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I. Germany at the Outbreak of the Revolution

I. Germany at the Outbreak of the Revolution
The first act of the revolutionary drama on the Continent of
Europe has closed. The “powers that were” before the hurricane of 1848
are again the “powers that be,” and the more or less popular rulers of a
day, provisional governors, triumvirs, dictators, with their tail of representatives, civil commissioners, military commissioners, prefects,
judges, generals, officers and soldiers, are thrown upon foreign shores,
and “transported beyond the seas” to England or America, there to form
new governments in partibus infidelium,2 European committees, central
committees, national committees, and to announce their advent with
proclamations quite as solemn as those of any less imaginary potentates.
A more signal defeat than that undergone by the continental revolutionary party—or rather parties—upon all points of the line of batIn his work Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Germany Engels summed up the
experience of the German Revolution of 1848-49. From the historical-materialist
viewpoint he gave a profound analysis of the preconditions, character and motive
force of the revolution, as well as the major stages of its development and the attitudes of different classes and political parties. He developed the tactical principles
of the proletarian revolutionary struggle and elaborated basic Marxist teachings on
armed insurrection.
In early August 1851, Charles Dana, an editor of the bourgeois newspaper New
York Daily Tribune, asked Marx to write for it. This was the origin of the work.
Marx, then busy with economic research, asked Engels to write some articles on the
German Revolution. In doing so, Engels drew on the annual collections of the Neue
Rheinische Zeitung for his main materials. These were supplemented by Marx, with
whom Engels constantly consulted, and who read the articles before they were sent
off. So Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Germany first appeared from October
25, 1851 to October 23, 1852 as a series in the New York Daily Tribune over Marx’s
signature. Only in 1913, upon the publication of the correspondence between Marx
and Engels, did it become known that it had been written by Engels. During Marx’s
and Engels’ lifetimes, the work was not reprinted. It was published as a separate book
in English in 1896, in an edition prepared by Marx’s daughter Eleanor Marx-Aveling. A German translation came out the same year, followed in 1900 by the French
translation by Marx’s daughter Laura Lafargue. The New York Daily Tribune ran the
articles without subheadings; the present ones were provided by Eleanor Marx-Aveling in the English edition of 1896.
2
In partibus infidelium—literally in parts inhabited by unbelievers. The words are
added to the title of Roman Catholic bishops appointed to purely nominal dioceses in non-Christian countries. Marx and Engels frequently used this expression to
describe émigré governments formed abroad in disregard of the actual situation in
their own countries.
1
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tle, cannot be imagined. But what of that? Has not the struggle of the
British middle classes for their social and political supremacy embraced
forty-eight, that of the French middle classes forty years of unexampled
struggles? And was their triumph ever nearer than at the very moment
when restored monarchy thought itself more firmly settled than ever?
The times of that superstition which attributed revolutions to the ill will
of a few agitators have long passed away. Everyone knows nowadays that
wherever there is a revolutionary convulsion, there must be some social
want in the background, which is prevented by outworn institutions
from satisfying itself. The want may not yet be felt as strongly, as generally, as might insure immediate success, but every attempt at forcible
repression will only bring it forth stronger and stronger, until it bursts
its fetters. If, then, we have been beaten, we have nothing else to do but
to begin again from the beginning. And, fortunately, the probably very
short interval of rest which is allowed us between the close of the first
and the beginning of the second act of the movement, gives us time for
a very necessary piece of work: the study of the causes that necessitated
both the late outbreak and its defeat; causes that are not to be sought for
in the accidental efforts, talents, faults, errors or treacheries of some of
the leaders, but in the general social state and conditions of existence of
each of the convulsed nations. That the sudden movements of February
and March, 1848, were not the work of single individuals, but spontaneous, irresistible manifestations of national wants and necessities, more
or less clearly understood, but very distinctly felt by numerous classes
in every country, is a fact recognized everywhere; but when you inquire
into the causes of the counter-revolutionary successes, there you are met
on every hand with the ready reply that it was “Mr. This” or “Citizen
That” who “betrayed” the people. Which reply may be very true, or
not, according to circumstances, but under no circumstances does it
explain anything – not even show how it came to pass that the “people”
allowed themselves to be thus betrayed. And what a poor chance stands
a political party whose entire stock-in-trade consists in a knowledge of
the solitary fact that Citizen So-and-so is not to be trusted.
The inquiry into, and the exposition of, the causes both of the
revolutionary convulsion and its suppression are, besides, of paramount
10
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importance in a historical point of view. All these petty personal quarrels
and recriminations—all these contradictory assertions that it was Marrast, or Ledru-Rollin, or Louis Blanc, or any other member of the Provisional Government, or the whole of them, that steered the revolution
amid the rocks upon which it foundered—of what interest can they be,
what light can they afford, to the American or Englishman who observed
all these various movements from a distance too great to allow of his distinguishing any of the details of operations? No man in his senses will
ever believe that eleven men,3 mostly of very indifferent capacity either
for good or evil, were able in three months to ruin a nation of thirty-six
millions, unless those thirty-six millions saw as little of their way before
them as the eleven did. But how it came to pass that these thirty-six millions were at once called upon to decide for themselves which way to go,
although partly groping in dim twilight, and how then they got lost and
their old leaders were for a moment allowed to return to their leadership,
that is just the question.
If, then, we try to lay before the readers of The Tribune4 the causes
which, while they necessitated the German Revolution of 1848, led quite
Members of the French Provisional Government.—Ed.
The Tribune—short for the American newspaper New York Daily Tribune, published from 1841 to 1924. Founded by the prominent American journalist and political figure Horace Greeley, it was the organ of the Left wing of the American Whigs
until the middle 1850s, and later of the Republicans. In the 1840s and 1850s it took
a progressive stand against slavery. A number of prominent American writers and
journalists worked for it. Charles Dana, who was strongly influenced by utopian
socialism, became an editor in the late 1840s. Marx was a contributor from August
1851 to March 1862. At Marx’s request, many of the articles he sent to the paper
were written by Engels, mostly in Manchester. They were dated not by the time of
writing, but by the time of their dispatch to New York, as was Marx’s habit. Some
were written in London but date-lined Paris, Vienna or Berlin. In their writings for
the New York Daily Tribune, Marx and Engels dealt with important issues of international politics, the working-class movement, the economic development of the
European countries, colonial expansion and the national-liberation movement in the
oppressed and dependent countries. During the period of reaction in Europe, they
made use of this widely-circulated American paper to expose with concrete data the
evils of capitalist society and the irreconcilable contradictions inherent in it, and to
make clear the limitations of bourgeois democracy.
The Tribune editors often took considerable liberties with these articles, publishing many of them unsigned in the form of editorials. After the middle of 1855, all
contributions by Marx and Engels were published unsigned. There were also cases
when the editors arbitrarily tampered with their text or the dating, despite Marx’s
repeated protests. In the autumn of 1857, during the economic crisis in the United

3
4
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as inevitably to its momentary repression in 1849 and 1850, we shall not
be expected to give a complete history of the events as they passed in
that country. Later events, and the judgment of coming generations,
will decide what portion of that confused mass of seemingly accidental,
incoherent and incongruous facts is to form a part of the world’s history.
The time for such a task has not yet arrived; we must confine ourselves to
the limits of the possible, and be satisfied, if we can find rational causes,
based upon undeniable facts, to explain the chief events, the principal
vicissitudes of that movement, and to give us a clue as to the direction
which the next, and perhaps not very distant, outbreak will impart to
the German people.
And firstly, what was the state of Germany at the outbreak of the
revolution?
The composition of the different classes of the people which form
the groundwork of every political organization was, in Germany, more
complicated than in any other country. While in England and France
feudalism was entirely destroyed, or at least reduced, as in the former
country, to a few insignificant forms, by a powerful and wealthy middle
class, concentrated in large towns, and particularly in the capital, the
feudal nobility in Germany had retained a great portion of their ancient
privileges. The feudal system of tenure was prevalent almost everywhere.
The lords of the land had even retained the jurisdiction over their tenants. Deprived of their political privileges, of the right to control the
princes, they had preserved almost all their medieval supremacy over
the peasantry of their demesnes, as well as their exemption from taxes.
Feudalism was more flourishing in some localities than in others, but
nowhere except on the left bank of the Rhine was it entirely destroyed.
This feudal nobility, then extremely numerous and partly very wealthy,
was considered, officially, the first “order” in the country. It furnished the
higher government officials, it almost exclusively officered the army.
States which affected the newspaper financially, the editors asked Marx to reduce the
number of his articles. At the beginning of the American Civil War Marx stopped
contributing to the Tribune. He broke with it largely because of the growing influence on its editorial board of the advocates of compromise with the slave-owning
South, and its departure from its former progressive stand. Later the paper swung
further to the Right.
12
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The bourgeoisie of Germany was by far not as wealthy and concentrated as that of France or England. The ancient manufactures of
Germany had been destroyed by the introduction of steam, and by the
rapidly extending supremacy of English manufactures; the more modern manufactures, started under the Napoleonic Continental System,5
established in other parts of the country, did not compensate for the
loss of the old ones, nor suffice to create a manufacturing interest strong
enough to force its wants upon the notice of governments jealous of
every extension of non-noble wealth and power. If France carried her
silk manufactures victorious through fifty years of revolutions and wars,
Germany, during the same time, all but lost her ancient linen trade.
The manufacturing districts, besides, were few and far between; situated
far inland, and using mostly foreign, Dutch or Belgian ports for their
imports and exports, they had little or no interest in common with the
large seaport-towns on the North Sea and the Baltic; they were, above
all, unable to create large manufacturing and trading centers, such as
Paris and Lyons, London and Manchester. The causes of this backwardness of German manufactures were manifold, but two will suffice to
account for it: the unfavorable geographical situation of the country, at a
distance from the Atlantic, which had become the great highway for the
world’s trade, and the continuous wars in which Germany was involved,
and which were fought on her soil, from the sixteenth century to the
present day. It was this want of numbers, and particularly of anything
like concentrated numbers, which prevented the German middle classes
from attaining that political supremacy which the English bourgeoisie
has enjoyed ever since 1688, and which the French conquered in 1789.
And yet, ever since 1815, the wealth, and with the wealth, the political
importance of the middle class in Germany, was continually growing.
Governments were, although reluctantly, compelled to bow at least to its
more immediate material interests. It may even be truly said that from
1815 to 1830, and from 1832 to 1840, every particle of political influence, which, having been allowed to the middle class in the constitutions
of the smaller states, was again wrested from them during the above two
The Continental System, or the Continental Blockade, proclaimed by Napoleon I
in 1806, prohibited trade between the Continental European countries and Britain.

5
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periods of political reaction—that every such particle was compensated
for by some more practical advantage allowed to them. Every political
defeat of the middle class drew after it a victory on the field of commercial legislation. And, certainly, the Prussian Protective Tariff of 1818,
and the formation of the Zollverein,6 were worth a good deal more to
the traders and manufacturers of Germany than the equivocal right of
expressing, in the chambers of some diminutive dukedom, their want of
confidence in ministers who laughed at their votes. Thus, with growing
wealth and extending trade, the bourgeoisie soon arrived at a stage where
it found the development of its most important interests checked by the
political constitution of the country—by its random division among
thirty-six princes with conflicting tendencies and caprices; by the feudal
fetters upon agriculture and the trade connected with it; by the prying superintendence to which an ignorant and presumptuous bureaucracy subjected all its transactions. At the same time, the extension and
consolidation of the Zollverein, the general introduction of steam communication, the growing competition in the home trade, brought the
commercial classes of the different states and provinces closer together,
equalized their interests, centralized their strength. The natural consequence was the passing of the whole mass of them into the camp of the
liberal Opposition, and the gaining of the first serious struggle of the
German middle class for political power. This change may be dated from
1840, from the moment when the bourgeoisie of Prussia assumed the
lead of the middle-class movement of Germany. We shall hereafter revert
to this liberal Opposition Movement of 1840-47.
The great mass of the nation, which neither belonged to the nobility nor to the bourgeoisie, consisted, in the towns, of the small trading
and shopkeeping class and the working people, and in the country, of
the peasantry.
The Protective Tariff of 1818 abolished internal duties on the Prussian territory, and
thereby created the condition for the Zollverein.
The Zollverein (Customs Union) of German states, which established a common
customs frontier, was formed in 1834 under Prussian hegemony. Later the union
embraced most German states apart from Austria and some small ones. Brought
into being by the necessity for a common German market, it promoted Germany’s
subsequent political unification.

6
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The small trading and shopkeeping class is exceedingly numerous in Germany, in consequence of the stinted development which the
large capitalists and manufacturers, as a class, have had in that country.
In the larger towns it forms almost the majority of the inhabitants; in
the smaller ones it entirely predominates, from the absence of wealthier competitors for influence. This class, a most important one in
every modern body politic, and in all modern revolutions, is still more
important in Germany, where, during the recent struggles, it generally
played the decisive part. Its intermediate position between the class of
larger capitalists, traders and manufacturers, the bourgeoisie, properly
so-called, and the proletarian or industrial class, determines its character. Aspiring to the position of the first, the least adverse turn of fortune
hurls the individuals of this class down into the ranks of the second. In
monarchical and feudal countries the custom of the court and aristocracy becomes necessary to its existence; the loss of this custom might
ruin a great part of it. In the smaller towns a military garrison, a county
government, a court of law with its followers, form very often the base of
its prosperity; withdraw these, and down go the shopkeepers, the tailors,
the shoemakers, the joiners. Thus, eternally tossed about between the
hope of entering the ranks of the wealthier class, and the fear of being
reduced to the state of proletarians or even paupers; between the hope
of promoting their interests by conquering a share in the direction of
public affairs, and the dread of rousing, by ill-timed opposition, the ire
of a government which disposes of their very existence, because it has
the power of removing their best customers; possessed of small means,
the insecurity of the possession of which is in the inverse ratio of the
amount—this class is extremely vacillating in its views. Humble and
crouchingly submissive under a powerful feudal or monarchical government, it turns to the side of liberalism when the middle class is in the
ascendant; it becomes seized with violent democratic fits as soon as the
middle class has secured its own supremacy, but falls back into the abject
despondency of fear as soon as the class below itself, the proletarians,
attempt an independent movement. We shall, by and by, see this class,
in Germany, pass alternately from one of these stages to the other.
15
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The working class in Germany is, in its social and political development, as far behind that of England and France as the German bourgeoisie is behind the bourgeoisie of those countries. Like master, like man.
The evolution of the conditions of existence for a numerous, strong,
concentrated and intelligent proletarian class goes hand in hand with
the development of the conditions of existence for a numerous, wealthy,
concentrated and powerful middle class. The working-class movement
itself never is independent, never is of an exclusively proletarian character, until all the different factions of the middle class, and particularly
its most progressive faction, the large manufacturers, have conquered
political power and remodeled the state according to their wants. It is
then that the inevitable conflict between the employer and the employed
becomes imminent and cannot be adjourned any longer; that the working class can no longer be put off with delusive hopes and promises never
to be realized; that the great problem of the nineteenth century, the abolition of the proletariat, is at last brought forward fairly and in its proper
light. Now, in Germany, the mass of the working class were employed,
not by those modern manufacturing lords of which Great Britain furnishes such splendid specimens, but by small tradesmen whose entire
manufacturing system is a mere relic of the Middle Ages. And as there
is an enormous difference between the great cotton lord and the petty
cobbler or master tailor, so there is a corresponding distance from the
wide awake factory operative of modern manufacturing Babylons to the
bashful journeyman tailor or cabinet-maker of a small country town,
who lives in circumstances and works after a plan very little different
from those of the like sort of men some five hundred years ago. This
general absence of modern conditions of life, of modern modes of industrial production, of course was accompanied by a pretty equally general
absence of modern ideas, and it is therefore not to be wondered at if, at
the outbreak of the revolution, a large part of the working classes should
cry out for the immediate re-establishment of guilds and medieval privileged trades’ corporations. Yet, from the manufacturing districts, where
the modern system of production predominated, and in consequence of
the facilities of intercommunication and mental development afforded
by the migratory life of a large number of the working men, a strong
16
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nucleus formed itself, whose ideas about the emancipation of their class
were far clearer and more in accordance with existing facts and historical
necessities; but they were a mere minority. If the active movement of
the middle classes may be dated from 1840, that of the working class
commences its advent by the insurrections of the Silesian and Bohemian
factory operatives in 1844,7 and we shall soon have occasion to pass in
review the different stages through which this movement passed.
Lastly, there was the great class of the small farmers, the peasantry,
which, with its appendix of farm-laborers, constitutes a considerable
majority of the entire nation. But this class again subdivided itself into
different fractions. There were, firstly, the more wealthy farmers, what is
called in Germany Gross- and Mittelbauern,8 proprietors of more or less
extensive farms, and each of them commanding the services of several
agricultural laborers. This class, placed between the large untaxed feudal
land-owners and the smaller peasantry and farm-laborers, for obvious
reasons found in an alliance with the anti-feudal middle class of the
towns its most natural political course. Then there were, secondly, the
small freeholders, predominating in the Rhine country, where feudalism
had succumbed before the mighty strokes of the great French Revolution. Similar independent small freeholders also existed here and there
in other provinces, where they had succeeded in buying off the feudal
charges formerly due upon their lands. This class, however, was a class of
freeholders by name only, their property being generally mortgaged to
such an extent, and under such onerous conditions, that not the peasant,
but the usurer who had advanced the money, was the real land-owner.
Thirdly, the feudal tenants, who could not be easily turned out of their
holdings, but who had to pay a perpetual rent, or to perform in perpetuity a certain amount of labor in favor of the lord of the manor. Lastly, the
agricultural laborers, whose condition, in many large farming concerns,
was exactly that of the same class in England, and who, in all cases, lived
and died poor, ill-fed, and the slaves of their employers. These three latter
This refers to the Silesian weavers’ insurrection on June 4-6, 1844—the first big
class battle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie in Germany—and the uprising of the Czech workers in the latter half of June 1844. Both were ruthlessly suppressed by government troops.
8
Big and middle peasants.—Ed.
7
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classes of the agricultural population, the small freeholders, the feudal
tenants, and the agricultural laborers, never troubled their heads much
about politics before the revolution, but it is evident that this event must
have opened to them a new career, full of brilliant prospects. To every
one of them the revolution offered advantages, and the movement once
fairly engaged in, it was to be expected that each, in his turn, would join
it. But at the same time it is quite as evident, and equally borne out by
the history of all modern countries, that the agricultural population, in
consequence of its dispersion over a great space, and of the difficulty
of bringing about an agreement among any considerable portion of it,
never can attempt a successful independent movement; they require the
initiatory impulse of the more concentrated, more enlightened, more
easily moved people of the towns.
The preceding short sketch of the most important of the classes,
which in their aggregate formed the German nation at the outbreak of
the recent movements, will already be sufficient to explain a great part of
the incoherence, incongruence and apparent contradiction which prevailed in that movement. When interests so varied, so conflicting, so
strangely crossing each other, are brought into violent collision; when
these contending interests in every district, every province, are mixed
in different proportions; when, above all, there is no great center in the
country, no London, no Paris, the decisions of which, by their weight,
may supersede the necessity of fighting out the same quarrel over and
over again in every single locality; what else is to be expected but that the
contest will dissolve itself into a mass of unconnected struggles, in which
an enormous quantity of blood, energy and capital is spent, but which
for all that remain without any decisive results?
The political dismemberment of Germany into three dozen of
more or less important principalities is equally explained by this confusion and multiplicity of the elements which compose the nation, and
which again vary in every locality. Where there are no common interests
there can be no unity of purpose, much less of action. The German
Confederation, it is true, was declared everlastingly indissoluble; yet the
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Confederation and its organ, the Diet,9 never represented German unity.
The very highest pitch to which centralization was ever carried in Germany was the establishment of the Zollverein; by this the states on the
North Sea were also forced into a Customs Union of their own,10 Austria
remaining wrapped up in her separate prohibitive tariff. Germany had
the satisfaction to be, for all practical purposes, divided between three
independent powers only, instead of between thirty six. Of course, the
paramount supremacy of the Russian Czar, as established in 1814,
underwent no change on this account.
Having drawn these preliminary conclusions from our premises,
we shall see, in our next, how the aforementioned various classes of the
German people were set into movement one after the other, and what
character this movement assumed on the outbreak of the French Revolution of 1848.
London, September, 1851

