the subject in the 1860's. p.t~t~ 

t Persian Wars (500-449 B.C.) fought between the Greek . ('i-
s ates and the Persian empire. Ctt~ 

p. a'> ....... 
t A'}lerican War of Independence (1775-83)-strugglc b . ..... 
i~~ thirteen colonies on Atlantic seaboard of North AmeJ wht~l­
U SepcndenCf;! from Great Britain by the Treaty of Paris ca(l\V? ~~ 

· · recogmzcd as a nation. 8 :f~ 
p. 9s~ 
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1858 (1861) - 1888 William I (b. 1796) who succeed­
ed Frederick William 1 V as regent when the latter was 
adjudged insane, and then as king. The success of the 
Italians in 1859-60 against Austria aroused a stor~ of 
liberal and nationalist sentiment in Russia and all Germany. 

1860-62-Workers' Educational Associations founded. 
1862 Sept.-1890 March. Bismarck (Count 1866. 

Prince "1871), minister-president of Prussia, later Chancellor. 
Bismarck-Junker, avowed enemy of parliamentary institu­
tions-had made a reputation for ultra-conservatism through 
his staunch advocacy of the king's cause in the United 
Landstag of 1847 and the assembly of 1848; had subse­
quently served as Prussian representative to the Frankfurt 
Diet (1851-59), ambassador to Russia (1859-62), ambas­
sador to France (1862). He was already known for his 
strength and boldness, was detested by Liberals for his 
conservatism and for his insular Prussian outlook on the 
German problem, and was feared by the king for the auda­
city of his views. Bismarck was made minister without 
portfolio, then minister-president. He carried on constitu­
tional struggle with the Landstag for four years. 

1863, Feb. 8. At the time of the Polish insurrection 
against the Tsarist rule for complete independence Bismarck 
sent Count Alvensleben to assure the Tsar that he had 
Prussia's co-operation against the rebels; four Prussian 
corps (half· the army) was despatched to the Polish fron­
tier. This action made it possible for Russia to resist the 
attempted intervention by Austria, Britain, and France ~n 
behalf of the Poles; it was the Tsar's trust and friendship 
during the wars to German unification . 

. Agitation for the unification of "Germany" had revived 
~aptdly after 1859. Austria and the South German states 

·1a.voured reform of the Germanic Confederation. German 
Liberals generally favoured a parliamentary Kleindeutsch­
land after the Frankfurt tradition of 1848. Bismarck had 

9 
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learned at the Frankfurt Diet to distrust Austria, was CC>.I1-

vinced she must be extruded from (_iermany, preliminary to 
German union under the leadership and domination. e>f 
Prussia. 

May 23 (1863)-General German Workers' U.nie>n 
founded by Lassalle. 

1863, August. A congress of princes, summoned b 
Emperor Francis Joseph I of Austna to reform Gcrn"l an - Y 1 
Confederation, but really meant as a bait to Gcrn-:. ~c: ! 
Liberalism miscarrie~ when !3ismarck induc~d King WiUiC:""""t..n. ! 
to refuse to attend. Bismarck s next opportumty came in c n-:t 
nection with the highly complicated Sc~leswig-Holstein qu0 L1- i 
tion. A royal proclamation of Fredenck Vll of Denn"l. es- , 
( 1863, March 30) in substance announced the annexation ark: ' 
Denmark of the Duchy of Schleswig. This act was a bre "La i 
of the London Protocol .0852) b~. which the powers ach' 
guaranteed at once the mseparabiiity of the duchies h act I 
their personal union with Denmark under the king a :n..d. 
also ?f an engagement given. by Denmark to Austri.;_ 4 l::l..ci 
Frussm (Dec. 1851) not to mcorporate Schleswig or t a:n._cl 
it separately. Frederick's a~t also t~1rust. a new chartel:" .t"e at: 
the Duchy of Holstein (which r~tamed Its independcn. ~U 
without consulting its representa.ttves. This was to fl ~e) 
t. he face of Germanic Confederati~n. of which Holstein Y i .;_ ~ J 
a member. Expectation of Engh.sh and Swedish su Vov q_S.J 
was an important factor in shapmg Danish policy ctE_~~l:"t 
1863 and early 1864. In July the Germanic Confedcr l:"i:t""\ ; 
demanded that the two duchies should be taken for a~i~ ~ 1 

from Denmark and submitted to the rule of the Gcr~l. b ll:l.~ · 
Duke .of Augustenburg (sc;m of the claimants to ll-) ~ Y, 
suc.cessiOn): On Oct. 1 the Diet vo~cd federal execution ~1-:t ~ 
actiOn agamst Denmark) and mstructed Hanover <: l.. ~) 
Saxony to furnish troops. N<;>V .. 15. Frederick VII Q ~.;_~ J 1 
and was succeeded by Chnstmn IX (Nov. 18), l~ ........ I 
promptly signed a newly drafted ~onstitution (of Nov "v.l:"l.~l ( 
not formally incorporating Schleswig, but clearly tendit) l ~ )~ 
that end. ~ l: • 1 