The German Confederation was formed at the Congress of Vienna on June 8,
1815. It consisted of thirty-six states each keeping its individual feudal absolutism.
Hence it aggravated the fragmentation of Germany politically and economically, and
obstructed the country’s further development.
The Federal Diet—the central organ of the German Confederation. It held its
sessions in Frankfurt on the Main, and consisted of representatives of the German
states, with the Prussian representative as its president. The Diet did not function as
the central authority, but was able to play a counter-revolutionary role. It intervened
in the internal affairs of the German states for the sole purpose of suppressing the
revolutionary movements there. In the period of the Prussian-Austrian War of 1866,
both the Federal Diet and the German Confederation went out of existence.
10
This refers to the so-called Customs Union (Steuerverein), formed in May 1834;
it included the German states of Hanover, Brunswick, Oldenburg and Schaumburg-Lippe, which were interested in trade with England. By 1854, this separatist
union disintegrated and its participants joined the Zollverein.
9
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II. The Prussian State
The political movement of the middle class, or bourgeoisie, in
Germany may be dated from 1840. It had been preceded by symptoms
showing that the moneyed and industrial class of that country was ripening into a state which would no longer allow it to continue apathetic
and passive under the pressure of a half-feudal, half-bureaucratic monarchism. The smaller princes of Germany, partly to insure to themselves
a greater independence against the supremacy of Austria and Prussia, or
against the influence of the nobility in their own states, partly in order
to consolidate into a whole the disconnected provinces united under
their rule by the Congress of Vienna,11 one after the other granted constitutions of a more or less liberal character. They could do so without
any danger to themselves; for if the Diet of the Confederation, this mere
puppet of Austria and Prussia, was to encroach upon their independence as sovereigns, they knew that in resisting its dictates they would
be backed by public opinion and the Chambers; and if, on the contrary,
these Chambers grew too strong, they could readily command the power
of the Diet to break down all opposition. The Bavarian, Württemberg,
Baden or Hanoverian constitutional institutions could not, under such
circumstances, give rise to any serious struggle for political power, and
therefore the great bulk of the German middle class kept very generally aloof from the petty squabbles raised in the legislatures of the small
states, well knowing that without a fundamental change in the policy
and constitution of the two great powers of Germany, no secondary
efforts and victories would be of any avail. But, at the same time, a race
of liberal lawyers, professional oppositionists, sprung up in these small
assemblies; the Rottecks, the Welckers, the Roemers, the Jordans, the
Stuves, the Eisenmanns, those great “popular men” (Volksmänner) who,
after a more or less noisy, but always unsuccessful, opposition of twenty
years, were carried to the summit of power by the revolutionary springThe Congress of Vienna—held in 1814-15. There Austria, England and czarist Russia, which headed European reaction, re-carved the map of Europe with a view to
restoring legitimist monarchies in disregard of the interests of the national unification
and independence of the peoples.
11
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tide of 1848, and who, after having there shown their utter impotency
and insignificance, were hurled down again in a moment. These first
specimens, upon German soil, of the trader in politics and opposition,
by their speeches and writings made familiar to the German ear the language of constitutionalism, and by their very existence, foreboded the
approach of a time when the middle class would seize upon and restore
to their proper meaning the political phrases which these talkative attorneys and professors were in the habit of using without knowing much
about the sense originally attached to them.
German literature, too, labored under the influence of the political excitement into which all Europe had been thrown by the events of
1830.12 A crude constitutionalism, or a still cruder republicanism, were
preached by almost all writers of the time. It became more and more
the habit, particularly of the inferior sorts of literati, to make up for the
want of cleverness in their productions by political allusions which were
sure to attract attention. Poetry, novels, reviews, the drama, every literary
production teemed with what was called “tendency,” that is, with more
or less timid exhibitions of an anti-governmental spirit. In order to complete the confusion of ideas reigning after 1830 in Germany, with these
elements of political opposition there were mixed up ill-digested university recollections of German philosophy, and misunderstood gleanings
from French socialism, particularly Saint-Simonism; and the clique of
writers who expatiated upon this heterogeneous conglomerate of ideas,
presumptuously called themselves “Young Germany,”13 or “the Modern
School.” They have since repented their youthful sins, but not improved
their style of writing.
Lastly, German philosophy, that most complicated, but at the same
time most sure thermometer of the development of the German mind,
had declared for the middle class, when Hegel pronounced, in his PhiThis refers to the July 1830 revolution in France which was followed by uprisings
in a number of European countries: Belgium, Poland, Germany and Italy.
13
Young Germany (Junge Deutschland)—a literary group that arose in Germany in
the 1830s and was under the influence of Heinrich Heine and Ludwig Börne. The
writings of its members (Gutzkow, Wienbarg, Mundt and others) expressed the
opposition sentiments of the petty bourgeoisie who advocated freedom of belief and
of the press. Ideological immaturity and political indecision characterized their views,
and soon many of them degenerated into ordinary bourgeois liberals.
12
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losophy of Law,14 constitutional monarchy to be the final and most perfect form of government. In other words, he proclaimed the approaching advent of the middle classes of the country to political power. His
school, after his death, did not stop here. While the more advanced section of his followers, on the one hand, subjected every religious belief
to the ordeal of a rigorous criticism, and shook to its foundation the
ancient fabric of Christianity, they at the same time brought forward
bolder political principles than hitherto it had been the fate of German
ears to hear expounded, and attempted to restore to glory the memory
of the heroes of the first French Revolution. The abstruse philosophical
language in which these ideas were clothed, if it obscured the mind of
both the writer and the reader, equally blinded the eyes of the censor,
and thus it was that the “Young Hegelian” writers enjoyed a liberty of the
press unknown in every other branch of literature.
Thus it was evident that public opinion was undergoing a great
change in Germany. By degrees, the vast majority of those classes whose
education or position in life enabled them, under an absolute monarchy, to gain some political information, and to form anything like an
independent political opinion, united into one mighty phalanx of opposition against the existing system. And in passing judgment upon the
slowness of political development in Germany, no one ought to omit
taking into account the difficulty of obtaining correct in formation upon
any subject in a country where all sources of information were under the
control of the government; where from the Ragged School and Sunday
School to the newspaper and the university, nothing was said, taught,
printed or published, but what had previously obtained its approbation. Look at Vienna, for instance. The people of Vienna, in industry
and manufactures, second perhaps to none in Germany, and, in spirit,
courage and revolutionary energy, proving themselves far superior to all,
were yet more ignorant as to their real interests, and committed more
blunders during the revolution than any others, and this was due, in
a very great measure, to the almost absolute ignorance with regard to
G. W. F. Hegel, Grundlinien der Philosophie des Rechts (Elements of the Philosophy of
Right), Berlin, 1821, trans. S. W. Dyde, 1896, George Bell & Sons, London, 1896.
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the very commonest political subjects in which Metternich’s government
had succeeded in keeping them.
It needs no further explanation why, under such a system, political
information was an almost exclusive monopoly of such classes of society
as could afford to pay for its being smuggled into the country, and more
particularly of those whose interests were most seriously attacked by the
existing state of things—namely, the manufacturing and commercial
classes. They, therefore, were the first to unite in a mass against the continuance of a more or less disguised absolutism and from their passing
into the ranks of the opposition must be dated the beginning of the real
revolutionary movement in Germany.
The oppositional pronunciamento of the German bourgeoisie
may be dated from 1840, from the death of the late King of Prussia,15
the last surviving founder of the Holy Alliance of 1815.16 The new King
was known to be no supporter of the predominantly bureaucratic and
military monarchy of his father. What the French middle classes had
expected from the advent of Louis XVI, the German bourgeoisie hoped,
in some measure, from Frederick William IV of Prussia. It was agreed
upon all hands that the old system was exploded, worn out, and must be
given up; and what had been borne in silence under the old King now
was loudly proclaimed to be intolerable.
But if Louis XVI, “Louis-le-Desiré,”17 had been a plain, unpretending simpleton, half-conscious of his own nullity, without any fixed
opinions, ruled principally by the habits contracted during his education,
“Frederick William-le-Désiré” was something quite different. While he
certainly surpassed his French original in weakness of character, he was
neither without pretensions nor without opinions. He had made himself
acquainted, in an amateur sort of way, with the rudiments of most sciences, and thought himself, therefore, learned enough to consider final
his judgment upon every subject. He made sure he was a first-rate orator,
Frederick William III (1770-1840).—Ed.
The Holy Alliance—a reactionary association of European monarchs founded in
1815 by czarist Russia, Austria and Prussia to suppress revolutionary movements in
different countries and to preserve the feudal monarchies there.
17
“Louis the Longed-for.”—Ed.
15
16
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and there was certainly no commercial traveler in Berlin who could beat
him either in prolixity of pretended wit or influency of elocution. And
above all, he had his opinions. He hated and despised the bureaucratic
element of the Prussian monarchy, but only because all his sympathies
were with the feudal element. Himself one of the founders of and chief
contributors to the Berlin Political Weekly Paper,18 the so-called Historical School19 (a school living upon the ideas of Bonald, De Maistre, and
other writers of the first generation of French Legitimists20), he aimed at
a restoration, as complete as possible, of the predominant social position
of the nobility. The King, first nobleman of his realm, surrounded in the
first instance by a splendid court of mighty vassals, princes, dukes and
counts; in the second instance, by a numerous and wealthy lower nobility; ruling according to his discretion over his loyal burgesses and peasants, and thus being himself the chief of a complete hierarchy of social
ranks or castes, each of which was to enjoy its particular privileges, and
to be separated from the others by the almost insurmountable barrier of
birth or of a fixed, unalterable social position; the whole of these castes
or “estates of the realm” balancing each other, at the same time, so nicely
in power and influence that a complete independence of action should
remain to the King—such was the beau idéal which Frederick William
IV under took to realize, and which he is again trying to realize at the
present moment.
The reference is to the Berliner politisches Wochenblatt, an extremely reactionary
periodical published in 1831-41 with the participation of representatives of the Historical School of Law (see Note 15). It was under the patronage of Prince Frederick
William, who ascended to the Prussian throne as Frederick William IV in 1840.
19
The Historical School of Law—a reactionary trend in German historiography and
jurisprudence in the late eighteenth century. With Gustav Hugo, Friedrich Karl
Savigny and others as its prominent representatives, this school opposed the bourgeois-democratic ideas of the French bourgeois revolution. For a characterization of
this school see K. Marx “The Philosophical Manifesto of the Historical School of
Law”, in Collected Works, Vol. I, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010.
20
The Legitimists—supporters of the elder line of the Bourbon dynasty of France
which represented the interests of the big landowning aristocracy and was overthrown
in 1792. They formed the Legitimist Party in 1830, after the second overthrow of the
Bourbons. When struggling against the reigning Orleans dynasty (1830-48), which
relied on the financial aristocracy and the big bourgeoisie, a section of the Legitimists
resorted to social demagogy and presented themselves as defenders of the working
people against exploitation by the bourgeoisie.
18
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It took some time before the Prussian bourgeoisie, not very well
versed in theoretical questions, found out the real purport of their King’s
tendency. But what they very soon found out was the fact that he was
bent upon things quite the reverse of what they wanted. Hardly did
the new King find his “gift of the gab” unfettered by his father’s death
than he set about proclaiming his intentions in speeches without number; and every speech, every act of his went far to estrange from him
the sympathies of the middle class. He would not have cared much for
that, if it had not been for some stern and startling realities which interrupted his poetic dreams. Alas, that romanticism is not very quick at
accounts, and that feudalism, ever since Don Quixote, reckons without
its host! Frederick William IV partook too much of that contempt for
ready cash which ever has been the noblest inheritance of the sons of the
Crusaders. He found, at his accession, a costly, although parsimoniously
arranged system of government, and a moderately filled State Treasury.
In two years every trace of a surplus was spent in court festivals, royal
progresses, largesses, subventions to needy, seedy and greedy noblemen,
etc., and the regular taxes were no longer sufficient for the exigencies of
either court or government. And thus, His Majesty found himself very
soon placed between a glaring deficit on the one side, and a law of 1820
on the other, by which any new loan, or any increase of the then existing
taxation, was made illegal without the assent of “the future representation of the people.” This representation did not exist; the new King was
less inclined than even his father to create it; and if he had been, he knew
that public opinion had wonderfully changed since his accession.
Indeed, the middle classes, who had partly expected that the new
King would at once grant a constitution, proclaim the liberty of the press,
trial by jury, etc., etc., in short, himself take the lead of that peaceful
revolution which they wanted in order to obtain political supremacy—
the middle classes had found out their error and had turned ferociously
against the King. In the Rhine Province, and more or less generally, all
over Prussia, they were so exasperated that they, being short themselves
of men able to represent them in the press, went to the length of an
alliance with the extreme philosophical party, of which we have spoken
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above. The fruit of this alliance was the Rhenish Gazette of Cologne,21
a paper which was suppressed after fifteen months’ existence, but from
which may be dated the existence of the newspaper press in Germany.
This was in 1842.
The poor King, whose commercial difficulties were the keenest
satire upon his medieval propensities, very soon found out that he could
not continue to reign without making some slight concession to the
popular outcry for that “representation of the people,” which, as the last
remnant of the long-forgotten promises of 1813 and 1815, had been
embodied in the law of 1820. He found the least objectionable mode
of satisfying this untoward law in calling together the Standing Committees of the Provincial Diets. The Provincial Diets had been instituted
in 1823. They consisted, for every one of the eight provinces of the
kingdom—(1) Of the higher nobility, the formerly sovereign families of
the German Empire, the heads of which were members of the Diet by
birthright; (2) Of the representatives of the knights or lower nobility;
(3) Of representatives of towns; and (4) Of deputies of the peasantry
or small farming class. The whole was arranged in such a manner that
in every province the two sections of the nobility always had a majority
of the Diet. Every one of these eight Provincial Diets elected a committee, and these eight committees were now called to Berlin, in order to
form a Representative Assembly for the purpose of voting the much-desired loan. It was stated that the Treasury was full, and that the loan
was required, not for current wants, but for the construction of a state
railway. But the united committees gave the King a flat refusal, declaring
themselves in competent to act as the representatives of the people, and
called upon His Majesty to fulfill the promise of a representative constitution which his father had given when he wanted the aid of the people
against Napoleon.
The Rhenish Gazette—short for the Rhenish Gazette for Politics, Trade and Industry (Rheinische Zeitung für Politik, Handel und Gewerbe)—a daily published in
Cologne from January 1, 1842 to March 31, 1843. It was founded by Members of
the bourgeoisie in the Rhine Province who were opposed to Prussian absolutism.
Marx became a contributor in April 1842 and chief editor the following October.
Its revolutionary and democratic character became more pronounced under Marx’s
editorship. The government established an especially strict censorship over the paper
and subsequently closed it down.
21
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The sitting of the united committees proved that the spirit of
opposition was no longer confined to the bourgeoisie. A part of the
peasantry had joined them, and many nobles, being themselves large
farmers on their own property, and dealers in corn, wool, spirits and flax,
requiring the same guarantees against absolutism, bureaucracy and feudal restoration, had equally pronounced against the government and for
a representative constitution. The King’s plan had signally failed; he had
got no money, and had increased the power of the Opposition. The subsequent sitting of the Provincial Diets themselves was still more unfortunate for the King. All of them asked for reforms, for the fulfillment of
the promises of 1813 and 1815, for a constitution and a free press; the
resolutions, to this effect, of some of them were rather disrespectfully
worded, and the ill-humored replies of the exasperated King made the
evil still greater.
In the meantime, the financial difficulties of the government went
on increasing. For a time, abatements made upon the moneys appropriated for the different public services, fraudulent transactions with the
“Seehandlung,”22 a commercial establishment speculating and trading
for account and risk of the state, and long since acting as its money-broker, had sufficed to keep up appearances; increased issues of state paper
money had furnished some resources; and the secret upon the whole, had
been pretty well kept. But all these contrivances were soon exhausted.
There was another plan tried: the establishment of a bank, the capital
of which was to be furnished partly by the state and partly by private
shareholders; the chief direction to belong to the state, in such a manner
as to enable the government to draw upon the funds of this bank to a
large amount, and thus to repeat the same fraudulent transactions that
would no longer do with the “Seehandlung.” But, as a matter of course,
there were no capitalists to be found who would hand over their money
upon such conditions; the statutes of the bank had to be altered, and the
property of the shareholders guaranteed from the encroachments of the
Seehandlung—short for “Preussische Seehandlungsgesellschaft” (Prussian Overseas
Trading Company) which was founded as a commercial and credit society in Prussia
in 1772 and endowed by the state with a number of important privileges. It advanced
big loans to the government, for which it in fact acted as banker and broker, and in
1904 officially became the Prussian State Bank.
22
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Treasury, before any shares were subscribed for. Thus, this plan having
failed, there remained nothing but to try a loan—if capitalists could
be found who would lend their cash without requiring the permission
and guarantee of that mysterious “future representation of the people.”
Rothschild was applied to, and he declared that if the loan was to be
guaranteed by this “representation of the people,” he would undertake
the thing at a moment’s notice—if not, he could not have anything to
do with the transaction.
Thus every hope of obtaining money had vanished, and there
was no possibility of escaping the fatal “representation of the people.”
Rothschild’s refusal was known in autumn, 1846, and in February of
the next year the King called together all the eight Provincial Diets to
Berlin, forming them into one “United Diet.” This Diet was to do the
work required, in case of need, by the law of 1820; it was to vote loans
and increased taxes, but beyond that it was to have no rights. Its voice
upon general legislation was to be merely consultative; it was to assemble, not at fixed periods, but whenever it pleased the King; it was to
discuss nothing but what the government pleased to lay before it. Of
course, the members were very little satisfied with the part they were
expected to perform. They repeated the wishes they had enounced when
they met in the provincial assemblies; the relations between them and
the government soon became acrimonious, and when the loan, which
was again stated to be required for railway constructions, was demanded
from them, they again refused to grant it.
This vote very soon brought their sitting to a close. The King,
more and more exasperated, dismissed them with a reprimand, but
still remained without money. And, indeed he had every reason to be
alarmed at his position, seeing that the Liberal League, headed by the
middle classes, comprising a large part of the lower nobility and all the
manifold discontents that had been accumulated in the different sections
of the lower orders—that this Liberal League was determined to have
what it wanted. In vain the King had declared, in the opening speech,
that he would never, never grant a constitution in the modern sense of
the word; the Liberal League insisted upon such a modern, anti-feudal,
representative constitution, with all its sequels, liberty of the press, trial
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by jury, etc.; and before they got it, not a farthing of money would they
grant. There was one thing evident: that things could not go on long in
this manner, and that either one of the parties must give way, or that a
rupture, a bloody struggle, must ensue. And the middle classes knew
that they were on the eve of a revolution, and they prepared themselves
for it. They sought to obtain, by every possible means, the support of
the working class of the towns, and of the peasantry in the agricultural
districts, and it is well known that there was, in the latter end of 1847,
hardly a single prominent political character among the bourgeoisie who
did not proclaim himself a “Socialist,” in order to insure to himself the
sympathy of the proletarian class. We shall see these “Socialists” at work
by and by.
This eagerness of the leading bourgeoisie to adopt at least the outward show of socialism was caused by a great change that had come over
the working classes of Germany. There had been ever since 1840 a fraction of German workmen who, traveling in France and Switzerland, had
more or less imbibed the crude socialist and communist notions then
current among the French workmen. The increasing attention paid to
similar ideas in France ever since 1840 made socialism and communism
fashionable in Germany also, and as far back as 1843, all newspapers
teemed with discussions of social questions. A school of Socialists very
soon formed itself in Germany, distinguished more for the obscurity
than for the novelty of its ideas; its principal efforts consisted in the
translation of French Fourierist, Saint-Simonian and other doctrines
into the abstruse language of German philosophy.23 The German communist school, entirely different from this sect, was formed about the
same time.
In 1844, there occurred the Silesian weavers’ riots, followed by
the insurrection of the calico printers of Prague. These riots, cruelly supAn allusion to German “true socialism,” a reactionary trend which in the 1840s
was spreading primarily among German petty-bourgeois intellectuals. Its representatives were Karl Grün, Moses Hess, Hermann Kriege and others who substituted
sentimental preaching of love and brotherhood for socialist ideas and denied the
necessity of bourgeois democratic revolution in Germany. Marx and Engels criticized
this ideological trend in their works: “The German Ideology” (1845-46), “Circular Against Kriege” (1846), “German Socialism in Verse and Prose” (1846-47) and
“Manifesto of the Communist Party” (1847-48).
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pressed, riots of working men, not against the government but against
their employers, created a deep sensation, and gave a new stimulus to
socialist and communist propaganda among the working people. So did
the bread riots during the year of famine, 1847. In short, in the same
manner as Constitutional Opposition rallied around its banner the great
bulk of the propertied classes (with the exception of the large feudal
land-holders), so the working classes of the larger towns looked for their
emancipation to the socialist and communist doctrines, although, under
the then existing press laws, they could be made to know only very little
about them. They could not be expected to have any very definite ideas
as to what they wanted—they only knew that the program of the constitutional bourgeoisie did not contain all they wanted, and that their
wants were nowise contained in the constitutional circle of ideas.
There was then no separate republican party in Germany. People
were either constitutional monarchists, or more or less clearly defined
Socialists or Communists.
With such elements, the slightest collision must have brought
about a great revolution. While the higher nobility and the older civil
and military officers were the only safe supports of the existing system;
while the lower nobility, the trading middle classes, the universities, the
schoolmasters of every degree, and even part of the lower ranks of the
bureaucracy and military officers, were all leagued against the government; while, behind these, there stood the dissatisfied masses of the
peasantry, and of the proletarians of the large towns, supporting, for
the time being, the liberal Opposition, but already muttering strange
words about taking things into their own hands; while the bourgeoisie
was ready to hurl down the government, and the proletarians were preparing to hurl down the bourgeoisie in its turn—this government went
on obstinately in a course which must bring about a collision. Germany
was, in the beginning of 1848, on the eve of a revolution, and this revolution was sure to come, even had the French Revolution of February
not hastened it.
What the effects of this Parisian revolution were upon Germany,
we shall see in our next.
London, September, 1851
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III. The Other German States
In our last we confined ourselves almost exclusively to that state
which, during the years 1840 to 1848, was by far the most important in
the German movement, namely, to Prussia. It is, however, time to pass a
rapid glance over the other states of Germany during the same period.
As to the petty states, they had, ever since the revolutionary movements of 1830, completely passed under the dictatorship of the Diet,
that is, of Austria and Prussia. The several constitutions, established as
much as a means of defense against the dictates of the larger states, as to
insure popularity to their princely authors and unity to heterogeneous
Assemblies of provinces, formed by the Congress of Vienna, without
any leading principle whatever—these constitutions, illusory as they
were, had yet proved dangerous to the authority of the petty princes
themselves during the exciting times of 1830 and 1831. They were all
but destroyed; whatever of them was allowed to remain was less than a
shadow, and it required the loquacious self-complacency of a Welcker,
a Rotteck, a Dahlmann, to imagine that any results could possibly flow
from the humble opposition, mingled with degrading flattery which
they were allowed to show off in the impotent chambers of these petty
states.
The more energetic portion of the middle class in these smaller
states, very soon after 1840, abandoned all the hopes they had formerly
based upon the development of parliamentary government in these
dependencies of Austria and Prussia. No sooner had the Prussian bourgeoisie and the classes allied to it shown a serious resolution to struggle
for parliamentary government in Prussia, than they were allowed to take
the lead of the constitutional movement over all non-Austrian Germany.
It is a fact which now will not be any longer contested, that the nucleus
of those constitutionalists of Central Germany, who afterwards seceded
from the Frankfurt National Assembly, and who, from the place of their
separate meetings, were called the Gotha party, long before 1848 contemplated a plan which, with little modification, they in 1849 proposed
to the representatives of all Germany. They intended a complete exclu33
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sion of Austria from the German Confederation, the establishment of a
new confederation with a new fundamental law, and with a federal parliament, under the protection of Prussia, and, the incorporation of the
more insignificant states into the larger ones. All this was to be carried
out the moment Prussia entered into the ranks of constitutional monarchy, established the liberty of the press, assumed a policy independent
from that of Russia and Austria, and thus enabled the constitutionalists
of the lesser states to obtain a real control over their respective governments. The inventor of this scheme was Professor Gervinus, of Heidelberg (Baden). Thus the emancipation of the Prussian bourgeoisie was to
be the signal for that of the middle classes of Germany generally, and for
an alliance, offensive and defensive, of both against Russia and Austria;
for Austria was, as we shall see presently, considered as an entirely barbarian country, of which very little was known, and that little not to
the credit of its population; Austria, therefore, was not considered as an
essential part of Germany.
As to the other classes of society, in the smaller states they followed, more or less rapidly, in the wake of their equals in Prussia. The
shopkeeping class got more and more dissatisfied with their respective
governments, with the increase of taxation, with the curtailments of
those political sham-privileges of which they used to boast when comparing themselves to the “slaves of despotism” in Austria and Prussia; but
as yet they had nothing definite in their opposition which might stamp
them as an independent party, distinct from the constitutionalism of the
higher bourgeoisie. The dissatisfaction among the peasantry was equally
growing, but it is well known that this section of the people, in quiet
and peaceful times, will never assert its interests and assume its position
as an independent class, except in countries where universal suffrage is
established. The working classes in the trades and manufactures of the
towns commenced to be infected with the “poison” of socialism and
communism, but there being few towns of any importance out of Prussia, and still fewer manufacturing districts, the movement of this class,
owing to the want of centers of action and propaganda, was extremely
slow in the smaller states.
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Both in Prussia and in the smaller states, the difficulty of giving
vent to political opposition created a sort of religious opposition in the
parallel movements of German Catholicism and Free Congregationalism.24 History affords us numerous examples where, in countries which
enjoy the blessings of a state Church, and where political discussion is
fettered, the profane and dangerous opposition against the worldly power
is hid under the more sanctified and apparently more disinterested struggle against spiritual despotism. Many a government that will not allow
of any of its acts being discussed, will hesitate before it creates martyrs
and excites the religious fanaticism of the masses. Thus in Germany, in
1845, in every state, either the Roman Catholic or the Protestant religion, or both, were considered part and parcel of the law of the land. In
every state, too, the clergy of either of those denominations, or of both,
formed an essential part of the bureaucratic establishment of the government. To attack Protestant or Catholic orthodoxy, to attack priestcraft,
was, then, to make an underhand attack upon the government itself. As
to the German Catholics, their very existence was an attack upon the
Catholic governments of Germany, particularly Austria and Bavaria; and
as such it was taken by those governments. The Free Congregationalists,
Protestant Dissenters, somewhat resembling the English and American
Unitarians,25 openly professed their opposition to the clerical and rigidly
orthodox tendency of the King of Prussia and his favorite Minister for
German Catholicism—a religious movement that arose in a number of German
states in 1844 and embraced a considerable section of the middle and petty bourgeoisie. It was directed against extreme manifestations of mysticism and hypocrisy in the
Catholic Church. Rejecting the supremacy of the Pope and many of the ecclesiastical
dogmas and rites, this trend sought to adapt Catholicism to the needs of the German
bourgeoisie.
Free Congregations were religious organizations that split away from the official
Protestant Church in 1846, under the influence of the “Friends of Light”—a religious trend directed against the pietism predominant in the official church which
was distinguished by its extreme mysticism and hypocrisy. The “Friends of Light”
movement was an expression of German bourgeois discontent with the reactionary
order in Germany in the 1840s. In 1859 the Free Congregations merged with the
German Catholics.
25
The Uniterians, or anti-Trinitarians, were representatives of a religious trend that
rejects the dogma of the “Holy Trinity.” The Unitarian Church, which arose in the
course of the Reformation in the sixteenth century, expressed the struggle of the
masses and radical bourgeoisie against the feudal system and the feudal church. Unitarianism spread to England and the United States in the seventeenth century. The
24
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the Educational and Clerical Department, Mr. Eichhorn. The two new
sects, rapidly extending for a moment, the first in Catholic, the second
in Protestant countries, had no other distinction but their different origin; as to their tenets, they perfectly agreed upon this most important
point—that all definite dogmas were nugatory. This want of any definition was their very essence; they pretended to build that great temple
under the roof of which all Germans might unite; they thus represented,
in a religious form, another political idea of the day—that of German
unity; and yet, they could never agree among themselves.
The idea of German unity, which the above-mentioned sects
sought to realize, at least upon religious ground, by inventing a common
religion for all Germans, manufactured expressly for their use, habits
and taste—this idea was indeed very widely spread, particularly in the
smaller states. Ever since the dissolution of the German Empire by Napoleon,26 the cry for a union of all the disjecta membra27of the German body
had been the most general expression of discontent with the established
order of things, and most so in the smaller states, where costliness of a
court, an administration, an army, in short, the dead weight of taxation,
increased in a direct ratio with the smallness and impotency of the state.
But what this German unity was to be when carried out was a question
upon which parties disagreed. The bourgeoisie, which wanted no serious
revolutionary convulsions, were satisfied with what we have seen they
considered “practicable,” namely, a union of all Germany, exclusive of
Austria, under the supremacy of a constitutional government of Prussia;
and surely, without conjuring dangerous storms, nothing more could,
at that time, be done. The shopkeeping class and the peasantry, as far as
these latter troubled themselves about such things, never arrived at any
definition of that German unity they so loudly clamored after; a few
nineteenth-century Unitarian doctrine emphasized the moral and ethical side of
Christianity in contrast to its external ritualist aspect.
26
Napoleon’s victory over Germany led to the break-down of the so-called Holy
Roman Empire of the German Nation. In August 1806, Francis I, King of Austria,
renounced his title of Emperor of the Holy Roman Empire. Founded in the tenth
century, this Empire was not a centralized state, but an association of feudal principalities and free cities that recognized the supreme power of the emperor.
27
Scattered members.—Ed.
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dreamers, mostly feudalist reactionists, hoped for the re-establishment of
the German Empire; some few ignorant, soi-disant28 radicals, admiring
Swiss institutions, of which they had not yet made that practical experience which afterwards most ludicrously undeceived them, pronounced
for a federated republic; and it was only the most extreme party which,
at that time, dared pronounce for a German Republic, one and indivisible.29 Thus, German unity was in itself a question big with disunion,
discord, and, in the case of certain eventualities, even civil war.
To resume, then, this was the state of Prussia and the smaller states
of Germany, at the end of 1847. The middle class, feeling their power,
and resolved not to endure much longer the fetters with which a feudal
and bureaucratic despotism enchained their commercial transactions,
their industrial productivity, their common action as a class; a portion
of the landed nobility so far changed into producers of mere marketable
commodities as to have the same interests and to make common cause
with the middle class; the smaller trading class, dissatisfied, grumbling
at the taxes, at the impediments thrown in the way of their business, but
without any definite plan for such reforms as should secure their position
in the social and political body; the peasantry, oppressed here by feudal
exactions, there by money-lenders, usurers, and lawyers; the working
people of the towns infected with the general discontent, equally hating
the government and the large industrial capitalists, and catching the contagion of socialist and communist ideas; in short, a heterogeneous mass
of opposition, springing from various interests, but more or less led on
by the bourgeoisie, in the first ranks of which again marched the bourgeoisie of Prussia, and particularly of the Rhine Province. On the other
hand, governments disagreeing upon many points, distrustful of each
other, and particularly of that of Prussia, upon which yet they had to
rely for protection; in Prussia, a government forsaken by public opinion,
So-called.—Ed.
“A German Republic, one and indivisible”—a slogan advanced by Marx and Engels
when the revolution was in the offing (see K. Marx, “Moralizing Criticism and Critical Morality,” written in 1847). In March 1848 it was included as the first point in
the “Demands of the Communist Party in Germany” (in Werke, Vol. 5, East Berlin,
1975)—the political program of the Communist League in the German Revolution
drawn up by Marx and Engels.
28
29
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forsaken by even a portion of the nobility, leaning upon an army and a
bureaucracy which every day got more infected by the ideas, and subjected to the influence, of the oppositional bourgeoisie—a government,
besides all this, penniless in the most literal meaning of the word, and
which could not procure a single cent to cover its increasing deficit, but
by surrendering at discretion to the opposition of the bourgeoisie. Was
there ever a more splendid position for the middle class of any country,
while it struggled for power against the established government?
London, September, 1851
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We have now to consider Austria, that country which, up to
March, 1848, was sealed up to the eyes of foreign nations almost as
much as China before the late war with England.30
As a matter of course, we can here take into consideration nothing
but German Austria. The affairs of the Polish, Hungarian or Italian Austrians do not belong to our subject, and as far as they, since 1848, have
influenced the fate of the German Austrians, they will have to be taken
into account hereafter.
The government of Prince Metternich turned upon two hinges:
firstly, to keep every one of the different nations, subjected to the Austrian rule, in check by all other nations similarly conditioned; secondly,
and this always has been the fundamental principle of absolute monarchies, to rely for support upon two classes, the feudal landlords and
the large stock-jobbing capitalists; and to balance, at the same time, the
influence and power of either of these classes by that of the other, so
as to leave full independence of action to the government. The landed
nobility, whose entire income consisted in feudal revenues of all sorts,
could not but support a government which proved their only protection
against that down-trodden class of serfs upon whose spoils they lived;
and whenever the less wealthy portion of them, as in Galicia, in 1846,
rose in opposition against the government, Metternich, in an instant, let
loose upon them these very serfs, who at any rate profited by the occasion to wreak a terrible vengeance upon their more immediate oppressors.31 On the other hand, the large capitalists of the Exchange were
chained to Metternich’s government by the vast share they had in the
This refers to the first Opium War of 1840-42, a predatory war waged by Britain
against China, which then began to be reduced to the status of a semi-colony. At the
end of the war China was compelled to sign the Treaty of Nanjing, which laid her
open to the imperialist forces of aggression.
31
In February-March 1846, simultaneously with the national-liberation insurrection in Krakow, a big peasant uprising flared up in Galicia. Making use of class
contradictions, the Austrian authorities stirred up a conflict between the insurgent
Galician peasantry and the minor Polish nobility which was attempting to support
the Krakow insurrection. The peasant uprising, which arose from the disarming of
the insurgent forces of the minor Polish nobility, demolished landlord estates on a
30
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public funds of the country. Austria, restored to her full power in 1815,
restoring and maintaining in Italy absolute monarchy ever since 1820,
freed from part of her liabilities by the bankruptcy of 1810, had after the
peace very soon re-established her credit in the great European money
markets, and in proportion as her credit grew, she had drawn against it.
Thus all the large European money-dealers had engaged considerable
portions of their capital in the Austrian funds; they all of them were
interested in upholding the credit of that country, and as Austrian public
credit, in order to be upheld, ever required new loans, they were obliged
from time to time to advance new capital in order to keep up the credit
of the securities for that which they already had advanced. The long
peace after 1815, and the apparent impossibility of a thousand years old
empire, like Austria, being upset, increased the credit of Metternich’s
government in a wonderful ratio, and made it even independent of the
goodwill of the Vienna bankers and stock-jobbers; for as long as Metternich could obtain plenty of money at Frankfurt and Amsterdam, he
had, of course, the satisfaction of seeing the Austrian capitalists at his
feet. They were, besides, in every other respect at his mercy; the large
profits which bankers, stock-jobbers and government contractors always
contrive to draw out of an absolute monarchy were compensated for by
the almost unlimited power which the government possessed over their
persons and fortunes; and not the smallest shadow of an opposition was,
therefore, to be expected from this quarter. Thus, Metternich was sure
of the support of the two most powerful and influential classes of the
Empire, and he possessed, besides, an army and a bureaucracy which,
for all purposes of absolutism, could not be better constituted. The civil
and military officers in the Austrian service form a race of their own;
their fathers have been in the service of the Kaiser, and so will their sons
be; they belong to none of the multifarious nationalities congregated
under the wing of the double-headed eagle; they are, and ever have been,
removed from one end of the Empire to the other, from Poland to Italy,
from Germany to Transylvania; Hungarian, Pole, German, Romanian,
Italian, Croat, every individual not stamped with “imperial and royal”
large scale. After putting down the insurgent movement of the minor Polish nobles,
the Austrian Government also suppressed the Galician peasant uprising.
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authority, etc., bearing a separate national character, is equally despised
by them; they have no nationality, or rather, they alone make up the
really Austrian nation. It is evident what a pliable and at the same time
powerful instrument, in the hands of an intelligent and energetic chief,
such a civil and military hierarchy must be.
As to the other classes of the population, Metternich, in the true
spirit of a statesman of the ancien régime,32 cared little for their support.
He had, with regard to them, but one policy: to draw as much as possible out of them in the shape of taxation, and at the same time, to keep
them quiet. The trading and manufacturing middle class was but of slow
growth in Austria. The trade of the Danube was comparatively unimportant; the country possessed but one port, Trieste, and the trade of this
port was very limited. As to the manufacturers, they enjoyed considerable protection, amounting even in most cases to the complete exclusion
of all foreign competition; but this advantage had been granted to them
principally with a view to increase their tax-paying capabilities, and was
in a high degree counterpoised by internal restrictions on manufactures,
privileges of guilds and other feudal corporations, which were scrupulously upheld as long as they did not impede the purposes and views
of the government. The petty tradesmen were encased in the narrow
bounds of these medieval guilds, which kept the different trades in a
perpetual war of privilege against each other, and at the same time, by
all but excluding individuals of the working class from the possibility of
raising themselves in the social scale, gave a sort of hereditary stability
to the members of those involuntary associations. Lastly, the peasant
and the working man were treated as mere taxable matter, and the only
care that was taken of them was to keep them as much as possible in the
same conditions of life in which they then existed, and in which their
fathers had existed before them. For this purpose, every old established
hereditary authority was upheld in the same manner as that of the state;
the authority of the landlord over the petty tenant-farmer, that of the
manufacturer over the operative, of the small master over the journeyman and apprentice, of the father over the son, was everywhere rigidly
32