Dec. 24. Federal troops entered Holstein. The ~ { 
was still supporting the duke of Augustenburg, \V ~.i :' 
claims had been discarded by the Lo~don Protocol. l-t Q.~:J 
Bismarck could now sepa~ate Prussm from the actio ~:t":tce 
the Diet and declare Prussia the upholder of the Proto~ ol 

<:)l_ 



IN GERMAN HISTORY FROM 1858-1890 131 

1864, Jan. 16. Austria joined Prussia in an alliance 
.and the two powers agreed to send an ultin1atum to Denmark 
demanding repeal of the constitution (otherwise they would 
invade), to settle the future course of the duchies only 
~'by mutual agreement." 

Feb. 1. Austrian and Prussian troops invaded 
Schleswig. Denmark quickly abandoned the defense of the 
Dannewirke. Germans began invasion of Denmark. 

April-June. The London Conference, engineered by 
the British to save Denmark, miscarried, due to the clever­
ness of Bismarck and stubbornness of the Danes. War 
t·enewed, crushing defeat of the Danes, the surrender of ~e 
Duchies of Schleswig, Holstein, and Lauenburg to Austna 
and Prussia (definitive Peace of Vienna, Oct. 30). 

After prolonged negotiations, Bismarck manouvered 
Austria, seriously embarrassed at home by political demand 
of the Hungarians Aug. 1865, into the Convention of 
Gastein. Joint sovereignty was to be maintained, but 
Austria was to administer Holstein. Prussia to administer 
in return Schleswig (Lauenburg going to Prussia in return 
for money payment to Austria). An impossible situation 
was created: Austrian Holstein became a virtual enclave 
in unfriendly Prussia. Under the skillful hand of Bismarck, 
Austro-Prussian relations rapidly worsened. Prussian rela­
tions with Austria were excellent. 

1865, Oct. At Biarritz Bismarck and Napoleon III, and 
appears to have dropped vague hints of compensation for 
France in the Rhineland, in return for which he won a 
promise of French neutrality from the emperor, convinced 
that Austria would be victor in the coming war. 

1866, April 8. Bismarck, aided by Napoleon conclud­
~~ an off~ns~ve and defensive alliance with Italy': Italy to 
JOin Prussia If war broke out between Austria and Prussia 
within three months, with Venetia as a reward. 

April 9. Bismarck introduced a motion for federal 
reform into the Frankfurt Diet, evidently with the idea that 
Austria would reject it and precipitate a conflict. Both 
P~rtics began to mobilise. Last minute effort to compro­
mise (Gabenz mission) proved fruitless. 

June 6. The Austrian governor of Holstein summon­
ed the Holstein Diet in order to discuss the future of the 
duchy. Bismarck denounced this as a violation of the 
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Gastin Convention and ordered Prussian troops into the 
duchy. 

1 une 12. Austria, realizing that conflict was inevitable 
signed a secret treaty with Napoleon Ill. In return fo; 
French neutrality, Austria promised to cede Venetia to. 
Napoleon (who was to retrocede it to Italy), whether 
Austria won or lost the war. In the event of Austrian 
victory, Austria was to be free to make what changes she 
wished in Germany, but if these changes disturbed the 
European balance of power (as they were bound to do) 
Austria was to consult with Napoleon before making thern'· 
Verbally Austria agreed in this case not to oppose th~ 
erection of a neutral bu!Ier state (client of France) along 
the Rhine. 