Old regime—Ed.
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maintained by the government, and every branch of disobedience punished, the same as a transgression of the law, by that universal instrument
of Austrian justice—the stick.
Finally, to wind up into one comprehensive system all these
attempts at creating an artificial stability, the intellectual food allowed to
the nation was selected with the minutest caution, and dealt out as sparingly as possible. Education was everywhere in the hands of the Catholic priesthood, whose chiefs, in the same manner as the large feudal
land-owners, were deeply interested in the conservation of the existing
system. The universities were organized in a manner which allowed them
to produce nothing but special men, that might or might not obtain great
proficiency in sundry particular branches of knowledge, but which, at all
events, excluded that universal liberal education which other universities
are expected to impart. There was absolutely no newspaper press, except
in Hungary, and the Hungarian papers were prohibited in all other parts
of the monarchy. As to general literature, its range had not widened for
a century; it had been narrowed again after the death of Joseph II. And
all around the frontier, wherever the Austrian states touched upon a civilized country, a cordon of literary censors was established in connection
with the cordon of custom-house officials, preventing any foreign book
or newspaper from passing into Austria before its contents had been
twice or three times thoroughly sifted, and found pure of even the slightest contamination of the malignant spirit of the age.
For about thirty years after 1815 this system worked with wonderful success. Austria remained almost unknown to Europe, and Europe
was quite as little known in Austria. The social state of every class of
the population, and of the population as a whole, appeared not to have
undergone the slightest change. Whatever rancor there might exist from
class to class—and the existence of this rancor was, for Metternich, a
principal condition of government, which he even fostered by making
the higher classes the instruments of all government exactions, and thus
throwing the odium upon them—whatever hatred the people might
bear to the inferior officials of the state, there existed, upon the whole,
little or no dissatisfaction with the central government. The Emperor
was adored, and old Francis I seemed to be borne out by facts when,
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doubting of the durability of this system, he complacently added: “And
yet it will hold while I live, and Metternich.”
But there was a slow underground movement going on which baffled all Metternich’s efforts. The wealth and influence of the manufacturing and trading middle class increased. The introduction of machinery and steam-power in manufactures upset in Austria, as it had done
everywhere else, the old relations and vital conditions of whole classes
of society; it changed serfs into freemen, small farmers into manufacturing operatives; it undermined the old feudal trades-corporations and
destroyed the means of existence of many of them. The new commercial
and manufacturing population came everywhere into collision with the
old feudal institutions. The middle classes, more and more induced by
their business to travel abroad, introduced some mythical knowledge
of the civilized countries situated beyond the imperial line of customs;
the introduction of railways, finally, accelerated both the industrial and
intellectual movement. There was, too, a dangerous part in the Austrian state establishment, viz., the Hungarian feudal constitution, with
its parliamentary proceedings and its struggles of the impoverished and
oppositional mass of the nobility against the government and its allies,
the magnates. Pressburg,33 the seat of the Diet, was at the very gates of
Vienna. All the elements contributed to create among the middle classes
of the towns a spirit, not exactly of opposition, for opposition was as yet
impossible, but of discontent; a general wish for reforms, more of an
administrative than of a constitutional nature. And in the same manner as in Prussia, a portion of the bureaucracy joined the bourgeoisie.
Among this hereditary caste of officials the traditions of Joseph II were
not forgotten; the more educated functionaries of the government, who
themselves sometimes meddled with imaginary possible reforms, by far
preferred the progressive and intellectual despotism of that Emperor to
the “paternal” despotism of Metternich. A portion of the poorer nobility
equally sided with the middle class, and as to the lower classes of the
population, who always had found plenty of grounds to complain of

33
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their superiors, if not of the government, they in most cases could not
but adhere to the reformatory wishes of the bourgeoisie.
It was about this time, say 1843 or 1844, that a particular branch
of literature, agreeable to this change, was established in Germany. A few
Austrian writers, novelists, literary critics, bad poets, the whole of them
of very indifferent ability, but gifted with that peculiar industrialism
proper to the Jewish race, established themselves in Leipzig and other
German towns out of Austria, and there, out of the reach of Metternich,
published a number of books and pamphlets on Austrian affairs. They
and their publishers made “a roaring trade” of it. All Germany was eager
to become initiated into the secrets of the policy of European China; and
the Austrians themselves, who obtained these publications by the wholesale smuggling carried on upon the Bohemian frontier, were still more
curious. Of course, the secrets let out in these publications were of no
great importance, and the reform plans schemed out by their well-wishing authors bore the stamp of an innocuousness almost amounting to
political virginity. A constitution and a free press for Austria were things
considered unattainable; administrative reforms, extension of the rights
of the provincial Diets, admission of foreign books and newspapers, and
a less severe censorship—the loyal and humble desires of these good
Austrians did hardly go any further.
At all events, the growing impossibility of preventing the literary
intercourse of Austria with the rest of Germany, and through Germany
with the world, contributed much towards the formation of an anti-governmental public opinion, and brought at least some little political
information within the reach of part of the Austrian population. Thus,
by the end of 1847, Austria was seized, although in an inferior degree,
by that political and politico-religious agitation which then prevailed in
all Germany; and if its progress in Austria was more silent, it did nevertheless find revolutionary elements enough to work upon. There was the
peasant, serf or feudal tenant, ground down into the dust by lordly or
government exactions; then the factory operative, forced, by the stick of
the policeman, to work upon any terms the manufacturer chose to grant;
then the journeyman, debarred by the corporative laws from any chance
of gaining an in dependence in his trade; then the merchant, stumbling,
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at every step in business, over absurd regulations, then the manufacturer,
in uninterrupted conflict with trades-guilds, jealous of their privileges,
or with greedy and meddling officials; then the schoolmaster, the savant,
the better educated functionary, vainly struggling against an ignorant
and presumptuous clergy, or a stupid and dictating superior. In short,
there was not a single class satisfied, for the small concessions government was obliged now and then to make were made not at its own
expense, for the Treasury could not afford that, but at the expense of the
high aristocracy and clergy; and, as to the great bankers and fundholders,
the late events in Italy, the increasing opposition of the Hungarian Diet,
and the unwonted spirit of discontent and cry for reform manifesting
themselves all over the Empire, were not of a nature to strengthen their
faith in the solidity and solvency of the Austrian Empire.
Thus Austria, too, was marching, slowly but surely, towards a
mighty change, when of a sudden an event broke out in France, which
at once brought down the impending storm, and gave the lie to old
Francis’s assertion that the building would hold out both during his and
Metternich’s lifetime.
London, September, 1851
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On the 24th of February, 1848, Louis Philippe was driven out of
Paris and the French Republic was proclaimed. On the 13th of March
following, the people of Vienna broke the power of Prince Metternich,
and made him flee shamefully out of the country. On the 18th of March
the people of Berlin rose in arms, and. after an obstinate struggle of eighteen hours, had the satisfaction of seeing the King surrender himself over
to their hands. Simultaneous outbreaks of a more or less violent nature,
but all with the same success, occurred in the capitals of the smaller
states of Germany. The German people, if they had not accomplished
their first revolution, were at least fairly launched into the revolutionary
career.
As to the incidents of these various insurrections, we cannot enter
here into the details of them: what we have to explain is their character,
and the position which the different classes of the population took up
with regard to them.
The revolution of Vienna may be said to have been made by an
almost unanimous population. The bourgeoisie (with the exception of
the bankers and stock-jobbers), the petty trading class, the working people, one and all, arose at once against a government detested by all, a
government so universally hated, that the small minority of nobles and
money-lords which had supported it made itself invisible on the very
first attack. The middle classes had been kept in such a degree of political ignorance by Metternich that to them the news from Paris about the
reign of anarchy, socialism and terror, and about impending struggles
between the class of capitalists and the class of laborers, proved quite
unintelligible. They, in their political innocence, either could attach no
meaning to these news, or they believed them to be fiendish inventions
of Metternich, to frighten them into obedience. They, besides, had never
seen working men act as a class, or stand up for their own distinct class
interests. They had, from their past experience, no idea of the possibility
of any differences springing up between classes that now were so heartily
united in upsetting a government hated by all. They saw the working
47

Revolution and Counterrevolution in Germany

people agree with themselves upon all points: a constitution, trial by
jury, liberty of the press, etc. Thus, they were, in March, 1848, at least,
heart and soul with the movement, and the movement, on the other
hand, at once constituted them (at least in theory) the predominant class
of the state.
But it is the fate of all revolutions that this union of different
classes, which in some degree is always the necessary condition of any
revolution, cannot subsist long. No sooner is the victory gained against
the common enemy than the victors become divided among themselves
into different camps and turn their weapons against each other. It is this
rapid and passionate development of class antagonism which, in old and
complicated social organisms, makes a revolution such a powerful agent
of social and political progress; it is this incessantly quick upshooting of
new parties succeeding each other in power which, during those violent
commotions, makes a nation pass in five years over more ground than it
would have done in a century under ordinary circumstances.
The revolution in Vienna made the middle class the theoretically
predominant class; that is to say, the concessions wrung from the government were such as, once carried out practically and adhered to for a
time, would inevitably have secured the supremacy of the middle class.
But, practically, the supremacy of that class was far from being established. It is true that by the establishment of a National Guard, which
gave arms to the bourgeoisie and petty tradesmen, that class obtained
both force and importance; it is true that by the installation of a “Committee of Safety,” a sort of revolutionary, irresponsible government in
which the bourgeoisie predominated, it was placed at the head of power.
But at the same time, the working classes were partially armed too; they
and the students had borne the brunt of the fight, as far as fight there
had been; and the students, about four thousand strong, well-armed and
far better disciplined than the National Guard, formed the nucleus, the
real strength of the revolutionary force, and were noways willing to act
as a mere instrument in the hands of the Committee of Safety. Though
they recognized it and were even its most enthusiastic supporters, they
yet formed a sort of independent and rather turbulent body, deliberating
for themselves in the “Aula,” keeping an intermediate position between
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the bourgeoisie and the working classes, preventing, by constant agitation, things from settling down to the old everyday tranquility, and
very often forcing their resolutions upon the Committee of Safety. The
working men, on the other hand, almost entirely thrown out of employment, had to be employed in public works at the expense of the state,
and the money for this purpose had of course to be taken out of the
purse of the tax-payers or out of the chest of the city of Vienna. All this
could not but become very unpleasant to the tradesmen of Vienna. The
manufactures of the city, calculated for the consumption of the rich and
aristocratic courts of a large country, were as a matter of course entirely
stopped by the revolution, by the flight of the aristocracy and court;
trade was at a standstill, and the continuous agitation and excitement
kept up by the students and working people was certainly not the means
to “restore confidence,” as the phrase went. Thus, a certain coolness very
soon sprang up between the middle classes on the one side, and the
turbulent students and working people on the other; and if, for a long
time, this coolness was not ripened into open hostility, it was because the
ministry, and particularly the court, in their impatience to restore the
old order of things, constantly justified the suspicions and the turbulent
activity of the more revolutionary parties, and constantly made arise,
even before the eyes of the middle classes, the specter of old Metternichian despotism. Thus on the 15th of May, and again on the 26th, there
were fresh risings of all classes in Vienna, on account of the government
having tried to attack or to undermine some of the newly conquered
liberties, and on each occasion, the alliance between the National Guard
or armed middle class, the students and the working men was again
cemented for a time.
As to the other classes of the population, the aristocracy and the
money-lords had disappeared, and the peasantry were busily engaged
everywhere in removing, down to the very last vestiges, feudalism.
Thanks to the war in Italy,34 and the occupation which Vienna and
This refers to the national-liberation war waged in 1848-49 by the Italian people
against Austrian rule. The war broke out in March 1848 after the victory of the people’s uprising in Lombardy and Venice, then ruled by Austria. Under pressure from
the masses, the monarchies of Italy, with Piedmont at their head, also joined in the
34
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Hungary gave to the court, they were left at full liberty, and succeeded
in their work of liberation, in Austria, better than in any other part
of Germany. The Austrian Diet very shortly after had only to confirm
the steps already practically taken by the peasantry, and whatever else
the government of Prince Schwarzenberg may be enabled to restore, it
will never have the power of re-establishing the feudal servitude of the
peasantry. And if Austria at the present moment is again comparatively
tranquil, and even strong, it is principally because the great majority of
the people, the peasants, have been real gainers by the revolution, and
because whatever else has been attacked by the restored government,
these palpable, substantial advantages, conquered by the peasantry, are
as yet untouched.
London, October, 1851

war against Austria. The treachery of the Italian ruling classes, who feared the revolutionary unification of Italy, led to defeat in this war.
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The second center of revolutionary action was Berlin. And from
what has been stated in the foregoing papers, it may be guessed that
there this action was far from having that unanimous support of almost
all classes by which it was accompanied in Vienna. In Prussia the bourgeoisie had been already involved in actual struggles with the government; a rupture had been the result of the “United Diet”; a bourgeois
revolution was impending, and that revolution might have been, in its
first outbreak, quite as unanimous as that of Vienna, had it not been
for the Paris revolution of February. That event precipitated everything,
while, at the same time, it was carried out under a banner totally different from that under which the Prussian bourgeoisie was preparing to
defy its government. The revolution of February upset, in France, the
very same sort of government which the Prussian bourgeoisie were going
to set up in their own country. The revolution of February announced
itself as a revolution of the working classes against the middle classes; it
proclaimed the downfall of middle-class government and the emancipation of the working man. Now the Prussian bourgeoisie had of late
had quite enough of working-class agitation in their own country. After
the first terror of the Silesian riots had passed away, they had even tried
to give this agitation a turn in their own favor; but they always had
retained a salutary horror of revolutionary socialism and communism;
and, therefore, when they saw men at the head of the government in
Paris whom they considered as the most dangerous enemies of property,
order, religion, family, and of the other penates35 of the modern bourgeois, they at once experienced a considerable cooling down of their own
revolutionary ardor. They knew that the moment must be seized, and
that without the aid of the working masses they would be defeated; and
yet their courage failed them. Thus they sided with the government in
the first partial and provincial outbreaks, tried to keep the people quiet
in Berlin, who during five days met in crowds before the royal palace
to discuss the news and ask for changes in the government; and when
35

Penates—household gods of the ancient Romans.
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at last, after the news of the downfall of Metternich, the King made
some slight concessions, the bourgeoisie considered the revolution as
completed, and went to thank His Majesty for having fulfilled all the
wishes of his people. But then followed the attack of the military on
the crowd, the barricades, the struggle, and the defeat of royalty. Then
everything was changed; the very working classes, which it had been the
tendency of the bourgeoisie to keep in the background, had been pushed
forward, had fought and conquered, and all at once were conscious of
their strength. Restrictions of suffrage, of the liberty of the press, of the
right to sit on juries, of the right of meeting—restrictions that would
have been very agreeable to the bourgeoisie because they would have
touched upon such classes only as were beneath it—now were no longer
possible. The danger of a repetition of the Parisian scenes of “anarchy”
was imminent. Before this danger all former differences disappeared.
Against the victorious working man, although he had not yet uttered
any specific demands for himself, the friends and the foes of many years
united, and the alliance between the bourgeoisie and the supporters of
the overturned system was concluded upon the very barricades of Berlin.
The necessary concessions, but no more than was unavoidable, were to
be made; a ministry of the opposition leaders of the United Diet was
to be formed, and in return for its services in saving the crown, it was
to have the support of all the props of the old government, the feudal
aristocracy, the bureaucracy, the army. These were the conditions upon
which Messrs. Camphausen and Hansemann undertook the formation
of a cabinet.
Such was the dread evinced, by the new ministers, of the aroused
masses, that in their eyes every means was good if it only tended to
strengthen the shaken foundations of authority. They, poor deluded
wretches, thought every danger of a restoration of the old system had
passed away; and thus they made use of the whole of the old state
machinery for the purpose of restoring “order.” Not a single bureaucrat or military officer was dismissed; not the slightest change was made
in the old bureaucratic system of administration. These precious constitutional and responsible ministers even restored to their posts those
functionaries whom the people, in the first heat of revolutionary ardor,
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had driven away on account of their former acts of bureaucratic overbearing. There was nothing altered in Prussia but the persons of the
ministers; even the ministerial staffs in the different departments were
not touched upon, and all the constitutional place hunters, who had
formed the chorus of the newly-elevated rulers, and who had expected
their share of power and office, were told to wait until restored stability
allowed changes to be operated in the bureaucratic personnel which now
were not without danger.
The King, chap-fallen in the highest degree after the insurrection
of the 18th of March, very soon found out that he was quite as necessary
to these “liberal” ministers as they were to him. The throne had been
spared by the insurrection; the throne was the last existing obstacle to
“anarchy”; the liberal middle class and its leaders, now in the ministry,
had therefore every interest to keep on excellent terms with the crown.
The King, and the reactionary camarilla that surrounded him, were not
slow in discovering this, and profited by the circumstance in order to
fetter the march of the ministry even in those petty reforms that were
from time to time intended.
The first care of the ministry was to give a sort of legal appearance to the recent violent changes. The United Diet was convoked, in
spite of all popular opposition, in order to vote as the legal and constitutional organ of the people a new electoral law for the election of an
assembly, which was to agree with the crown upon a new constitution.
The elections were to be indirect, the mass of voters electing a number
of electors, who then were to choose the representative. In spite of all
opposition, this system of double elections passed. The United Diet was
then asked for a loan of twenty-five millions of dollars, opposed by the
popular party, but equally agreed to.
These acts of the ministry gave a most rapid development to the
popular, or as it now called itself, the democratic party. This party, headed
by the petty trading and shopkeeping class, and uniting under its banner, in the beginning of the revolution, the large majority of the working
people, demanded direct and universal suffrage, the same as established
in France, a single legislative assembly, and full and open recognition of
the revolution of the 18th of March, as the base of the new governmen53
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tal system. The more moderate faction would be satisfied with a thus
“democratized” monarchy, the more advanced demanded the ultimate
establishment of the republic. Both factions agreed in recognizing the
German National Assembly at Frankfurt as the supreme authority of
the country, while the constitutionalists and reactionists affected a great
horror of the sovereignty of this body, which they professed to consider
as utterly revolutionary.
The independent movement of the working classes had, by the
revolution, been broken up for a time. The immediate wants and circumstances of the movement were such as not to allow any of the specific demands of the proletarian party to be put in the foreground. In
fact, as long as the ground was not cleared for the independent action
of the working men, as long as direct and universal suffrage was not yet
established, as long as the thirty-six larger and smaller states continued
to cut up Germany into numberless morsels, what else could the proletarian party do but watch the—for them all-important—movement
of Paris, and struggle in common with the petty shopkeepers for the
attainment of those rights which would allow them to fight, afterwards,
their own battle?
There were only three points, then, by which the proletarian
party in its political action essentially distinguished itself from the petty
trading class, or properly so-called democratic party: firstly, in judging
differently the French movement, with regard to which the democrats
attacked, and the proletarian revolutionists defended, the extreme party
in Paris; secondly, in proclaiming the necessity of establishing a German
republic, one and indivisible, while the very extremest ultras among the
democrats only dared to sigh for a federative republic; and thirdly, in
showing upon every occasion that revolutionary boldness and readiness
for action, in which any party, headed by and composed principally of
petty tradesmen, will always be deficient.
The proletarian, or really revolutionary party succeeded only very
gradually in withdrawing the mass of the working people from the influence of the democrats, whose tail they formed in the beginning of the
revolution. But in due time the indecision, weakness and cowardice of
the democratic leaders did the rest, and it may now be said to be one
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of the principal results of the last years’ convulsions that wherever the
working class is concentrated in anything like considerable masses, they
are entirely freed from that democratic influence which led them into an
endless series of blunders and misfortunes during 1848 and 1849. But
we had better not anticipate; the events of these two years will give us
plenty of opportunities to show the democratic gentlemen at work.
The peasantry in Prussia, the same as in Austria, but with less
energy, feudalism pressing, upon the whole, not quite so hard upon them
here, had profited by the revolution to free themselves at once from all
feudal shackles. But here, from the reasons stated before, the middle
classes at once turned against them, their oldest, their most indispensable allies; the democrats, equally frightened with the bourgeoisie by
what was called attacks upon private property, failed equally to support
them; and thus, after three months’ emancipation, after bloody struggles
and military executions, particularly in Silesia, feudalism was restored by
the hands of the, until yesterday, anti-feudal bourgeoisie. There is not a
more damning fact to be brought against them than this. Similar treason
against its best allies, against itself, never was committed by any party
in history, and whatever humiliation and chastisement may be in store
for this middle-class party, it has deserved by this one act every morsel
of it.
London, October, 1851
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It will perhaps be in the recollection of our readers that in the six
preceding papers we followed up the revolutionary movement of Germany to the two great popular victories of March 13th in Vienna, and
March 18th in Berlin. We saw, both in Austria and Prussia, the establishment of constitutional governments and the proclamation, as leading
rules for all future policy, of liberal or middle-class principles; and the
only difference observable between the two great centers of action was
this, that in Prussia the liberal bourgeoisie, in the persons of two wealthy
merchants, Messrs. Camphausen and Hansemann, directly seized upon
the reins of power; while in Austria, where the bourgeoisie was, politically, far less educated, the liberal bureaucracy walked into office and
professed to hold power in trust for them. We have further seen, how
the parties and classes of society, that were heretofore all united in their
opposition to the old government, got divided among themselves after
the victory or even during the struggle; and how that same liberal bourgeoisie that alone profited from the victory turned round immediately
upon its allies of yesterday, assumed a hostile attitude against every class
or party of a more advanced character, and concluded an alliance with
the conquered feudal and bureaucratic interests. It was in fact evident,
even from the beginning of the revolutionary drama, that the liberal
bourgeoisie could not hold its ground against the vanquished, but not
destroyed, feudal and bureaucratic parties except by relying upon the
assistance of the popular and more advanced parties; and that it equally
required, against the torrent of these more advanced masses, the assistance of the feudal nobility and of the bureaucracy. Thus, it was clear
enough that the bourgeoisie in Austria and Prussia did not possess sufficient strength to maintain their power and to adapt the institutions of
the country to their own wants and ideas. The liberal bourgeois ministry was only a halting place from which, according to the turn circumstances might take, the country would either have to go on to the more
advanced stage of unitarian republicanism, or to relapse into the old
clerico-feudal and bureaucratic regime. At all events, the real, decisive
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struggle was yet to come; the events of March had only engaged the
combat.
Austria and Prussia being the two ruling states of Germany, every
decisive revolutionary victory in Vienna or Berlin would have been decisive for all Germany. And as far as they went, the events of March, 1848,
in these two cities, decided the turn of German affairs. It would, then,
be superfluous to recur to the movements that occurred in the minor
states; and we might, indeed, confine ourselves to the consideration of
Austrian and Prussian affairs exclusively, if the existence of these minor
states had not given rise to a body which was, by its very existence, a
most striking proof of the abnormal situation of Germany and of the
incompleteness of the late revolution; a body so abnormal, so ludicrous
by its very position, and yet so full of its own importance, that history
will, most likely, never afford a pendant to it. This body was the so-called
German National Assembly at Frankfurt on the Main.
After the popular victories of Vienna and Berlin, it was a matter of
course that there should be a Representative Assembly for all-Germany.
This body was consequently elected, and met at Frankfurt, by the side of
the old Federative Diet. The German National Assembly was expected,
by the people, to settle every matter in dispute, and to act as the highest
legislative authority for the whole of the German Confederation. But,
at the same time, the Diet which had convoked it had in no way fixed
its attributions. No one knew whether its decrees were to have force of
law, or whether they were to be subject to the sanction of the Diet or of
the individual governments. In this perplexity, if the Assembly had been
possessed of the least energy, it would have immediately dissolved and
sent home the Diet—than which no corporate body was more unpopular in Germany—and replaced it by a federal government chosen from
among its own members. It would have declared itself the only legal
expression of the sovereign will of the German people, and thus have
attached legal validity to every one of its decrees. It would, above all,
have secured to itself an organized and armed force in the country sufficient to put down any opposition on the part of the governments. And
all this was easy, very easy, at that early period of the revolution. But
that would have been expecting a great deal too much from an assembly
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composed in its majority of liberal attorneys and doctrinaire professors,
an assembly which, while it pretended to embody the very essence of
German intellect and science, was in reality nothing but a stage where
old and worn-out political characters exhibited their involuntary ludicrousness and their impotence of thought, as well as action, before the
eyes of all Germany. This Assembly of old women was, from the first day
of its existence, more frightened of the least popular movement than of
all the reactionary plots of all the German governments put together. It
deliberated under the eyes of the Diet, nay, it almost craved the Diet’s
sanction to its decrees, for its first resolutions had to be promulgated by
that odious body. Instead of asserting its own sovereignty, it studiously
avoided the discussion of any such dangerous questions. Instead of surrounding itself by a popular force, it passed to the order of the day over all
the violent encroachments of the governments; Mayence, under its very
eyes, was placed in a state of siege and the people there disarmed, and
the National Assembly did not stir. Later on it elected Archduke John of
Austria Regent of Germany, and declared that all its resolutions were to
have the force of law; but then, Archduke John was only instituted in his
new dignity after the consent of all the governments had been obtained,
and he was instituted not by the Assembly, but by the Diet; and as to
the legal force of the decrees of the Assembly, that point was never recognized by the larger governments, nor enforced by the Assembly itself;
it therefore remained in suspense. Thus we had the strange spectacle of
an assembly pretending to be the only legal representative of a great and
sovereign nation, and yet never possessing either the will or the force to
make its claims recognized. The debates of this body, without any practical result, were not even of any theoretical value, reproducing, as they
did, nothing but the most hackneyed commonplace themes of superannuated philosophical and juridical schools; every sentence that was
said, or rather stammered forth, in that Assembly having been printed a
thousand times over and a thousand times better long before.
Thus, the pretended new central authority of Germany left everything as it had found it. So far from realizing the long-demanded unity
of Germany, it did not dispossess the most insignificant of the princes
who ruled her; it did not draw closer the bonds of union between her
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separated provinces; it never moved a single step to break down the custom-house barriers that separated Hanover from Prussia, and Prussia
from Austria, it did not even make the slightest attempt to remove the
obnoxious dues that everywhere obstruct river navigation in Prussia. But
the less this Assembly did, the more it blustered. It created a German
fleet—upon paper; it annexed Poland and Schleswig; it allowed German
Austria to carry on war against Italy, and yet prohibited the Italians from
following up the Austrians into their safe retreat in Germany; it gave
three cheers and one cheer more for the French Republic and it received
Hungarian embassies, which certainly went home with far more confused ideas about Germany than what they had come with.
This Assembly had been, in the beginning of the revolution, the
bugbear of all German governments. They had counted upon a very
dictatorial and revolutionary action on its part—on account of the very
want of definiteness in which it had been found necessary to leave its
competency. These governments, therefore, got up a most comprehensive system of intrigues in order to weaken the influence of this dreaded
body; but they proved to have more luck than wits, for this Assembly
did the work of the governments better than they themselves could have
done. The chief feature among these intrigues was the convocation of
local legislative assemblies, and in consequence, not only the lesser states
convoked their legislatures, but Prussia and Austria also called constituent assemblies. In these, as in the Frankfurt House of Representatives,
the liberal middle class, or its allies, liberal lawyers and bureaucrats, had
the majority, and the turn affairs took in each of them was nearly the
same. The only difference is this, that the German National Assembly
was the parliament of an imaginary country, as it had declined the task
of forming what nevertheless was its own first condition of existence,
viz., a united Germany; that it discussed the imaginary and never-to-becarried-out measures of an imaginary government of its own creation,
and that it passed imaginary resolutions for which nobody cared; while
in Austria and Prussia the constituent bodies were at least real parliaments, upsetting and creating real ministries, and forcing, for a time at
least, their resolutions upon the princes with whom they had to contend. They, too, were cowardly, and lacked enlarged views of revolution60
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ary resolution; they, too, betrayed the people, and restored power to the
hands of feudal, bureaucratic and military despotism. But then, they
were at least obliged to discuss practical questions of immediate interest,
and to live upon earth with other people, while the Frankfurt humbugs
were never happier than when they could roam in “the airy realms of
dream,” im Luftreich des Traums.36 Thus the proceedings of the Berlin
and Vienna constituents form an important part of German revolutionary history, while the lucubrations of the Frankfurt collective tomfoolery
merely interest the collector of literary and antiquarian curiosities.
The people of Germany, deeply feeling the necessity of doing away
with the obnoxious territorial division that scattered and annihilated the
collective force of the nation, for some time expected to find, in the
Frankfurt National Assembly at least, the beginning of a new era. But the
childish conduct of that set of wiseacres soon disenchanted the national
enthusiasm. The disgraceful proceedings occasioned by the armistice of
Malmö (September, 1848)37 made the popular indignation burst out
against a body which, it had been hoped, would give the nation a fair
field for action, and which, instead, carried away by unequaled cowardice, only restored to their former solidity the foundations upon which
the present counter-revolutionary system is built.
London, January, 1852