June 14. On Austria's motion, the Frankfurt Diet. 
voted f~deral e~ecution against Prussia for violating federal, 
(Holstem) terntory. Most of _the German states, includ­
ing the larger ones like Bavaria, Saxony, and Hanover 
sided with Austria against Prussia. The Prussian govern .. 
ment declared the federal constitution violated and tb -
Confederation at an end. The war began. <::: 

June-August. The Seven Weeks' War. 
July 5. Napoleon offered mediation, which Bisrnar 

accepted only on condition that the terms of peace sho ~l 
be determined before an armistice was concluded. Na u ( 
leon-ill, his will crippled, un"":illing to en~isage the us~Pa 
force-yielded; accepted Prusstan terms Imposed in ~ 
Preliminary Peace at Nikolsburg 26 July. ~anover, E.l~Q. 
toral Hesse, Nassau, Frankfurt were to be mcorporatect ~ 
Prussia; Austria was to be excluded from Germany ( l 
Germanic Confederation came to an end); German st th 
north of the Main River were to form a North Ger ate:: 
Confederation under Prussian leadership; the South Ge rn~ 
states were to remain indel?endent. and t? be p~rmitt:~1~ 
form a separate confederation. Kmg W1lhelm msisteq 1 

taking Austrian Silesia. territory from the S?uth Ger ~ 
states and Saxony. Bismarck had seen the Importanc~; 
not provoking Napoleon for the moment, of not alien . 
Prussia's potential allies for the future. He resisted att 
won the point. a1 

Aug. 16. Napoleon instructed his ambassador Co 
Vincent Benedetti, to ask for Luxemburg and for Pruss~1 
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support for the acquisition of Belgium by France. Bene­
detti was induced by Bismarck to put these demands in 
writing, along with the French offer to sanction the union of 
North and South Germany in return (the Benedetti Treaty). 
Bismarck then took advantage of illness (Sept.-Dec.) to 
evade a definite reply. The draft treaty was communicated 
to the English in 1870 and influenced British opinion in 
favour of Prussia during the war with France. 

Aug. 9-22. Bismarck took advantage of the French 
demands to push his peace negotiations with the South 
German states (Baden, Wtirttemburg, Bavaria). They were 
let off on very generous terms, but were induced, in return, 
to conclude with Prussia military alliances for the event of 
French attack. 

Aug. 23. The Definitive Treaty of Prague brought the 
war to a close. 

Sept. 8. Bill of Indemnity, by which Bismarck con­
cluded the struggle with the Prussian parliament. An election 
during the war has strengthened the Conservatives at the 
expense of the Liberals. Many of the latter had come over 
to Bismarck in view of the fact that he was accomplishing 
their programme of national unification. The bill of in­
demnity gave retrospective assent to previous expenditures 
of the government without the consent of the Landstag. It 
caused an important split in the ranks of liberalism, the 
majority of the Liberals rallying to Bismarck as the new 
National Liberal Party. 

1867. The North German Confederation, formed 
through treaties between Prussia and other states north of 
the river Main. The constitution was primarily the work 
of Bismarck himself. The new confederation was one in 
which the component states retained their own oovernments. 
but in which the military forces were contr~led by the 
federal government (the King of Prussia, commander-in­
chief). The Presidency ( praesidiwn) was held by the King 
of Prussia, represented by the Chancellor (Bismarck), res­
ponsible to him alone. The federal council (Bundesrat) 
was composed of instructed delegates of federating states, 
among whom 43 votes were divided. Prussia having 17 
and unofficially controlling the votes of several small North 
German states. The Bundesrat had constituent powers, 
but a two-thirds vote was required for constitutional changes. 
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The lower house (Reichstag) shared equally with t_!le 
Bundesrat in legislation. It was. coml?osed of depuue~ 1 

elected from single-member constituenc_ICs on the basis of 
universal suffrage. Bismarck thus aclue~cd predominance 
of Prussia in the new state, and the mamtenance of royal 
power against the Liberal demands for responsible govern­
ment. 

1867, April. The Luxemburg crisis. This grew out 
of Napoleon's efforts (wint~r 1866-67) to acquire the DuchY , 
of Luxemburg from the Kmg of the Netherlands who W<lS· 
suzerain. Bismarck had promised not to oppos; the deal, 1 

provided it were so engineered that the German national ' 
feeling should not be aroused. The French mismanaged 
the afiair, the news leaked out: Bismarck was interpellated 
in the new North German RetciiStag, and the kino of the 
Netherlands drew back from the arrangements he h;d made._ 
There followed a period of acute crisis, which was closed 
by a compromise. . 

May 7-11. An lnternatwnal Conference at London~ · 
which finally signed the !reatY. of London (Sept. 9): J 
Prussia abandoned her previous nght to garrison the fortress:~ 
of the town of Luxemburg. The duchy ceased to be a 
member of the Germanic Confederation. Its neutrality 
and independence were guarant.e~d. by the powers. ThiS: 
settlement was a profound humrhahon _for Napoleon, who 
henceforth looked upon a final reckomng with Prussia as.­
inevitable, reorganised his .army and initiated negotiation~ 
for an alliance with Austna and Italy. 

July 8. Bismarck ~rought the . four South GcrmQ!)_ 
states into the Zollverem a~d. established a Zollparlamenl:" 
(customs parliament) c~nsistmg of the North Germ at):. 
Reichstag plus representatives of South German states. Thi~ 
was effectively a parliamc~t of all Germal?y, though stilt 
empowered to deal onl~ With customs 9~1eshons. ~n Sout'l-t: 
Germany there was still mucp. 0PP0~Ihon to umon wit~ 
Prussia, due to cultural and religious diff~rc!lces and general 
suspicion, as well as attachment to states nghts. It became 
increasingly evident to Bismarck t_hat. onl~ war with France 
and the sceptre of French domii?atton m the Rhineland 
would drive South German s_tates Into the union. War h~ 
regarded as inevitable, convmced as he was that France­
would not peaceably permit the inclusion of the South 
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German states in the confederation. The sudden appear­
ance of the greatly strengthened neighbour alarmed the 
French and led to the demand of revenge for Sadowa. 

1868-70. The Hohenzollern candidacy for the Spanish 
throne after Spanish revolution (Sept. 1~68) and the ex­
pulsion of Queen Isabella, provisional government of 
Marshall Serano and General Prim made attempts to 
secure one of the Portuguese coburgs or one of the Italian 
princes as king. From the beginning there had been talk 
of otiering throne to Prince Leopold of Hohenzollern­
Sigmaringen, distant relative of both King William of Prus­
sia and of Napoleon III. Hohenzollern candidacy taken 
up by Bismarck. Leopold refused to accept unless ordered 
by the king, but William refused to take an active part. 

1870, June 19. Leopold induced to change decision 
and accept offer. King William gave grudging consent, on 
condition 'that Leopold should be elected by a substantial 
vote of the Spanish Cortes. 

July 2. Through misunderstanding Spanish Cortes 
adjourned before a vote was taken. Secret leaked out and 
led to a wave of consternation in France, fanned by the 
French foreign minister, Duke of Gramont. 

July 6. Gramont's speech in French Chamber indi­
cating war unless Prussian government withdrew candidacy. 

July 9, 11.. French ambassador Benedetti, followed 
King William to Ems, asked he order Leopold to withdraw. 
William refused, but sent a secret emissary to advise Leo­
pold to that effect. 

July 12. Prince Charles Anthony, father of Leopold, 
withdrew the candidature in behalf of his son, who was 
absent in the Alps. Not content with this, Gramont and the 
French government demanded satisfaction and ouarantees 
from King Wilhelm th~t he ~as to write to N~poleon a 
letter -of apology, officmlly disavow the candidature, and 
promise that it would not be renewed in future. 

July 13. Wilhelm, at an interview at Ems, rejected 
Benedetti's demands and repulsed all his efforts to continue 
discussion. Bismarck on receiving report of happening at 
Ems, he revised it for publication, giving it a bursque 
quality and conveying the impression that the negotiations 
at Ems had come to an end in what was tantamount to 
the rupture of relations. 
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July 15. France decided for war on the preparedness 
of the army and on the support of Austria and Italy. 

July 19. France declared war on Prussia. 
1870-71. Tlze Franco-German War. Bismarck had the 

armed support of South German states and the neutrality 
of Russia. 

Three German armies invaded France. A French 
army advanced into the Saar, won a minor victory a 1:. 
Saarbriicken. Then the German avalanche began. 

1871, Jmi. 18. Foundation of the German Empire_ 
During the war German public opinion in favour of unior.a_ 
of North and South Germany. Bismarck's negotiations_ 
making essential concessions. By end of November treatie~ 
signed with all the German states. On December 2, WilliUI".r:l_ 
yielded. 

1871, Jan. 18. William I proclaimed German Empero~ 
in the Hall of Mirrors at Versailles. The new Genna:J:":liL 
constitution adopted' on April 14 by a newly elected Reich-­
stag. The new Reich consisted of 25 states-four kingdom.~ 
(Pru~sia, Bavaria, Saxony. ~ii~ten!~urg); five gr_a!l-~ 
duchies; thirteen duchies and pnncipahties; th~ee free c1tle ~ 
(Hamburg, Bremen, LUbeck). Alsace-Lorrame (annexe~ 
from France), common property of all German states . 