36
Quoted from Heinrich Heine, Deutschland. Ein Wintermärchen (Germany, a Winter’s Tale), Hamburg, 1844, trans. Edgar Alfred Bowring, 1861, Bell & Daldy, London, 1866, p. 339.
37
This refers to the armistice in the Schleswig-Holstein war, concluded between
Denmark and Prussia on August 26, 1848. The war against Danish rule, beginning
with the insurrection in Schleswig-Holstein, became an integral part of the German people’s revolutionary struggle for national unification. Under pressure from the
masses, all the governments of the German states including Prussia were compelled to
join in the war. But the Prussian ruling clique actually sabotaged the war, and finally
in August 1848 concluded a shameful armistice with Denmark in Malmö, Sweden.
In September 1848 the National Assembly in Frankfurt on the Main approved the
armistice. This led to a storm of protest and the people’s uprising in Frankfurt on the
Main. In the spring of 1849, the Schleswig-Holstein war was resumed, but in July
1850 Prussia signed a peace treaty with Denmark enabling the latter to put down the
insurgents.
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From what has been stated in the foregoing articles, it is already
evident that unless a fresh revolution was to follow that of March, 1848,
things would inevitably return, in Germany, to what they were before
this event. But such is the complicated nature of the historical theme
upon which we are trying to throw some light, that subsequent events
cannot be clearly understood without taking into account what may be
called the foreign relations of the German revolution. And these foreign
relations were of the same intricate nature as the home affairs.
The whole of the eastern half of Germany, as far as the Elbe, Saale
and Bohemian Forest, has, it is well known, been reconquered during
the last thousand years, from invaders of Slavonic origin. The greater
part of these territories has been Germanized, to the perfect extinction
of all Slavonic nationality and language, for several centuries past; and
if we except a few totally isolated remnants, amounting in the aggregate
to less than a hundred thousand souls (Kassubians in Pomerania, Wends
or Sorbians in Lusatia), their inhabitants are, to all intents and purposes,
Germans. But the case is different along the whole of the frontier of
ancient Poland, and in the countries of the Czech tongue, in Bohemia
and Moravia. Here the two nationalities are mixed up in every district,
the towns being generally more or less German, while the Slavonic element prevails in the rural villages, where, however, it is also gradually
disintegrated and forced back by the steady advance of German influence.
The reason of this state of things is this: ever since the time of
Charlemagne the Germans have directed their most constant and persevering efforts to the conquest, colonization, or, at least, civilization of
the east of Europe. The conquests of the feudal nobility between the Elbe
and the Oder, and the feudal colonies of the military orders of knights
in Prussia and Livonia only laid the ground for a far more extensive and
effective system of Germanization by the trading and manufacturing
middle classes, which in Germany, as in the rest of Western Europe,
rose into social and political importance since the fifteenth century. The
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Slavonians, and particularly the Western Slavonians (Poles and Czechs),
are essentially an agricultural race; trade and manufactures never were in
great favor with them. The consequence was that, with the increase of
population and the origin of cities in these regions, the production of all
articles of manufacture fell into the hands of German immigrants, and
the exchange of these commodities against agricultural produce became
the exclusive monopoly of the Jews, who, if they belong to any nationality, are in these countries certainly rather Germans than Slavonians.
This has been, though in a less degree, the case in all the east of Europe.
The handicraftsman, the small shopkeeper, the petty manufacturer, is a
German up to this day in Petersburg, Pest, Jassy, and even Constantinople; while the money-lender, the publican, the hawker—a very important man in these thinly populated countries—is very generally a Jew,
whose native tongue is a horribly corrupted German. The importance
of the German element in the Slavonic frontier localities, thus rising
with the growth of towns, trade and manufactures, was still increased
when it was found necessary to import almost every element of mental
culture from Germany; after the German merchant and handicraftsman,
the German clergyman, the German school-master, the German savant
came to establish himself upon Slavonic soil. And lastly, the iron thread
of conquering armies, or the cautious, well-premeditated grasp of diplomacy, not only followed, but many times went ahead of the slow but
sure advance of denationalization by social developments. Thus, great
parts of western Prussia and Posen have been Germanized since the first
partition of Poland, by sales and grants of public domains to German
colonists, by encouragements given to German capitalists for the establishment of manufactories, etc., in those neighborhoods, and very often
too, by excessively despotic measures against the Polish inhabitants of
the country.
In this manner the last seventy years had entirely changed the line
of demarcation between the German and Polish nationalities. The Revolution of 1848 calling forth at once the claim of all oppressed nations
to an independent existence, and to the right of settling their own affairs
for themselves, it was quite natural that the Poles should at once demand
the restoration of their country within the frontiers of the old Polish
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Republic before 1772. It is true, this frontier, even at that time, had
become obsolete, if taken as the delimitation of German and Polish
nationality; it had become more so every year since by the progress of
Germanization; but then, the Germans had proclaimed such an enthusiasm for the restoration of Poland that they must expect to be asked, as
a first proof of the reality of their sympathies, to give up their share of
the plunder. On the other hand, should whole tracts of land, inhabited
chiefly by Germans, should large towns, entirely German, be given up
to a people that as yet had never given any proofs of its capability of
progressing beyond a state of feudalism based upon agricultural serfdom? The question was intricate enough. The only possible solution was
in a war with Russia. The question of delimitation between the different revolutionized nations would have been made a secondary one to
that of first establishing a safe frontier against the common enemy. The
Poles, by receiving extended territories in the east, would have become
more tractable and reasonable in the west; and Riga and Mitau38 would
have been deemed, after all, quite as important to them as Danzig and
Elbing.39 Thus the advanced party in Germany, deeming a war with Russia necessary to keep up the Continental movement, and considering
that the national re-establishment even of a part of Poland would inevitably lead to such a war, supported the Poles; while the reigning liberal
middle-class party clearly foresaw its downfall from any national war
against Russia, which would have called more active and energetic men
to the helm, and, therefore, with a feigned enthusiasm for the extension of German nationality, they declared Prussian Poland, the chief seat
of Polish revolutionary agitation, to be part and parcel of the German
Empire that was to be. The promises given to the Poles in the first days
of excitement were shamefully broken. Polish armaments, got up with
the sanction of the government, were dispersed and massacred by Prussian artillery; and as soon as the month of April, 1848, within six weeks
of the Berlin revolution, the Polish movement was crushed, and the old
national hostility revived between Poles and Germans. This immense
and incalculable service to the Russian autocrat was performed by the
38
39

Lettish name: Jelgava.—Ed.
Polish name: Gdańsk and Elbląg.—Ed.
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liberal merchant-ministers, Camphausen and Hansemann. It must be
added that this Polish campaign was the first means of reorganizing and
reassuring that same Prussian army, which afterwards turned out the
liberal party and crushed the movement which Messrs. Camphausen
and Hansemann had taken such pains to bring about. “Whereby they
sinned, thereby are they punished.” Such has been the fate of all the
upstarts of 1848 and 1849, from Ledru-Rollin to Changarnier, and from
Camphausen down to Haynau.
The question of nationality gave rise to another struggle in Bohemia. This country, inhabited by two millions of Germans, and three
millions of Slavonians of the Czech tongue, had great historical recollections, almost all connected with the former supremacy of the Czechs.
But then the force of this branch of the Slavonic family had been broken ever since the wars of the Hussites in the fifteenth century40; the
provinces speaking the Czech language were divided, one part forming
the kingdom of Bohemia, another the principality of Moravia, a third
the Carpathian hill-country of the Slovaks, being part of Hungary. The
Moravians and Slovaks had long since lost every vestige of national feeling and vitality, although mostly preserving their languages. Bohemia
was surrounded by thoroughly German countries on three sides out of
four. The German element had made great progress on her own territory; even in the capital, in Prague, the two nationalities were pretty
equally matched; and everywhere capital, trade, industry and mental
culture were in the hands of the Germans. The chief champion of the
Czech nationality, Professor Palacky, is himself nothing but a learned
German run mad, who even now cannot speak the Czech language correctly and without foreign accent. But as it often happens, dying Czech
nationality—dying according to every fact known in history for the
40
Wars of the Hussites—national-liberation war of the Czech people waged against
the German feudal lords and the Catholic Church in 1419-34. It took its name from
Jan Hus (1369-1415), the great patriot and leader of the Czech religious Reformation. During the war, the Hussite army, with the peasants and common people as its
main force, repulsed five crusades organized by the Catholic clergy and the German
Emperor. However, owing to the treacherous compromise of the Czech nobility and
burghers with the foreign reactionary feudal forces, the people’s insurrection ended
in failure. But the Hussite movement was to exert a tremendous influence on the
European Reformation in the sixteenth century.
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last four hundred years—made in 1848 a last effort to regain its former
vitality, an effort whose failure, independently of all revolutionary considerations, was to prove that Bohemia could only exist, henceforth, as
a portion of Germany, although part of her inhabitants might yet, for
some centuries, continue to speak a non-German language.
London, February, 1852
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Bohemia and Croatia (another disjected member of the Slavonic
family, acted upon by the Hungarian, as Bohemia by the German) were
the homes of what is called on the European Continent “Pan-Slavism.”
Neither Bohemia nor Croatia was strong enough to exist as a nation
by herself. Their respective nationalities, gradually undermined by the
action of historical causes that inevitably absorbs them into a more energetic stock, could only hope to be restored to anything like independence by an alliance with other Slavonic nations. There were twenty-two
millions of Poles, forty-five millions of Russians, eight millions of Serbians and Bulgarians—why not form a mighty confederation of the whole
eighty millions of Slavonians, and drive back or exterminate the intruder
upon the holy Slavonic soil, the Turk, the Hungarian, and above all, the
hated, but indispensable Niemetz, the German? Thus, in the studies of
a few Slavonian dilettanti of historical science was this ludicrous, this
anti-historical movement got up, a movement which intended nothing
less than to subjugate the civilized West under the barbarian East, the
town under the country, trade, manufactures, intelligence, under the
primitive agriculture of Slavonian serfs. But behind this ludicrous theory
stood the terrible reality of the Russian Empire, that empire which by
every movement proclaims the pretension of considering all Europe as
the domain of the Slavonic race, and especially of the only energetic part
of this race, of the Russians; that empire which, with two capitals such
as St. Petersburg and Moscow, has not yet found its center of gravity, as
long as the “City of the Czar” (Constantinople, called in Russian Tzarigrad, the Czar’s city), considered by every Russian peasant as the true
metropolis of his religion and his nation, is not actually the residence
of its Emperor; that empire which, for the last one hundred and fifty
years, has never lost, but always gained territory by every war it has commenced. And well known in Central Europe are the intrigues by which
Russian policy supported the new-fangled system of Pan-Slavism, a system than which none better could be invented to suit its purposes. Thus,
the Bohemian and Croatian Pan-Slavists, some intentionally, some with69