. 28 May, 1871-August Bebel, after. t~e defeat of th._ 
Pans Commune, warned Bismarck _that w1thm a few decad~ ~ 
the battle cry of Parisian proletanat-war to the palace ~ 
peace to the cottages, death to pover~y and unemployment ~,. 
would be the battle cry of the workmg class of Europe. -.............: 

1871-83. The Kulturkampf. As Chancellor of t~ 
Germa?- Empire, Bismarck's first struggle was with t!::\_ ~ 
Cathohc Church in the Kul~urka1~1pj (from words used 'b ~ 
Rudolf Virchow in the Prusswn Diet on 17 January, 1873) ~ 
.. The contest has taken on the cha~~cter of. a so-call~ ~ 
great cultural struggle (Ku/turkampf). Conlhct _grew ~ '11::::: 
of the coincident~ expansion of papal pretensions a~\.. 
German power: promulgation . of the dogma of Papal i. ~ 
fallibility. (July 18, 1870)-this. was. t~~t t~e Pope, wh~ 
spea~ing ex-cathedra, po~sess~s mfalhb!hty m decisions l:' ~~ 
gardmg faith or morals, Ill virtue of IllS supreme aposto} ~ ~ 
power. This dogma attempted to . exalt papacy above t. ~ 
Christian states and to extend .. fmth and morals'' to t~~~ 
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political domain. In Germany it wanted to subordinate all 
groups to its sovereign power. 

July 8, 1871. Roman Catholic department for spiritual 
affairs abolished (recognised by the constitution of 1850). 
"Have no fear-to Canossa we shall not go, either in body 
or spirit" declared Bismarck to the Reichstag ( 14 May, 
;1872). 

1872-Bebel and Liebknecht elected to Reichstag and 
they were each promptly sent to prison for two years. Yet 
in spite of the ferocious laws of repression and a constant 
harassing of socialist organisation and punishment of its 
members, there were 56 socialists in Reichstag in 1898, the 
_year Bismarck died and was buried with an unostentatious 
village funeral in Pomerania. 

1872, June 25. By an imperial law Jesuits expelled 
from Germany; their organisation dissolved. 

1873, May. Adalbert Falk, Prussian minister of public 
·worship, ordered: (1) imposition of penalties by servants 
of the Church in matters not pertaining to religion to be 
punishable offence; (2) education of the clergy to be under 
state supervision and government to have the right to veto 
all clerical appointments; (3) people to have the right to 

:secede from the church who wished to leave it; ( 4) sub­
jecting ecclesiastical discipline in the Catholic clergy to 
·state controL 

7 May, 1874-A single Press Law for the whole Reich. 
Legal system of Reich unified. Laws on banking and regu­
lation on industrial disputes. 

1875, Feb. 6. Civil marriage made obligatory for the 
·empire. 

April 6. Prussian Diet enacted Breadbasket Bill, 
suspending all grants in aid to the Church in sees whose 

·clergy refused obedience to Pruss ian government. 
May 8. Religious orders and congregations, with the 

·exception of those engaged in nursing the sick, dissolved. 
May. The war scare, acute crisis in the relations of 

·Germany and France. 
May. In February 1875 Prussian statesman von 

Radowitz's mission to St. Petersburg reflected Bismarck's 
anxiety to hold Russia, in view of Franco-German tension. 
'Is war in sight?' article in Berliner Post referred to new 
French army law and concluded that war was in sight. 
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Panic in France. French foreign minister Due Decaz':s 
appealed to England and Russia for support, to descrcdtt 
Bismarck. 

May 10. Tsar Alexander and Russian Chancellor 
Gorchakov visit Berlin. Warning of Gorchakov and British 
Ambassador Lord Odo Russell led to acrin1onious discus­
sion between Bismarck and Gorchakov. France felt 
strengthened. 

· May, 22-27 In Gotha Congress the then two existing 
German Workers' Organizations-the Social-Democratic:.. 
Workers' Party (the so-called Eisanachers) led b~ 
Liebknecht and Bebel, and the Lassallean organizatioz:::a._ 
headed by Hansclever and Tolcke (the General Ass.ocia­
tion of German Workers)-combined to form a single party_ 
the Socialist Workers' Party of Germany. Bismarck was. 
enemy of both the above parties. 

1876, Jan. German imperial bank (Reichbank) 
opened. 

1876-Association of Tax and Economic Reformers 
The Union of German Iron Foundries. The Union of Ger_::­
man Iron and Steel Manufacturers. Central Association o 1: 
German Industrialists. 

. 11 May, 1878-Hodel, a half-crazed apprentice plumbe~ 
With anarchist leanings.. fi~ed ~wo .shots at the .emperor-_ 
T~e.re was no vestige of J~S~Ification .m fact f<;>r Bismarck.,.~ 
ra1smg alarm about a Socmhst conspuacy agamst the stat~ · 
All his life Bismarck had been haunted by the spectre 0 -
revolution. Socialism e~oke? mc:mories of 1848 an.d arouse~. 
mortal fears and prejudices m him. On the evcmng of th. 
at~.ack on the emperor, before anything was known abol..l. ~ 
Hodel's circumstances, Bismarck h.ad telegraphc~ to th. ':::. 
secretary of state for forcing affmrs from Fnedrichru ~ 
(where he was on leave); "should w~ not take .occasion fro0. 
t~e attempt to propose a bill immediately agamst the Soci~ "'-
hsts and their press , . . -......... 

May 24-Bill drafted and i!ltroduc:d but reJected, onl 
the two conservative parties votmg for It.. . ~ 

~une 2-Sccond attempt on emperors ~1fe. by Dr. Kal.­
Noblmg afforded a second opportu!lit,Y t.o rmse <~larm. Socic:t_ ~, 
Democrats had no more plann~d this m~1den~ t.han the earli~ ~ 
one. Bismarck effectively exc1ted public opm10n against th. ~ 
entire left. Bismarck persuaded emperor to dissolve th~ 
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Reiclzstag and ordered an election to bring down the Liberal 
and Socialist representatives to allow a fresh anti-Socialist 
bill to pass. 

June 11-Reichstag dissolved. 
June 13-July 13. The Congress of Berlin, Russia,. 

Britain, Austria, France, Italy and Turkey participated. 
Bulgaria divided into three parts. Austria given Bosnia 
and Herzegovina. The Greeks put off with promises for 
the future. Rumania given Dobrudja, but to hand over 
southern Bessarabia to Russia. Russia got Batum, Kars~ 
and Ardahan. British occupied Cyprus. France permitted 
to occupy Tunis. Italians put off with suggestion of 
expansion in Albania. 

July 30. In Reichstag elections the conservatives made 
substantial gains at the expense of National Liberals. 

July 30-Elections began; ·new Reichstag not summon­
ed to meet till 9 Sept., by which qate the interest in foreign 
affairs prompted by the Congress of Berlin would have 
dropped. Two Conservative parties now had 116 votes. 
(instead of 78); the Centre 94; the Liberal three parties 99. 
10 and 26 (instead of 128, 13 and 35); the Social Democrats. 
dropped from 12 to 9. For the first time Conservatives and 
Centre strong enough to defeat all Liberals and Social: 
Democrats. 

17 Sept., 1878-Bismarck introduced fresh anti-socialist 
bill which was passed on 21 Oct. It remained in force until 
3 I March, 1881 but was renewed four times. It lapsed on-
30 Sept. 1890, when William II refused to renew it. 

Oct. 19. Anti-Socialist Law passed. It was renewed' 
at intervals until I 890. Electoral campaign waged on the 
question of repre$sing socialism, though neither of the 
would-be assassins of the emperor was a socialist. This 
law banned meetings, publications, and collections of 
money which by "means of social democratic, socialistic 
or communistic designs, aim at the overthrow of the exist­
ing order of state or. society." Rigorous measures. "':ere· 
provided for its execution. In the next 12 years socmhsm 
driven underground. . 

1878-79. Negotiations with papacy for the cessation· 
o~ Kulturkampf. ~By this time half the bishops of Germa!ly 
displaced and many fled abroad. Hundreds of clencs. 
removed and many imprisoned, yet fight went on. In 1878 
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pope Pious IX died and. was s~cceeded by Leo XIII, who 
at once opened negotiatiOns w1th German ~o.vernment. J 

1879, June 30. Res!gnatio~ o~ Falk, mimster .ofiicially ~ 
.connected with the policy. Bismarck. who requrred the 
support of the Centre Party for his tariff J?rogram~1e. ~ega r::t. 
to introduce ameliorative measures on his own lllitiative 
By 1883 Kulturkampf came to an end. -

July 12. New protective Tariii Law. Free tract 
came to an end. German industry hard hit by the financiq_ e 
crisis of 1873 and causing depression, as well as the cris- l 
in agriculture produced by foreign competition. Botl ~ · 
industrialists and landowning classc~ .against free trac1. 1::}_ 
New tariff gave protection to industnahsts and landowni e, 
classes. Bismarck got back the support of Conservativ Q~ 

·Catholic Centre Party and part of the National Libcr ~ ~,., 
too supported government. National Liberal Party s;:-.1..~ 
for the second time, dissidents joining the Progressi :t t: 
h~ v~ 