Revolution and Counterrevolution in Germany

out knowing it, worked in the direct interest of Russia; they betrayed
the revolutionary cause for the shadow of a nationality which, in the
best of cases, would have shared the fate of the Polish nationality under
Russian sway. It must, however, be said for the honor of the Poles, that
they never got to be seriously entangled in these Pan-Slavist traps; and
if a few of the aristocracy turned furious Pan-Slavists, they knew that by
Russian subjugation they had less to lose than by a revolt of their own
peasant serfs.
The Bohemians and Croatians called, then, a general Slavonic
Congress at Prague,41 for the preparation of the universal Slavonian alliance. This Congress would have proved a decided failure even without
the interference of the Austrian military. The several Slavonic languages
differ quite as much as the English, the German and the Swedish, and
when the proceedings opened, there was no common Slavonic tongue
by which the speakers could make themselves understood. French was
tried, but was equally unintelligible to the majority, and the poor Slavonic enthusiasts, whose only common feeling was a common hatred
against the Germans, were at last obliged to express themselves in the
hated German language, as the only one that was generally understood!
But just then, another Slavonic Congress was assembling in Prague, in
the shape of Galician lancers, Croatian and Slovak grenadiers, and Bohemian gunners and cuirassiers; and this real, armed Slavonic Congress,
under the command of Windischgratz, in less than twenty-four hours
drove the founders of an imaginary Slavonian supremacy out of the town
and dispersed them to the winds.
The Bohemian, Moravian, Dalmatian, and part of the Polish deputies (the aristocracy) to the Austrian Constituent Diet, made in that
The Slavonic Congress was held in Prague on June 2, 1848. It was marked by struggle
between the two factions in the national movement of the Slav peoples oppressed by
the Habsburg dynasty. The moderate liberal Right (which included František Palacký
and Pavel Jozef Šafárik, leaders of the congress) attempted to solve the national question by defending and strengthening the Habsburg regime. The democratic Left
(Sabina, Fric, Libelt and others) was firmly against this and insisted on united action
with the German and Hungarian revolutionary democratic forces. The delegates who
belonged to the radical faction and took an active part in the Prague uprising of June
1848 were subjected to ruthless persecution. On June 16, the remainder of the delegates, namely, the moderate liberals, adjourned the congress for an indefinite period.
41
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Assembly a systematic war upon the German element. The Germans and
part of the Poles (the impoverished nobility) were in this Assembly the
chief supporters of revolutionary progress; the mass of the Slavonic deputies, in opposing them, were not satisfied with thus showing clearly the
reactionary tendencies of their entire movement, but they were degraded
enough to tamper and conspire with the very same Austrian Government which had dispersed their meeting at Prague. They, too, were paid
for this infamous conduct; after supporting the government during the
insurrection of October, 1848, an event which finally secured to them
the majority in the Diet, this now almost exclusively Slavonic Diet was
dispersed by Austrian soldiers, the same as the Prague Congress, and
the Pan-Slavists threatened with imprisonment if they should stir again.
And they have only obtained this, that Slavonic nationality is now being
everywhere undermined by Austrian centralization, a result for which
they may thank their own fanaticism and blindness.
If the frontiers of Hungary and Germany had admitted of any
doubt, there would certainly have been another quarrel there. But, fortunately, there was no pretext, and the interests of both nations being
intimately related, they struggled against the same enemies, viz., the
Austrian Government and the Pan-Slavistic fanaticism. The good understanding was not for a moment disturbed. But the Italian Revolution
entangled a part at least of Germany in an internecine war; and it must
be stated here, as a proof how far the Metternichian system had succeeded in keeping back the development of the public mind, that during
the first six months of 1848 the same men that had in Vienna mounted
the barricades went, full of enthusiasm, to join the army that fought
against the Italian patriots. This deplorable confusion of ideas did not,
however, last long.
Lastly, there was the war with Denmark about Schleswig and Holstein. These countries, unquestionably German by nationality, language
and predilection, are also, from military, naval and commercial grounds,
necessary to Germany. Their inhabitants have, for the last three years,
struggled hard against Danish intrusion. The right of treaties, besides,
was for them. The revolution of March brought them into open collision
with the Danes, and Germany supported them. But while in Poland, in
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Italy, in Bohemia, and later on, in Hungary, military operations were
pushed with the utmost vigor, in this, the only popular, the only, at least
partially, revolutionary war, a system of resultless marches and counter-marches was adopted, and an interference of foreign diplomacy was
submitted to, which led, after many an heroic engagement, to a most
miserable end. The German Government betrayed, during the war, the
Schleswig-Holstein revolutionary army on every occasion, and allowed
it purposely to be cut up, when dispersed or divided, by the Danes. The
German corps of volunteers were treated the same.
But while thus the German name earned nothing but hatred on
every side, the German constitutional and liberal governments rubbed
their hands for joy. They had succeeded in crushing the Polish and Bohemian movements. They had everywhere revived the old national animosities, which heretofore had prevented any common understanding and
action between the German, the Pole, the Italian. They had accustomed
the people to scenes of civil war and repression by the military. The
Prussian army had regained its confidence in Poland, the Austrian army
in Prague; and while the patriotic exhuberent strenght (“die patriotische
Überkraft,” as Heine has it)42 of revolutionary, but short-sighted youth
was led in Schleswig and Lombardy, to be crushed by the grape-shot
of the enemy, the regular army, the real instrument of action, both of
Prussia and Austria, was placed in a position to regain public favor by
victories over the foreigner. But we repeat: these armies, strengthened
by the liberals as a means of action against the more advanced party, no
sooner had recovered their self-confidence and their discipline in some
degree than they turned themselves against the liberals, and restored to
power the men of the old system. When Radetzky, in his camp beyond
the Adige, received the first orders from the “responsible ministers” at
Vienna, he exclaimed: “Who are these ministers? They are not the Government of Austria! Austria is now nowhere but in my camp; I and my
army, we are Austria; and when we shall have beaten the Italians we shall
See Heinrich Heine, Zeitgedichte, “Bei des Nachtwächters Ankunft zu Paris.”
(Poems for the Times, “On the Watchman’ Arrival in Paris.”), 1844, trans. Edgar
Alfred Bowring, 1861, Bell & Daldy, London, 1866, p. 167.
42
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reconquer the Empire for the Emperor!” And old Radetzky was right—
but the imbecile, “responsible” ministers at Vienna heeded him not.
London, February, 1852
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As early as the beginning of April, 1848, the revolutionary torrent had found itself stemmed all over the Continent of Europe by the
league which those classes of society that had profited by the first victory
immediately formed with the vanquished. In France, the petty trading
class and the republican faction of the bourgeoisie had combined with
the monarchist bourgeoisie against the proletarians; in Germany and
Italy, the victorious bourgeoisie had eagerly courted the support of the
feudal nobility, the official bureaucracy and the army, against the mass of
the people and the petty traders. Very soon the united conservative and
counter-revolutionary parties again regained the ascendant. In England,
an untimely and ill-prepared popular demonstration (April 10th) turned
out in a complete and decisive defeat of the movement party.43 In France,
two similar movements (April 16th and May 15th) were equally defeated.44 In Italy, King Bomba regained his authority by a single stroke on
the 15th of May.45 In Germany, the different new bourgeois governments
43
The mass demonstration in London, called by the Chartists for April 10, 1848, to
present a third petition to Parliament for the adoption of the People’s Charter. The
government forbade the demonstration, and massed a large military and police force
in London to check it. The Chartist leaders, many of whom were vacillating, decided
to give up the demonstration and persuade its participants to disperse, thus bringing
about its failure. The reactionaries took advantage of this to launch an onslaught on
the workers and initiate repressions against the Chartists.
44
On April 16, 1848, the workers of Paris demonstrated peacefully to present a
petition on “labor organization” and “abolition of exploitation of man by man” to the
Provisional Government of France. The demonstration was dispersed by the bourgeois National Guard mobilized purely for this purpose.
The revolutionary attempt of the people of Paris on May 15, 1848 was made
under the slogans of further advancing the revolution and supporting the revolutionary movements in Italy, Germany and Poland. The workers headed by Auguste
Blanqui played the leading role in this movement. The demonstrators burst into the
hall of the Constituent Assembly, then in session, demanding that it keep its promise to give bread and work to the workers and establish a Ministry of Labor; they
declared the Assembly dissolved and formed a revolutionary government. But the
movement was suppressed and its leaders Blanqui, Barbès, Albert, Raspail and others
were arrested. The Provisional Government then took a series of measures to abolish
the “national workshops,” enforced a law banning street meetings and closed many
democratic clubs.
45
On May 15, 1848, Ferdinand II of the Two Sicilies (nicknamed King Bomba for
his bombardment of Messina in January 1848) suppressed a popular insurrection,
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and their respective constituent assemblies consolidated themselves, and
if the eventful 15th of May gave rise, in Vienna, to a popular victory, this
was an event of merely secondary importance, and may be considered
the last successful flash of popular energy. In Hungary, the movement
appeared to turn into the quiet channel of perfect legality, and the Polish
movement, as we have seen in our last, was stifled in the bud by Prussian
bayonets. But as yet nothing was decided as to the eventual turn which
things would take, and every inch of ground lost by the revolutionary
parties in the different countries only tended to close their ranks moreand more for the decisive action.
The decisive action drew near. It could be fought in France only;
for France, as long as England took no part in the revolutionary strife,
or as Germany remained divided, was, by its national independence,
civilization and centralization, the only country to impart the impulse of
a mighty convulsion to the surrounding countries. Accordingly, when,
on the 23rd of June, 1848, the bloody struggle began in Paris, when
every succeeding telegraph or mail more clearly exposed the fact to the
eyes of Europe, that this struggle was carried on between the mass of the
working people on the one hand, and all the other classes of the Parisian population, supported by the army, on the other; when the fighting
went on for several days with an exasperation unequaled in the history
of modern civil warfare, but without any apparent advantage for either
side—then it became evident to every one that this was the great decisive
battle which would, if the insurrection were victorious, deluge the whole
continent with renewed revolutions, or, if it was suppressed, bring about
an at least momentary restoration of counter-revolutionary rule.
The proletarians of Paris were defeated, decimated, crushed with
such an effect that even now they have not yet recovered from the blow.
And immediately, all over Europe, the new and old conservatives and
counter-revolutionists raised their heads with an effrontery that showed
how well they understood the importance of the event. The press was
everywhere attacked, the rights of meeting and association were interfered with, every little event in every small provincial town was taken
disbanded the National Guard, dissolved Parliament and abolished the reforms that
had been introduced under pressure from the masses in February 1848.
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profit of to disarm the people, to declare a state of siege, to drill the
troops in the new maneuvers and artifices that Cavaignac had taught
them. Besides, for the first time since February, the invincibility of a
popular insurrection in a large town had been proved to be a delusion;
the honor of the armies had been restored; the troops, hitherto always
defeated in street battles of importance, regained confidence in their
efficiency even in this kind of struggle.
From this defeat of the ouvrier46 of Paris may be dated the first
positive steps and definite plans of the old feudal bureaucratic party in
Germany, to get rid even of their momentary allies, the middle classes,
and to restore Germany to the state she was in before the events of
March. The army again was the decisive power in the state, and the army
belonged not to the middle classes, but to themselves. Even in Prussia,
where before 1848 a considerable leaning of part of the lower grades
of officers towards a constitutional government had been observed, the
disorder introduced into the army by the revolution had brought back
those reasoning young men to their allegiance; as soon as the private
soldier took a few liberties with regard to the officers, the necessity of
discipline and passive obedience became at once strikingly evident to
them. The vanquished nobles and bureaucrats now began to see their
way before them; the army, more united than ever, flushed with victory
in minor insurrections and in foreign warfare, jealous of the great success
the French soldiers had just attained—this army had only to be kept in
constant petty conflicts with the people, and, the decisive moment once
at hand, it could with one great blow-crush the revolutionists and set
aside the presumptions of the middle-class parliamentarians. And the
proper moment for such a decisive blow arrived soon enough.
We pass over the sometimes curious, but mostly tedious, parliamentary proceedings and local struggles that occupied, in Germany,
the different parties during the summer. Suffice it to say that the supporters of the middle-class interest, in spite of numerous parliamentary
triumphs, not one of which led to any practical result, very generally
felt that their position between the extreme parties became daily more
46
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untenable, and that, therefore, they were obliged now to seek the alliance of the reactionists, and the next day to court the favor of the more
popular factions. This constant vacillation gave the finishing stroke to
their character in public opinion, and according to the turn events were
taking, the contempt into which they had sunk, profited for the moment
principally to the bureaucrats and feudalists.
By the beginning of autumn the relative position of the different
parties had become exasperated and critical enough to make a decisive
battle inevitable. The first engagements in this war between the democratic and revolutionary masses and the army took place at Frankfurt.
Though a mere secondary engagement, it was the first advantage of any
note the troops acquired over the insurrection, and had a great moral
effect. The fancy government established by the Frankfurt National
Assembly had been allowed by Prussia, for very obvious reasons, to conclude an armistice with Denmark, which not only surrendered to Danish
vengeance the Germans of Schleswig, but which also entirely disclaimed
the more or less revolutionary principles which were generally supposed
in the Danish war. This armistice was, by a majority of two or three,
rejected in the Frankfurt Assembly. A sham ministerial crisis followed
this vote, but three days later the Assembly reconsidered their vote, and
were actually induced to cancel it and acknowledge the armistice. This
disgraceful proceeding roused the indignation of the people. Barricades
were erected, but already sufficient troops had been drawn to Frankfurt,
and, after six hours’ fighting, the insurrection was suppressed. Similar
but less important movements connected with this event took place in
other parts of Germany (Baden, Cologne), but were equally defeated.
This preliminary engagement gave to the counter-revolutionary
party the one great advantage, that now the only government which had
entirely—at least in semblance—originated with popular election, the
Imperial Government of Frankfurt, as well as the National Assembly,
was ruined in the eyes of the people. This Government and this Assembly had been obliged to appeal to the bayonets of the troops against the
manifestation of the popular will. They were compromised, and what
little regard they might have been hitherto enabled to claim, this repudiation of their origin, the dependency upon the anti-popular govern78
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ments and their troops, made both the Lieutenant of the Empire, his
ministers and his deputies, to be henceforth complete nullities. We shall
soon see how first Austria, then Prussia, and later on the smaller states
too, treated with contempt every order, every request, every deputation
they received from this body of impotent dreamers.
We now come to the great counter-strike in Germany, of the
French battle of June, to that event which was as decisive for Germany
as the proletarian struggle of Paris had been for France; we mean the
revolution and subsequent storming of Vienna in October, 1848. But
the importance of this battle is such, and the explanation of the different
circumstances that more immediately contributed to its issue will take
up such a portion of The Tribune’s columns, as to necessitate its being
treated in a separate letter.
London, February, 1852
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We now come to the decisive event which formed in Germany
the revolutionary counterpart to the Parisian insurrection of June, and
which, by a single blow, turned the scale in favor of the counter-revolutionary party—the insurrection of October, 1848, in Vienna.
We have seen what the position of the different classes was, in
Vienna, after the victory of the 13th of March. We have also seen how
the movement of German Austria was entangled with and impeded by
the events in the non-German provinces of Austria. It only remains for
us, then, briefly to survey the causes which led to this last and most formidable rising of German Austria.
The high aristocracy and the stock-jobbing bourgeoisie, which had
formed the principal non-official supports of the Metternichian government, were enabled, even after the events of March, to maintain a
predominating influence with the government, not only by the court,
the army and the bureaucracy, but still more by the horror of “anarchy,”
which rapidly spread among the middle classes. They very soon ventured
a few feelers in the shape of a Press Law, a non-descript aristocratic Constitution and an Electoral Law based upon the old division of “estates.”47
The so-called constitutional ministry, consisting of half liberal, timid,
incapable bureaucrats, on the 14th of May, even ventured a direct attack
upon the revolutionary organizations of the masses by dissolving the
The Press Law refers to the Provisional Regulations Respecting the Press, issued
by the Austrian Government on April 1, 1848, which provided for the posting of
large sums of money as security before a newspaper was permitted to publish. Since
censorship and the system by which offenders against the press law were tried by the
administrative court (not by jury) were still in force, the government officials were in
a position to forbid the publication of any work.
The aristocratic constitution refers to the Austrian Constitution of April 25, 1848,
which imposed rigid property and residential qualifications for candidates in the
Imperial Diet elections. It instituted two chambers—the Lower Chamber and the
Senate, preserved the provincial estate representative bodies and gave the emperor
executive power, the right of commanding over the military forces and the right to
reject laws passed by the chambers.
The Electoral Law of May 11, 1848 deprived workers, day laborers and servants
of voting rights. Some senators were appointed by the emperor, others were chosen
on the basis of the two-stage elections from among persons paying the highest taxes.
Elections to the Lower Chamber were also held in two stages.
47
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Central Committee of Delegates of the National Guard and Academic
Legion, a body formed for the express purpose of controlling the government and calling out against it, in case of need, the popular forces.
But this act only provoked the insurrection of the 15th of May, by which
the government was forced to acknowledge the Committee, to repeal the
Constitution and the Electoral Law, and to grant the power of framing
a new fundamental law to a Constitutional Diet, elected by universal
suffrage. All this was confirmed on the following day by an imperial
proclamation. But the reactionary party, which also had its representatives in the ministry, soon got their “liberal” colleagues to undertake
a new attack upon the popular conquests. The Academic Legion, the
stronghold of the movement party, the center of continuous agitation,
had, on this very account, become obnoxious to the more moderate burghers of Vienna; on the 26th a ministerial decree dissolved it. Perhaps
this blow might have succeeded, if it had been carried out by a part of
the National Guard only, but the government, not trusting them either,
brought the military forward, and at once the National Guard turned
round, united with the Academic Legion, and thus frustrated the ministerial project.
In the meantime, however, the Emperor48 and his court had, on
the 16th of May, left Vienna and fled to Innsbruck. Here, surrounded by
the bigoted Tyroleans, whose loyalty was roused again by the danger of
an invasion of their country by the Sardo-Lombardian army, supported
by the vicinity of Radetzky’s troops, within shell-range of whom Innsbruck lay—here the counter-revolutionary party found an asylum, from
whence, uncontrolled, unobserved and safe, it might rally its scattered
forces, repair and spread again all over the country the network of its
plots. Communications were reopened with Radetzky, with Jellachich,
and with Windischgrätz, as well as with the reliable men in the administrative hierarchy of the different provinces; intrigues were set on foot
with the Slavonic chiefs; and thus a real force at the disposal of the
counter-revolutionary camarilla was formed, while the impotent ministers in Vienna were allowed to wear their short and feeble popularity out
48
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in continual bickerings with the revolutionary masses, and in the debates
of the forthcoming Constituent Assembly. Thus, the policy of leavsing
the movement of the capital to itself for a time, a policy which must
have led to the omnipotence of the movement party in a centralized and
homogeneous country like France, here, in Austria, in a heterogeneous
political conglomerate, was one of the safest means of reorganizing the
strength of the reactionists.
In Vienna, the middle class, persuaded that after three successive
defeats, and in the face of a Constituent Assembly based upon universal
suffrage, the court party was no longer an opponent to be dreaded, fell
more and more into that weariness and apathy, and that eternal outcry
for order and tranquility, which has everywhere seized this class after
violent commotions and consequent derangement of trade. The manufactures of the Austrian capital are almost exclusively limited to articles
of luxury, for which, since the revolution and the flight of the court,
there had necessarily been very little demand. The shout for a return
to a regular system of government, and for a return of the court, both
of which were expected to bring about a revival of commercial prosperity—this shout became now general among the middle classes. The
meeting of the Constituent Assembly, in July, was hailed with delight as
the end of the revolutionary era; so was the return of the court, which,
after the victories of Radetzky in Italy, and after the advent of the reactionary ministry of Doblhoff, considered itself strong enough to brave
the popular torrent, and which, at the same time, was wanted in Vienna
in order to complete its intrigues with the Slavonic majority of the Diet.
While the Constituent Diet discussed the laws on the emancipation
of the peasantry from feudal bondage and forced labor for the nobility, the court completed a master-stroke. On the 19th of August, the
Emperor was made to review the National Guard; the imperial family,
the courtiers, the general officers, outbade each other in flatteries to the
armed burghers, who were already intoxicated with pride at thus seeing
themselves publicly acknowledged as one of the important bodies of the
state; and immediately afterwards a decree, signed by Mr. Schwarzer,
the only popular minister in the Cabinet, was published, with drawing
the government aid given hitherto to the workmen out of employ. The
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trick succeeded; the working classes got up a demonstration; the middle-class National Guards declared for the decree of their minister; they
were launched upon the “Anarchists,” fell like tigers on the unarmed and
unresisting work-people, and massacred a great number of them on the
23rd of August. Thus the unity and strength of the revolutionary force
was broken; the class struggle between bourgeois and proletarians had
come, in Vienna, too, to a bloody outbreak, and the counter-revolutionary camarilla saw the day approaching on which it might strike its grand
blow.
The Hungarian affairs very soon offered an opportunity to proclaim openly the principles upon which it intended to act. On the 5th
of October an imperial decree in the Vienna official Gazette—a decree
countersigned by none of the responsible ministers for Hungary—
declared the Hungarian Diet dissolved, and named the Ban Jellachich,
of Croatia, civil and military governor of that country—Jellachich, the
leader of South-Slavonian reaction, a man who was actually at war with
the lawful authorities of Hungary. At the same time orders were given to
the troops in Vienna to march out and form part of the army which was
to enforce Jellachich’s authority. This, however, was showing the cloven
foot too openly; every man in Vienna felt that war upon Hungary was
war upon the principle of constitutional government, which principle
was in the very decree trampled upon by the attempt of the Emperor
to make decrees with legal force, without the countersign of a responsible minister. The people, the Academic Legion, the National Guard of
Vienna, on the 6th of October rose in mass and resisted the departure
of the troops; some grenadiers passed over to the people; a short struggle
took place between the popular forces and the troops; the Minister of
War, Latour, was massacred by the people, and in the evening the latter
were victors. In the meantime, Ban Jellachich, beaten at Stuhlweissenburg49 by Perczel, had taken refuge near Vienna on German-Austrian
territory; the Viennese troops that were to march to his support now
took up an ostensibly hostile and defensive position against him; and
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the Emperor and court had again fled to Olmütz,50 on semi-Slavonic
territory.
But at Olmütz, the court found itself in very different circumstances to what it had been at Innsbruck. It was now in a position to
open immediately the campaign against the revolution. It was surrounded by the Slavonian deputies of the Constituent, who flocked in
masses to Olmütz, and by the Slavonian enthusiasts from all parts of
the monarchy. The campaign, in their eyes, was to be a war of Slavonian
restoration, and of extermination against the two intruders upon what
was considered Slavonian soil, against the German and the Magyar.
Windischgrätz, the conqueror of Prague, now commander of the army
that was concentrated around Vienna, became at once the hero of Slavonian nationality. And his army concentrated rapidly from all sides. From