In th.e decade following the introduction of proteeti · 
·German mdustry made great development. Possessed C):t'\ 1 
vast supplies of coal and large deposits of iron ore, Genna ~i 
met competitors. Railway mileage and merchant ma;.l'::\.~ 
gre~: Foreign trade grew with. gr~at rapidity, social ca 1l::l.~ 
positiOn changed much. Urbamzatwn equally striking ~ 

1879, Oct 7. Signature of aiiiance between Gcr~ ' 
and A us tria, . the foundation of the Brimar~kian alii a a\)_~­

·system. If either party attacked by Russm, the 0 l).~ 
.should come in force to its assistance. If either attac\~~ ~ 
by so~e other power, the other should preserve at I ...::~ 'l:­
neutrahty. If some other power supported Russia t~~~~ 
each ally obliged to aid the other. This alliance w~s •.t~ l: 
result _of a period of tension between Germany and Ru t~ ~ 
followmg the Berlin Congress. ~~ l_ ~ 

1881, June 18. The Conclusion of the Three Empe ~ 
League (Germany, Austria, and Russia) .. ~erm 3 y~~~ 
renewed in I 884 for 3 more years. Provisions: If <2l \:'-~ ~ 
of the above powers found itself at war wit~ a fourth ~ ~ ~~ 
cept Turkey), the other two were to mmntain frie ( ~~~·~·te 
neutrality. 1)~~-
. The five principles of the secre~ Driekaiserb l_y 

signed. They were : (I) the commitment to b l.# ~ 
volent neutrality, while reserving the right to give f:!l)·~ 

Ill.~~ 
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active assistance, in the event of war between any of the 
partners with a fourth state. provided that Turkey were that 
state a preliminary agreement should be made; (II) the 
safeguarding of Russia's interest against Britain by a re­
aft:irmation of the rule of the closure of Straits, interpreted 
as an obligation of Europe to Turkey with the intent that 
if Britain or any other power broke it, Russia might claim 
to be released; (Ill) the safeguarding of Russia's interests 
in Bulgaria and Austria's in Bosnia and Herzegovina on the 
principle of reserving action for the future with the intent 
On Bismarck's mind) that deferred payment might keep each 
dependent on Germany; (IV) the solidity of the three 
monarchs against Socialism; (V) the harmonising of the 
foreign policies of the three signatories. 

1882, May 20. Conclusion of the Triple Alliance (Ger­
many, Austria, Italy) for 5 years and renewed at inter­
vals until 1915. Terms : If Italy attacked by France 
without provocation, Germany and Austria to come to her 
aid; Italy to come to Germany's aid if latter were attacked 
by France, if one or two of the above were attacked by 
or involved in war, with two or more great powers, non­
attacked member or members to come to the aid of the 
other or others; if one of allies should be forced to make 
war on some other great power, others to preserve bene­
volent neutrality. 

1883, May. Sickness Insurance Law, Accident Insur­
ance Law, (1884) Old Age and Invalidation Insurance Law 
(May, 1889), of which costs were divided between the em­
ployers and workers, with state contributions to pensions. 

These laws never allowed to foster self-reliance or in-· 
dependence of working class, and a sense of this fact, and 
~n incr~as~ng resentment at the inequalities of the expand­
mg capitalist system, helped the socialist movement to grow 
enormously in Germany_ throughout the period. 

1883---85. FoundatiOn of the German Colonial Em­
pire. Feb.-April. Establishment of Germans, under Li.ide­
ritz, at Angra Pequefia (Southwest Africa) marking be­
ginning of German colonial empire (gro~ing agitation 
fr?m 1875 onward German Colonial Society, 1 882) and 
BI~m?-rck's conversion to imperialism. Opposition ~y 
Bntam. but German Government took Angra Pequena 
under its protection (Apr. 24). Two years of growing ten-
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sion between England and Germany. dispute exten?ing to 
East African territory, the Cameroons,. etc. Bismarck:. 
managed to establish a loose entente w1th France, espe­
cially in the question of Egypt and. thereby to oblig~ 
Britain to accept Germany as a coloma! power.. 

Between 1870 and 1900 British emp1~e acq~1red n~arly 
five million square miles of territory and e1~hty-e1ght million 
new inhabitants. France, in rather le.ss tn~e, three and q_ , 
half m.ill~on sq. m~es and 36 m~ll~on ~nhab~tants; Germany ~ 
one milhon sq. mlles and 17 nulhon mhab1tants; and Bel- , 
gium tried to swallow Congo, 77 times its own. size. , 

Oct. 30. Alliance of Rumania and Austna to whicQ. ; 
Germany adhered. · 

1883, 15 June-Sickness insurance. 
1884 January-Kolonial Zeitung (journal). 
6 July, 1884-Accident insurance. 
15 October, 1884-Definitive proclamation of Germa 

Protectorates in Africa. 1::\. 
1886, J?ec.-,1887, March. Pa~liamentary conflict ov~ 

an army bill, Liberal parties makmg an etl'ort to seclll" l:' 
control over appropriations. After elections, governme ~ 
through intervention of Pope, secured the support of Ce 1\l:. 
tre Party and won. 1\ ...... 

1887, Jan. Policy speech by Bismarck, warning Germa 
against war, redefining German attitude, and advocating l":l~ 
large increase in German army. ~. 

Feb. 12. First Mediterranean Agreement, betw 
England and Italy, adhered to by Austria and Spain. ci~~. 
many too acceded. Bismarck had encouraged the combi ~~ · 
t~on, exploiting acute Anglo-French tens!on (over occlll)~:... 
t10n. of Egypt by Britain) and the Itahan-French tens~~ 
.C tanff ~ar, etc.). Provision of mai~tenance of status l.~ ;::_. 
m Mediterranean, including AdriatiC, Aegean, and Blq~ ~"' 
Sea. "'-~~ 

April 20. Arrest of Schnaebele, a French frat\ \; 
official who was condemned by a German. court for es l:l._ 
nage. This aff.air led to great pop~lar e~~1temen~. ];)l_~t 

1887, Apnl. The Sclznaebele a[Jau. markmg h ~. 
of tension between France and Germany and Eur ei~~ 
affairs. generally. Renewal of Triple Alli~nce, concfP~~ t 
of Remsurance Treaty with Russia, formation of Me~~·~~ 
ranean Coalition. lt~l"-
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1888, March 9-June 15 Frederick III (b. 1831) suc­
·ceeded on death of William I. He too died of cancer. 

1888-1918. William 11 (1859-1918), the young em­
peror impulsive and headstrong, soon evinced desire to 
rule the state himself showed sympathy for workers. 

1889, June 22-Pension (Old-age and invalidity· Insur­
ance Law). 

1890, Jan. After two readings of a bill to prolong the 
anti-socialist law it was rumoured that emperor has chang­
ed his mind and favoured a policy of mildness. The bill 
was lost, but it opened a rift between emperor and chan­
-cellor, which widened when emperor proposed (Feb.) an 
international conference on labour questions, opposed by 
Bismarck as a further weak concession to socialists. Em­
peror wished to set aside the right of chancellor to be 
present at interviews of the emperor and ministers. On 
the Russo-German policy the two differed basically. Fun­
damental question was who should rule the empire-the 
emperor or Bismarck ? After further irritating incidents. 
Bismarck was ordered to .. ask permission to resign", but 
refused. 

March 18. Resignation of Bismarck, on imperial 
command. He was made Duke of Lauenburg, but un­
ceremoniously "ejected" from the chancery palace. 

1871 
1880 
1890 

POPUlATION OF GERMANY 

Rural Urban 
41,059,000 63.9 36.1 
45,234,000 58.6 41.4 
49,428,000 57.5 42.5 

INDUSTRIAL GROWTH OF GERMANY 

(Production in million tons) 
1870 1880 1890 1900 

Coal 34 59 89 149 
Iron 1.3 2.5 4.6 7.5 
Steel .3 .7 2.3 6.7 

I~· steel industry Gem1any passed Britain by 1900. 
Machme making and engineering, chemical and textile 
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industries and ship-building shared in the general cxP!" 
sion, while electrical generating and making of electn~ 
apparatus appeared as new industries. Owing to c1 
centration and mechanisation, textile industry was able 
increase its, production 14-fold between 1878 and 19( 
without increasing the number of workers employed. Cll 
mica! and electrical industries had leading positions 
Europe. 

Ge?Jlan industry was more and more geared to cxp<? 
Expans10n and concentration upon export was accompanl 
by phenomenal increase in the size of businesses. 

There was much cartelisation, both horizontally and 
depth. There were 4 cartels in 1865, 70 in 1887, 117 in 181 

ERRATA 

p. I5 line I German for Germany. 
p. 22 line I5 Von der Maas for Van der Mass. 
p. 46 f. n. 45 last line Bismar~:k for Mismarck. 
p. 63 line I fortresses for foreresses. 
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