Bohemia, Moravia, Styria, Upper Austria and Italy, marched regiment
after regiment on routes that converged at Vienna, to join the troops of
Jellachich and the ex-garrison of the capital. Above sixty thousand men
were thus united towards the end of October, and soon they commenced
hemming in the imperial city on all sides, until, on the 30th of October,
they were far enough advanced to venture upon the decisive attack. In
Vienna, in the meantime, confusion and helplessness was prevalent. The
middle class, as soon as the victory was gained, became again possessed
of their old distrust against the “anarchic” working classes; the working
men, mindful of the treatment they had received, six weeks before, at
the hands of the armed tradesmen, and of the unsteady, wavering policy
of the middle class at large, would not trust to them the defense of the
city, and demanded arms and military organization for themselves. The
Academic Legion, full of zeal for the struggle against imperial despotism,
were entirely incapable of understanding the nature of the estrangement
of the two classes, or of otherwise comprehending the necessities of the
situation. There was confusion in the public mind, confusion in the
ruling councils. The remnant of the Diet, German deputies, and a few
Slavonians, acting the part of spies for their friends at Olmütz, besides
a few of the more revolutionary Polish deputies, sat in permanency, but
50
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instead of taking part resolutely, they lost all their time in idle debates
upon the possibility of resisting the imperial army without overstepping the bounds of constitutional conventionalities. The Committee
of Safety composed of deputies from almost all the popular bodies of
Vienna, although resolved to resist, was yet dominated by a majority
of burghers and petty trades men, who never allowed it to follow up
any determined, energetic line of action. The council of the Academic
Legion passed heroic resolutions, but was noways able to take the lead.
The working classes, distrusted, disarmed, disorganized, hardly emerging from the intellectual bondage of the old regime, hardly awaking,
not to a knowledge, but to a mere instinct, of their social position and
proper political line of action, could only make themselves heard by
loud demonstrations, and could not be expected to be up to the difficulties of the moment. But they were ready—as ever they were in Germany
during the revolution—to fight to the last, as soon as they obtained
arms.
That was the state of things in Vienna. Outside, the reorganized
Austrian army, flushed with the victories of Radetzky in Italy; sixty or
seventy thousand men, well armed, well organized, and if not well commanded, at least possessing commanders. Inside, confusion, class division, disorganization; a national guard of which part was resolved not
to fight at all, part irresolute, and only the smallest part ready to act; a
proletarian mass, powerful by numbers, but without leaders, without
any political education, subject to panic as well as to fits of fury almost
without cause, a prey to every false rumor spread about, quite ready to
fight, but unarmed, at least in the beginning, and incompletely armed
and barely organized when at last they were led to the battle; a helpless Diet, discussing theoretical quibbles while the roof over their heads
was almost burning; a leading committee without impulse or energy.
Everything was changed from the days of March and May, when, in
the counter-revolutionary camp, all was confusion, and when the only
organized force was that created by the revolution. There could hardly
be a doubt about the issue of such a struggle, and whatever doubt there
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might be, was settled by the events of the 30th and 31st October and
1st November.
London, March, 1852
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XII. The Storming of Vienna—The Betrayal of
Vienna
When at last the concentrated army of Windischgrätz commenced
the attack upon Vienna, the forces that could be brought forward in
defense were exceedingly insufficient for the purpose. Of the National
Guard, only a portion was to be brought to the entrenchments. A Proletarian Guard, it is true, had at last been hastily formed, but owing to
the lateness of the attempt to thus make available the most numerous
most daring and most energetic part of the population, it was too little
inured to the use of arms and to the very first rudiments of discipline
to offer a successful resistance. Thus the Academic Legion, three to four
thousand strong, well exercised and disciplined to a certain degree, brave
and enthusiastic, was, militarily speaking, the only force which was in
a state to do its work successfully. But what were they, together with
the few reliable National Guards, and with the confused mass of the
armed proletarians, in opposition to the far more numerous regulars
of Windischgrätz, not counting even the brigand hordes of Jellachich,
hordes that were, by the very nature of their habits, very useful in a war
from house to house, from lane to lane? And what but a few old, out
worn, ill-mounted and ill-served pieces of ordnance had the insurgents
to oppose to that numerous and perfectly appointed artillery, of which
Windischgrätz made such an unscrupulous use?
The nearer the danger drew, the more grew the confusion in
Vienna. The Diet, up to the last moment, could not collect sufficient
energy to call in for aid the Hungarian army of Perczel, encamped a few
leagues below the capital. The Committee51 passed contradictory resolutions, they themselves being, like the popular armed masses, floated up
and down with the alternately rising and receding tide of rumors and
counter-rumors. There was only one thing upon which all agreed—to
respect property, and this was done in a degree almost ludicrous for
such times. As to the final arrangement of a plan of defense, very little
51
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was done. Bem, the only man present who could have saved Vienna,
if any could, then in Vienna an almost unknown foreigner, a Slavonian by birth, gave up the task, overwhelmed as he was by universal
distrust. Had he persevered, he might have been lynched as a traitor.
Messenhauser, the commander of the insurgent forces, more of a novel
writer than even of a subaltern officer, was totally inadequate to the task;
and yet, after eight months of revolutionary struggles, the popular party
had not produced or acquired a military man of more ability than he.
Thus the contest began. The Viennese, considering their utterly inadequate means of defense, considering their utter absence of military skill
and organization in the ranks, offered a most heroic resistance. In many
places the order given by Bem, when he was in command, “to defend
that post to the last man,” was carried out to the letter. But force prevailed. Barricade after barricade was swept away by the imperial artillery
in the long and wide avenues which form the main streets of the suburbs; and on the evening of the second day’s fighting the Croats occupied the range of houses facing the glacis of the Old Town. A feeble and
disorderly attack of the Hungarian army had been utterly defeated; and
during an armistice, while some parties in the Old Town capitulated,
while others hesitated and spread confusion, while the remnants of the
Academic Legion prepared fresh entrenchments, an entrance was made
by the Imperialists, and in the midst of the general disorder the Old
Town was carried.
The immediate consequences of this victory, the brutalities and
executions by martial law, the unheard-of cruelties and infamies committed by the Slavonian hordes let loose upon Vienna, are too well
known to be detailed here. The ulterior consequences, the entire new
turn given to German affairs by the defeat of the revolution in Vienna,
we shall have reason to notice hereafter. There remain two points to
be considered in connection with the storming of Vienna. The people
of that capital had two allies: the Hungarians and the German people.
Where were they in the hour of trial?
We have seen that the Viennese, with all the generosity of a newly-freed people, had risen for a cause which, though ultimately their
own, was, in the first instance and above all, that of the Hungarians.
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Rather than suffer the Austrian troops to march upon Hungary, they
would draw their first and most terrific onslaught upon themselves. And
while they thus nobly came forward for the support of their allies, the
Hungarians, successful against Jellachich, drove him upon Vienna, and
by their victory strengthened the force that was to attack that town.
Under these circumstances, it was the clear duty of Hungary to support,
without delay and with all disposable forces, not the Diet at Vienna,
not the Committee of Safety or any other official body at Vienna, but
the Viennese Revolution. And if Hungary should even have forgotten
that Vienna had fought the first battle of Hungary, she owed it to her
own safety not to forget that Vienna was the only outpost of Hungarian
independence, and that after the fall of Vienna nothing could meet the
advance of the imperial troops against herself. Now, we know very well
all the Hungarians can say and have said in defense of their inactivity
during the blockade and storming of Vienna: the insufficient state of
their own force, the refusal of the Diet or any other official body in
Vienna to call them in, the necessity to keep on constitutional ground,
and to avoid complications with the German central power. But the fact
is, as to the insufficient state of the Hungarian army, that in the first
days after the Viennese revolution and the arrival of Jellachich, nothing
was wanted in the shape of regular troops, as the Austrian regulars were
very far from being concentrated; and that a courageous, unrelenting
following up of the first advantage over Jellachich, even with nothing
but the Landsturm that had fought at Stuhlweissenburg, would have sufficed to effect a junction with the Viennese, and to adjourn to that day
six months every concentration of an Austrian army. In war, and particularly in revolutionary warfare, rapidity of action until some decided
advantage is gained is the first rule, and we have no hesitation in saying
that upon merely military grounds Perczel ought not to have stopped until
his junction with the Viennese was effected. There was certainly some
risk, but who ever won a battle without risking something? And did the
people of Vienna risk nothing when they drew upon themselves—they,
a population of four hundred thousand—the forces that were to march
to the conquest of twelve millions of Hungarians? The military fault
committed by waiting until the Austrians had united, and by making
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the feeble demonstration at Schwechat which ended, as it deserved to
do, in an inglorious defeat—this military fault certainly incurred more
risks than a resolute march upon Vienna against the disbanded brigands
of Jellachich would have done.
But, it is said, such an advance of the Hungarians, unless authorized by some official body, would have been a violation of the German
territory, would have brought on complications with the central power
at Frankfurt, and would have been, above all, an abandonment of the
legal and constitutional policy which formed the strength of the Hungarian cause. Why, the official bodies in Vienna were nonentities! Was it
the Diet, was it the Popular Committees, who had risen for Hungary, or
was it the people of Vienna, and they alone, who had taken to the musket to stand the brunt of the first battle for Hungary’s independence? It
was not this nor that official body in Vienna which it was important to
uphold—all these bodies might, and would have been, upset very soon
in the progress of the revolutionary development—but it was the ascendancy of the revolutionary movement, the unbroken progress of popular action itself, which alone was in question, and which alone could
save Hungary from invasion. What forms this revolutionary movement
afterwards might take was the business of the Viennese, not of the Hungarians, so long as Vienna and German Austria at large continued their
allies against the common enemy. But the question is, whether in this
stickling of the Hungarian Government for some quasi-legal authorization, we are not to see the first clear symptom of that pretense to a
rather doubtful legality of proceeding, which, if it did not save Hungary,
at least told very well, at a later period, before the English middle-class
audiences.
As to the pretext of possible conflicts with the central power of
Germany at Frankfurt, it is quite futile. The Frankfurt authorities were
de facto upset by the victory of the counter-revolution at Vienna; they
would have been equally upset had the revolution there found the support necessary to defeat its enemies. And lastly, the great argument that
Hungary could not leave legal and constitutional ground, may do very
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well for British free traders,52 but it will never be deemed sufficient in
the eyes of history. Suppose the people of Vienna had stuck to “legal and
constitutional” means on the 13th of March and on the 6th of October,
what then of the “legal and constitutional” movement, and of all the
glorious battles which, for the first time, brought Hungary to the notice
of the civilized world? The very legal and constitutional ground upon
which, it is asserted, the Hungarians moved in 1848 and 1849 was conquered for them by the exceedingly illegal and unconstitutional rising of
the people of Vienna on the 13th of March. It is not to our purpose here
to discuss the revolutionary history of Hungary, but it may be deemed
proper if we observe that it is utterly useless to professedly use merely
legal means of resistance against an enemy who scorns such scruples; and
if we add that had it not been for this eternal pretense of legality which
Gorgey seized upon and turned against the government, the devotion of
Gorgey’s army to its general, and the disgraceful catastrophe of Vilagos,53
would have been impossible. And when, at last, to save their honor, the
Hungarians came across the Leitha, in the latter end of October, 1848,
was that not quite as illegal as any immediate and resolute attack would
have been?
We are known to harbor no unfriendly feelings towards Hungary.
We stood by her during the struggle; we may be allowed to say that
our paper, the Neue Rheinische Zeitung,54 has done more than any other
52
Free traders—supporters of free trade and non-intervention by the state in the
economy. In England the center of propaganda of the free traders was Manchester,
where the so-called Manchester School, a trend of economic thought reflecting the
interests of the English industrial bourgeoisie, took shape. This trend was led by
Richard Cobden and John Bright, two cotton manufacturers who organized in 1838
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On August 13, 1849, at Vilagos, the Hungarian army commanded by Artúr
Görgey who betrayed the cause of revolution surrendered to the czarist Russian
troops sent to Hungary to put down the insurrection, against Austrian rule.
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Neue Rheinische Zeitung (New Rhine Gazette)—a daily published in Cologne from
June 1, 1848 to May 19, 1849, which was the militant organ of the proletarian
wing of the democratic movement. Marx was its editor-in-chief; Marx and Engels
wrote leading articles which determined its attitude to the principal problems of the
revolution in Germany and Europe. After the defeat of the German Revolution, the
paper ceased publication. Lenin said that the Neue Rheinische Zeitung “to this very
day remains the best and the unsurpassed organ of the revolutionary proletariat.” (V.
I. Lenin, Karl Marx, Foreign Languages Press, Beijing, 1976, p. 51.)
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to render the Hungarian cause popular in Germany, by explaining the
nature of the struggle between the Magyar and Slavonian races, and by
following up the Hungarian war in a series of articles which have had
paid them the compliment of being plagiarized in almost every subsequent book upon the subject, the works of native Hungarians and
“eye-witnesses” not excepted. We even now, in any future continental
convulsion, consider Hungary as the necessary and natural ally of Germany. But we have been severe enough upon our own countrymen to
have a right to speak out upon our neighbors; and then, we have here
to record facts with historical impartiality, and we must say that in this
particular instance, the generous bravery of the people of Vienna was
not only far more noble, but also more far sighted than the cautious
circumspection of the Hungarian Government. And, as Germans, we
may further be allowed to say that not for all the showy victories and
glorious battles of the Hungarian campaign would we exchange that
spontaneous, single-handed rising and heroic resistance of the people of
Vienna, our countrymen, which gave Hungary the time to organize the
army that could do such great things.
The second ally of Vienna was the German people. But they were
everywhere engaged in the same struggle as the Viennese. Frankfurt,
Baden, Cologne, had just been defeated and disarmed. In Berlin and
Breslau55 the people were at daggers drawn with the army, and daily
expected to come to blows. Thus it was in every local center of action.
Every where questions were pending that could only be settled by the
force of arms; and now it was that for the first time were severely felt the
disastrous consequences of the continuation of the old dismemberment
and decentralization of Germany. The different questions in every state,
every province, every town, were fundamentally the same; but they were
brought forward everywhere under different shapes and pretexts, and
had everywhere attained different degrees of maturity. Thus it happened
that while in every locality the decisive gravity of the events at Vienna
was felt, yet nowhere could an important blow be struck with any hope
of bringing the Viennese succor, or making a diversion in their favor;
55
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and there remained nothing to aid them but the parliament and central
power of Frankfurt; they were appealed to on all hands, but what did
they do?
The Frankfurt parliament and the bastard child it had brought to
light by incestuous intercourse with the old German Diet, the so-called
central power, profited by the Viennese movement to show forth their
utter nullity. This contemptible Assembly, as we have seen, had long
since sacrificed its virginity, and young as it was, it was already turning grey-headed and experienced in all the artifices of prating and pseudo-diplomatic prostitution. Of the dreams and illusions of power, of
German regeneration and unity, that in the beginning had pervaded it,
nothing remained but a set of Teutonic claptrap phraseology that was
repeated on every occasion, and a firm belief of each individual member
in his own importance, as well as in the credulity of the public. The
original naivety was discarded; the representatives of the German people
had turned practical men, that is to say, they had made it out that the
less they did and the more they prated, the safer would be their position
as the umpires of the fate of Germany. Not that they considered their
proceedings superfluous; quite the contrary. But they had found out that
all really great questions, being to them forbidden ground, had better be
let alone, and there, like a set of Byzantine doctors of the Lower Empire,
they discussed, with an importance and assiduity worthy of the fate that
at last overtook them, theoretical dogmas long ago settled in every part
of the civilized world, or microscopical practical questions which never
led to any practical result. Thus, the Assembly being a sort of Lancastrian
School56 for the mutual instruction of members, and being, therefore,
very important to themselves, they were persuaded it was doing even
more than the German people had a right to expect, and looked upon
everyone as a traitor to the country who had the impudence to ask them
to come to any result.
Lancastrian schools—primary schools for poor children in which the monitorial
system of mutual instruction was employed. Under this system the elder and more
advanced pupils helped the others in study to make up for the shortage of teachers. In
the first half of the nineteenth century, Lancastrian schools spread widely in England
and some other countries. The system was called after Joseph Lancaster (1778-1838),
an English educator.
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When the Viennese insurrection broke out, there was a host of
interpellations, debates, motions and amendments upon it, which of
course led to nothing. The central power was to interfere. It sent two
commissioners, Messrs. Welcker, the ex-liberal, and Mosle, to Vienna.
The travels of Don Quixote and Sancho Panza form matter for an Odyssey in comparison to the heroic feats and wonderful adventures of these
two knight-errants of German unity. Not daring to go to Vienna, they
were bullied by Windischgrätz, wondered at by the idiot Emperor, and
impudently hoaxed by the Minister Stadion. Their dispatches and reports
are perhaps the only portion of the Frankfurt transactions that will retain
a place in German literature; they are a perfect satirical romance, ready
cut and dried, and an eternal monument of disgrace for the Frankfurt
Assembly and its government.
The left side of the Assembly had also sent two commissioners
to Vienna, in order to uphold its authority there—Messrs. Froebel and
Robert Blum. Blum, when danger drew near, judged rightly that here
the great battle of the German Revolution was to be fought, and unhesitatingly resolved to stake his head on the issue. Froebel, on the contrary, was of the opinion that it was his duty to preserve himself for
the important duties of his post at Frankfurt. Blum was considered one
of the most eloquent men of the Frankfurt Assembly; he certainly was
the most popular. His eloquence would not have stood the test of any
experienced parliamentary assembly; he was too fond of the shallow declamations of a German dissenting preacher, and his arguments wanted
both philosophical acumen and acquaintance with practical matters of
fact. In politics, he belonged to “moderate democracy,” a rather indefinite sort of thing, cherished on account of this very want of definiteness
in its principles. But with all this, Robert Blum was by nature a thorough, though somewhat polished, plebeian, and in decisive moments
his plebeian instinct and plebeian energy got the better of his indefiniteness and therefore indecisive political persuasion and knowledge.
In such moments he raised himself far above the usual standard of his
capacities.
Thus in Vienna, he saw at a glance that here, and not in the midst
of the would-be elegant debates of Frankfurt, the fate of his country
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would have to be decided, he at once made up his mind, gave up all idea
of retreat, took a command in the revolutionary force, and behaved with
extraordinary coolness and decision. It was he who retarded for a considerable time the taking of the town and covered one of its sides from
attack by burning the Tabor Bridge over the Danube. Everybody knows
how after the storming he was arrested, tried by court-martial, and shot.
He died like a hero. And the Frankfurt Assembly, horror-struck as it was,
yet took the bloody insult with a seeming good grace. A resolution was
carried, which, by the softness and diplomatic decency of its language,
was more an insult to the grave of the murdered martyr than a damning
stain upon Austria. But it was not to be expected that this contemptible
Assembly should resent the assassination of one of its members, particularly of the leader of the Left.
London, March, 1852
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On the 1st of November Vienna fell, and on the 9th of the same
month the dissolution of the Constituent Assembly in Berlin showed
how much this event had at once raised the spirit and the strength of the
counter-revolutionary party all over Germany.
The events of the summer of 1848 in Prussia are soon told. The
Constituent Assembly, or rather “the Assembly elected for the purpose
of agreeing upon a constitution with the crown,” and its majority of
representatives of the middle-class interest, had long since forfeited all
public esteem by lending itself to all the intrigues of the court, from
fear of the more energetic elements of the population. They had confirmed, or rather restored, the obnoxious privileges of feudalism, and
thus betrayed the liberty and the interests of the peasantry. They had
neither been able to draw up a constitution, nor to amend in any way
the general legislation. They had occupied themselves almost exclusively
with nice theoretical distinctions, mere formalities, and questions of
constitutional etiquette. The Assembly, in fact, was more a school of
parliamentary savoir vivre57 for its members than a body in which the
people could take any interest. The majorities were, besides, very nicely
balanced, and almost always decided by the wavering “Centers,” whose
oscillations from Right to Left, and vice versa, upset first the Ministry
of Camphausen, then that of Auerswald and Hansemann. But while
thus the liberals, here, as everywhere else, let the occasion slip out of
their hands, the court reorganized its elements of strength among the
nobility and the most uncultivated portion of the rural population, as
well as in the army and the bureaucracy. After Hansemann’s downfall,
a ministry of bureaucrats and military officers, all staunch reactionists,
was formed, which, however, seemingly gave way to the demands of
the parliament; and the Assembly, acting upon the commodious principle of “measures, not men,” were actually duped into applauding this
57
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ministry, while they, of course, had no eyes for the concentration and
organization of counter-revolutionary forces which that same ministry
carried on pretty openly. At last, the signal being given by the fall of
Vienna, the King dismissed his ministers and replaced them by “men
of action,” under the leadership of the present Premier, Mr. Manteuffel.
Then the dreaming Assembly at once awoke to the danger; it passed a
vote of no confidence in the Cabinet, which was at once replied to by
a decree removing the Assembly from Berlin, where it might, in case
of a conflict, count upon the support of the masses, to Brandenburg,
a petty provincial town dependent entirely upon the government. The
Assembly, however, declared that it could not be adjourned, removed,
or dissolved, except with its own consent. In the meantime, General
Wrangel entered Berlin at the head of some forty thousand troops. In
a meeting of the municipal magistrates and the officers of the National
Guard, it was resolved not to offer any resistance. And now, after the
Assembly and its constituents, the liberal bourgeoisie, had allowed the
combined reactionary party to occupy every important position and to
wrest from their hands almost every means of defense, began that grand
comedy of “passive and legal resistance” which they intended to be a
glorious imitation of the example of Hampden58 and of the first efforts
of the Americans in the War of Independence.59 Berlin was declared in
a state of siege, and Berlin remained tranquil; the National Guard was
dissolved by the government, and its arms were delivered up with the
greatest punctuality. The Assembly was hunted down during a fortnight,
from one place of meeting to another, and everywhere dispersed by the
In 1636, John Hampden, later a prominent figure in the English bourgeois revolution of the seventeenth century, refused to pay “ship money,” a tax which was levied
by the king without the consent of the House of Commons. The trial of Hampden
fanned up opposition to absolutism in English society.
59
The refusal of the Americans to pay the stamp-tax introduced by the British Government in its colonies was a prologue to the American War of Independence (177583). In 1766, as a result of protests, the British Parliament was forced to cancel
the stamp-tax introduced the previous year. Later, the Americans declared a boycott
against all British goods on which indirect taxes were imposed. In 1773, an attempt
forcibly to levy high taxes on tea imported into America was broken when the first
cargo of tea was dumped in the sea by the patriots in the port of Boston. All these
conflicts sharpened the disputes and hastened the American uprising against British
rule.
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military, and the members of the Assembly begged of the citizens to
remain tranquil. At last, the government having declared the Assembly
dissolved, it passed a resolution to declare the levying of taxes illegal, and
then its members dispersed themselves over the country to organize the
refusal of taxes. But they found that they had been woefully mistaken in
the choice of their means. After a few agitated weeks, followed by severe
measures of the government against the Opposition, everyone gave up
the idea of refusing the taxes in order to please a defunct Assembly that
had not even had the courage to defend itself.
Whether it was, in the beginning of November, 1848, already too
late to try armed resistance, or whether a part of the army, on finding
serious opposition, would have turned over to the side of the Assembly,
and thus decided the matter in its favor, is a question which may never
be solved. But in revolution, as in war, it is always necessary to show a
strong front, and he who attacks is in the advantage; and in revolution,
as in war, it is of the highest necessity to stake everything on the decisive moment, whatever the odds may be. There is not a single successful revolution in history that does not prove the truth of these axioms.
Now, for the Prussian Revolution, the decisive moment had come in
November, 1848; the Assembly, at the head, officially, of the whole revolutionary interest, did neither show a strong front, for it receded at every
advance of the enemy; much less did it attack, for it chose even not to
defend itself; and when the decisive moment came, when Wrangel, at
the head of forty thousand men, knocked at the gates of Berlin, instead
of finding, as he and all his officers fully expected, every street studded with barricades, every window turned into a loop hole, he found
the gates open and the streets obstructed only by peaceful Berliner burghers, enjoying the joke they had played upon him, by delivering themselves up, hands and feet tied, unto the astonished soldiers. It is true, the
Assembly and the people, if they had resisted, might have been beaten;
Berlin might have been bombarded, and many hundreds might have
been killed, without preventing the ultimate victory of the royalist party.
But that was no reason why they should surrender their arms at once.
A well-contested defeat is a fact of as much revolutionary importance as
an easily won victory. The defeats of Paris in June, 1848, and of Vienna
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in October, certainly did far more in revolutionizing the minds of the
people of these two cities than the victories of February and March. The
Assembly and the people of Berlin would, probably, have shared the fate
of the two towns above named; but they would have fallen gloriously,
and would have left behind themselves, in the minds of the survivors,
a wish of revenge, which in revolutionary times is one of the highest
incentives to energetic and passionate action. It is a matter of course
that, in every struggle, he who takes up the gauntlet risks being beaten;
but is that a reason why he should confess himself beaten, and submit to
the yoke without drawing the sword?
In a revolution, he who commands a decisive position and surrenders it, instead of forcing the enemy to try his hands at an assault,
invariably deserves to be treated as a traitor.
The same decree of the King of Prussia which dissolved the Constituent Assembly also proclaimed a new constitution, founded upon the
draft which had been made by a committee of that Assembly, but enlarging, in some points, the powers of the crown, and rendering doubtful,
in others, those of the parliament. This constitution established two
Chambers, which were to meet soon for the purpose of confirming and
revising it.
We need hardly ask where the German National Assembly was
during the “legal and peaceful” struggle of the Prussian constitutionalists. It was, as usual, at Frankfurt, occupied with passing very tame
resolutions against the proceedings of the Prussian Government, and
admiring the “imposing spectacle of the passive, legal, and unanimous
resistance of a whole people against brutal force.” The central government sent commissioners to Berlin to intercede between the Ministry
and the Assembly; but they met the same fate as their predecessors at
Olmütz, and were politely shown out. The Left of the National Assembly, i.e., the so-called radical party, sent also their commissioners; but
after having duly convinced themselves of the utter helplessness of
the Berlin Assembly, and confessed their own equal helplessness, they
returned to Frankfurt to report progress, and to testify to the admirably peaceful conduct of the population of Berlin. Nay, more: when Mr.
Bassermann, one of the central government’s commissioners, reported
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that the late stringent measures of the Prussian ministers were not without foundation, inasmuch as there had of late been seen loitering about
the streets of Berlin sundry savage-looking characters, such as always
appear previous to anarchic movements (and which ever since have been
named “Bassermannic characters”), these worthy deputies of the Left
and energetic representatives of the revolutionary interest actually arose
to make oath and testify that such was not the case! Thus, within two
months, the total impotency of the Frankfurt Assembly was signally
proved. There could be no more glaring proofs that this body was totally
inadequate to its task; nay, that it had not even the remotest idea of what
its task really was. The fact that both in Vienna and in Berlin the fate of
the revolution was settled, that in both these capitals the most important
and vital questions were disposed of, without the existence of the Frankfurt Assembly ever being taken the slightest notice of—this fact alone
is sufficient to establish that the body in question was a mere debating
club, composed of a set of dupes, who allowed the governments to use
them as a parliamentary puppet, shown to amuse the shopkeepers and
petty tradesmen of petty states and petty towns, as long as it was considered convenient to divert the attention of these parties. How long
this was considered convenient we shall soon see. But it is a fact worthy
of attention that among all the “eminent” men of this Assembly, there
was not one who had the slightest apprehension of the part they were
made to perform, and that even up to the present day, ex-members of
the Frankfurt Club have invariably organs of historical perception quite
peculiar to themselves.
London, March, 1852
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The first months of the year 1849 were employed by the Austrian
and Prussian governments in following up the advantages obtained in
October and November last. The Austrian Diet, ever since the taking of
Vienna, had carried on a merely nominal existence in a small Moravian
country town, named Kremsier.60 Here the Slavonian deputies, who,
with their constituents, had been mainly instrumental in raising the
Austrian Government from its prostration, were singularly punished for
their treachery against the European revolution; as soon as the government had recovered its strength, it treated the Diet and its Slavonian
majority with the utmost contempt, and when the first successes of the
imperial arms foreboded a speedy termination of the Hungarian War,
the Diet, on the 4th of March, was dissolved and the deputies dispersed
by military force. Then at last the Slavonians saw that they were duped,
and then they shouted: “Let us go to Frankfurt and carry on there the
opposition which we cannot pursue here!” But it was then too late, and
the very fact that they had no other alternative than either to remain
quiet or to join the impotent Frankfurt Assembly—this fact alone was
sufficient to show their utter helplessness.
Thus ended, for the present and most likely for ever, the attempts
of the Slavonians of Germany to recover an in dependent national existence. Scattered remnants of numerous nations, whose nationality and
political vitality had long been extinguished, and who in consequence
had been obliged, for almost a thousand years, to follow in the wake of a
mightier nation, their conqueror, the same as the Welsh in England, the
Basques in Spain, the Bas-Bretons in France, and at a more recent period
the Spanish and French Creoles in those portions of North America
occupied of late by the Anglo-American race—these dying nationalities,
the Bohemians, Carinthians, Dalmatians, etc., had tried to profit by
the universal confusion of 1848, in order to restore their political status
60
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quo of 800 AD. The history of a thousand years ought to have shown
them that such a retrogression was impossible; that if all the territory
east of the Elbe and Saale had at one time been occupied by kindred
Slavonians, this fact merely proved the historical tendency, and at the
same time the physical and intellectual power of the German nation to
subdue, absorb and assimilate its ancient eastern neighbors; that this
tendency of absorption on the part of the Germans had always been,
and still was, one of the mightiest means by which the civilization of
Western Europe had been spread in the east of that continent; that it
could only cease whenever the process of Germanization had reached
the frontier of large, compact, unbroken nations, capable of an independent national life, such as the Hungarians and in some degree the Poles;
and that, therefore, the natural and inevitable fate of these dying nations
was to allow this progress of dissolution and absorption by their stronger
neighbors to complete itself. Certainly this is no very flattering prospect
for the national ambition of the Pan-Slavistic dreamers who succeeded
in agitating a portion of the Bohemian and South-Slavonian people;
but can they expect that history would retrograde a thousand years in
order to please a few phthisical bodies of men, who in every part of the
territory they occupy are interspersed with and surrounded by Germans,
who from time almost immemorial have had for all purposes of civilization no other language but the German, and who lack the very first
conditions of national existence, numbers and compactness of territory?
Thus, the Pan-Slavistic rising, which everywhere in the German and
Hungarian Slavonic territories was the cloak for the restoration to independence of all these numberless petty nations, everywhere clashed with
the European revolutionary movements, and the Slavonians, although
pretending to fight for liberty, were invariably (the democratic portion
of the Poles excepted) found on the side of despotism and reaction. Thus
it was in Germany, thus in Hungary, thus even here and there in Turkey.
Traitors to the popular cause, supporters and chief props to the Austrian
Government’s cabal, they placed themselves in the position of outlaws in
the eyes of all revolutionary nations. And although nowhere the mass of
the people had a part in the petty squabbles about nationality raised by
the Pan-Slavistic leaders, for the very reason that they were too ignorant,
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yet it will never be forgotten that in Prague, in a half-German town,
crowds of Slavonian fanatics cheered and repeated the cry: “Rather the
Russian knout61 than German liberty!” After their first evaporated effort
in 1848, and after the lesson the Austrian Government gave them, it is
not likely that another attempt at a later opportunity will be made. But
if they should try again under similar pretexts to ally themselves to the
counter-revolutionary force, the duty of Germany is clear. No country in a state of revolution and involved in external war can tolerate a
Vendée62 in its very heart.
As to the constitution proclaimed by the Emperor63 at the same
time with the dissolution of the Diet, there is no need to revert to it, as
it never had a practical existence and is now done away with altogether.
Absolutism has been restored in Austria to all intents and purposes ever
since the 4th of March, 1849.
In Prussia, the Chambers met in February for the ratification
and revision of the new charter proclaimed by the King. They sat for
about six weeks, humble and meek enough in their behavior towards the
government, yet not quite prepared to go the lengths the King and his
ministers wished them to go. Therefore, as soon as a suitable occasion
presented itself, they were dissolved.
Thus both Austria and Prussia had for the moment got rid of the
shackles of parliamentary control. The governments now concentrated
all power in themselves and could bring that power to bear wherever it
was wanted: Austria upon Hungary and Italy, Prussia upon Germany.
For Prussia, too, was preparing for a campaign by which “order” was to
be restored in the smaller states.
Counter-revolution being now paramount in the two great centers of action of Germany, in Vienna and Berlin, there remained only
61
A knout is a heavy scourge-like multiple whip, usually made of a series of rawhide
thongs attached to a long handle. The English word stems from a spelling-pronunciation of a French transliteration of the Russian word “knut,” which simply means
“whip.”
62
Vendée is a department on the west coast of France. In 1793 it was the scene of
counter-revolutionary revolts instigated by the royalists, who sought to turn the peasants’ struggle against the Republic.
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the lesser states in which the struggle was still undecided, although the
balance there, too, was leaning more and more against the revolutionary
interest. These smaller states, we have said, found a common center in
the National Assembly at Frankfurt. Now, this so-called National Assembly, although its reactionist spirit had long been evident, so much so that
the very people of Frankfurt had risen in arms against it, yet its origin
was of a more or less revolutionary nature; it occupied an abnormal, revolutionary position in January; its competence had never been defined,
and it had at last come to the decision—which, however, was never recognized by the larger states—that its resolutions had the force of law.
Under these circumstances, and when the constitutionalist-monarchical
party saw their positions turned by the recovering absolutists, it is not
to be wondered that the liberal, monarchical bourgeoisie of almost the
whole of Germany should place their last hopes upon the majority of
this Assembly, just as the petty shopkeeping interest, the nucleus of the
democratic party, gathered in their growing distress around the minority
of that same body, which indeed formed the last compact parliamentary
phalanx of democracy. On the other hand, the larger governments, and
particularly the Prussian Ministry, saw more and more the incompatibility of such an irregular elective body with the restored monarchical
system of Germany, and if they did not at once force its dissolution, it
was only because the time had not yet come and because Prussia hoped
first to use it for the furthering of its own ambitious purposes.
In the meantime, that poor Assembly itself fell into a greater and
greater confusion. Its deputations and commissaries had been treated
with the utmost contempt, both in Vienna and Berlin; one of its members,64 in spite of his parliamentary inviolability, had been executed in
Vienna as a common rebel. Its decrees were nowhere heeded; if they
were noticed at all by the larger powers, it was merely by protesting notes
which disputed the authority of the Assembly to pass laws and resolutions binding upon their governments. The representative of the Assembly, the central executive power, was involved in diplomatic squabbles
with almost all the cabinets of Germany, and in spite of all their efforts
64
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neither Assembly nor central government could bring Austria and Prussia to state their ultimate views, plans and demands. The Assembly, at
last, commenced to see clearly, at least so far, that it had allowed all power
to slip out of its hands, that it was at the mercy of Austria and Prussia,
and that if it intended making a federal constitution for Germany at all,
it must set about the thing at once and in good earnest. And many of
the vacillating members also saw clearly that they had been egregiously
duped by the governments. But what were they, in their impotent position, able to do now? The only thing that could have saved them would
have been promptly and decidedly to pass over into the popular camp;
but the success, even of that step, was more than doubtful; and then,
where in this helpless crowd of undecided, short sighted, self-conceited
beings who, when the eternal noise of contradictory rumors and diplomatic notes completely stunned them, sought their only consolation
and support in the everlastingly repeated assurance that they were the
best, the greatest, the wisest men of the country, and that they alone
could save Germany—where, we say, among these poor creatures whom
a single year of parliamentary life had turned into complete idiots, where
were the men for a prompt and decisive resolution, much less for energetic and consistent action?
At last the Austrian Government threw off the mask. In its Constitution of the 4th of March it proclaimed Austrian indivisible monarchy,
with common finances, system of customs-duties, of military establishments, thereby effacing every barrier and distinction between the German and non-German provinces. This declaration was made in the face
of resolutions and articles of the intended Federal Constitution, which
had been already passed by the Frankfurt Assembly. It was the gauntlet of war thrown down to it by Austria, and the poor Assembly had
no other choice but to take it up. This it did with a deal of blustering,
but which Austria, in the consciousness of her power, and of the utter
nothingness of the Assembly, could well afford to allow to pass. And
this precious representation, as it styled itself, of the German people, in
order to revenge itself for this insult on the part of Austria, saw nothing
better before it than to throw itself, hands and feet tied, at the feet of
the Prussian Government. Incredible as it would seem, it bent its knees
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before the very ministers whom it had condemned as unconstitutional
and anti-popular, and whose dismissal it had in vain insisted upon. The
details of this disgraceful transaction, and the tragic-comical events that
followed, will form the subject of our next.
London, April, 1852
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We now come to the last chapter in the history of the German
revolution: the conflict of the National Assembly with the governments
of the different states, especially of Prussia; the insurrection of southern
and western Germany, and its final overthrow by Prussia.
We have already seen the Frankfurt National Assembly at work.
We have seen it kicked at by Austria, insulted by Prussia, disobeyed by
the lesser states, duped by its own impotent central “government,” which
again was the dupe of all and every prince in the country. But at last
things began to look threatening for this weak, vacillating, insipid legislative body. It was forced to come to the conclusion that “the sublime
idea of German unity was threatened in its realization,” which meant
neither more nor less than that the Frankfurt Assembly, and all it had
done and was about to do, were very likely to end in smoke. Thus it set
to work in good earnest in order to bring forth as soon as possible its
grand production, the “Imperial Constitution.”
There was, however, one difficulty. What executive government
was there to be? An executive council? No; that would have been, they
thought in their wisdom, making Germany a republic. A “President”?
That would come to the same. Thus they must revive the old imperial
dignity. But—as of course a prince was to be Emperor—who should
it be? Certainly none of the Dii minorum gentium,65 from Reuss-Greitz-Schleitz-Lobenstein-Ebersdorf up to Bavaria, neither Austria nor
Prussia would have borne that. It could only be Austria or Prussia. But
which of the two? There is no doubt that, under otherwise favorable
circumstances, this august Assembly would be sitting up to the present
day, discussing this important dilemma without being able to come to a
conclusion, if the Austrian Government had not cut the Gordian knot
and saved them the trouble.
Austria knew very well that from the moment in which she could
again appear before Europe with all her provinces subdued, as a strong
and great European power, the very law of political gravitation would
65
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draw the remainder of Germany into her orbit, without the help of any
authority which an imperial crown conferred by the Frankfurt Assembly
could give her. Austria had been far stronger, far freer in her movements,
since she shook off the powerless crown of the German Empire—a crown
which clogged her own independent policy, while it added not one iota
to her strength, either within or without Germany. And supposing the
case that Austria could not maintain her footing in Italy and Hungary—
why, then she was dissolved, annihilated in Germany too, and could
never pretend to re-seize a crown which had slipped from her hands
while she was in the full possession of her strength. Thus Austria at once
declared against all Imperialist resurrections, and plainly demanded the
restoration of the German Diet, the only central government of Germany known and recognized by the treaties of 1815; and on the 4th of
March, 1849, issued that constitution which had no other meaning than
to declare Austria an indivisible, centralized and independent monarchy,
distinct even from that Germany which the Frankfurt Assembly was to
reorganize.
This open declaration of war left, indeed, the Frankfurt wiseacres
no other choice but to exclude Austria from Germany, and to create
out of the remainder of that country a sort of Lower Empire, a “Little
Germany,” the rather shabby imperial mantle of which was to fall on
the shoulders of His Majesty of Prussia. This, it will be recollected, was
the renewal of an old project fostered already some six or eight years
ago by a party of South and Middle German liberal doctrinaires, who
considered as a godsend the degrading circumstances by which their old
crotchet was now again brought forward as the latest “new move” for the
salvation of the country.
They accordingly finished, in February and March, 1849, the
debate on the Imperial Constitution, together with the Declaration of
Rights and the Imperial Electoral Law; not, however, without being
obliged to make, in a great many points, the most contradictory concessions—now to the conservative or rather reactionary party, now to the
more advanced fractions of the Assembly. In fact, it was evident that the
leadership of the Assembly, which had formerly belonged to the Right
and the Right Center (the conservatives and reactionists), was gradu112
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ally, although slowly, passing towards the Left or democratic side of that
body. The rather dubious position of the Austrian deputies in an assembly which had excluded their country from Germany, and in which yet
they were called upon to sit and vote, favored the derangement of its
equipoise; and thus, as early as the end of February, the Left Center
and the Left found themselves, by the help of the Austrian votes, very
generally in a majority, while on other days the conservative fraction of
the Austrians, all of a sudden and for the fun of the thing, voting with
the Right, threw the balance again on the other side. They intended by
these sudden soubresauts66 to bring the Assembly into contempt, which,
however, was quite unnecessary, the mass of the people being long since
convinced of the utter hollowness and futility of anything coming from
Frankfurt. What a specimen of a constitution, in the meantime, was
framed under such jumping and counter-jumping, may easily be imagined.
The Left of the Assembly—this élite and pride of revolutionary
Germany, as it believed itself to be—was entirely intoxicated with the
few paltry successes it obtained by the goodwill, or rather the ill will,
of a set of Austrian politicians acting under the instigation and for the
interest of Austrian despotism. Whenever the slightest approximation
to their own not-very-well-defined principles had, in a homeopathically
diluted shape, obtained a sort of sanction by the Frankfurt Assembly,
these democrats proclaimed that they had saved the country and the people. These poor, weak-minded men, during the course of their generally
very obscure lives, had been so little accustomed to anything like success
that they actually believed their paltry amendments, passed with two or
three votes’ majority, would change the face of Europe. They had, from
the beginning of their legislative career, been more imbued than any
other fraction of the Assembly with that incurable malady, parliamentary
cretinism, a disorder which penetrates its unfortunate victims with the
solemn conviction that the whole world, its history and future, are governed and determined by a majority of votes in that particular representative body which has the honor to count them among its members, and
66
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that all and everything going on outside the walls of their house—wars,
revolutions, railway constructing, colonizing of whole new continents,
California gold discoveries, Central American canals, Russian armies,
and whatever else may have some little claim to influence upon the destinies of mankind—is nothing compared to the incommensurable events
hinging upon the important question, whatever it may be, just at that
moment occupying the attention of their honorable house. Thus it was
the democratic party of the Assembly, by effectually smuggling a few of
their nostrums into the “Imperial Constitution,” first became bound to
support it, although in every essential point it flatly contradicted their
own oft-proclaimed principles; and at last, when this mongrel work
was abandoned, and bequeathed to them by its main authors, accepted
the inheritance, and held out for this monarchical constitution, even
in opposition to everybody who then proclaimed their own republican
principles.
But it must be confessed that in this the contradiction was merely
apparent. The indeterminate, self-contradictory, immature character of
the Imperial Constitution was the very image of the immature, confused,
conflicting political ideas of these democratic gentlemen. And if their
own sayings and writings—as far as they could write—were not sufficient proof of this, their actions would furnish such proof; for among
sensible people it is a matter of course to judge of a man not by his professions, but by his actions; not by what he pretends to be, but by what
he does and what he really is and the deeds of these heroes of German
democracy speak loud enough for themselves, as we shall learn by and
by. However, the Imperial Constitution with all its appendages and paraphernalia was definitively passed, and on the 28th of March the King
of Prussia was, by 290 votes against 248 who abstained and some 200
who were absent, elected Emperor of Germany, minus Austria. The historical irony was complete; the imperial farce executed in the streets of
astonished Berlin, three days after the Revolution of March 18th, 1848,
by Frederick William IV,67 while in a state which elsewhere would come
On March 21, 1848, a pompous royal appearance was staged in Berlin, on the
initiative of Prussian bourgeois ministers trying to restore the authority of the king. It
was accompanied by manifestations in favor of Germany’s unification. King Freder67
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under the Maine Liquor Law—this disgusting farce, just one year afterwards, had been sanctioned by the pretended Representative Assembly
of all Germany. That, then, was the result of the German Revolution!
London, July, 1852

ick William IV drove along the streets wearing a black-red-gold armband—a symbol
of united Germany—and delivered a pseudo-patriotic speech, presenting himself as
a defender of “German liberty and unification.”
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The National Assembly of Frankfurt, after having elected the King
of Prussia Emperor of Germany (minus Austria), sent a deputation to
Berlin to offer him the crown, and then adjourned. On the 3rd of April
Frederick William received the deputies. He told them that, although he
accepted the right of precedence over all the other princes of Germany,
which this vote of the people’s representatives had given him, yet he
could not accept the imperial crown as long as he was not sure that the
remaining princes acknowledged his supremacy and the Imperial Constitution conferring those rights upon him. It would be, he added, for
the governments of Germany to see whether this constitution was such
as could be ratified by them. At all events, Emperor or not, he always
would be found ready, he concluded, to draw the sword against either
the external or the internal foe. We shall soon see how he kept his promise in a manner rather startling for the National Assembly.
The Frankfurt wiseacres, after profound diplomatic inquiry, at last
came to the conclusion that this answer amount ed to a refusal of the
crown. They then (April 12th) resolved: That the Imperial Constitution
was the law of the land, and must be maintained; and not seeing their
way at all before themselves, elected a Committee of Thirty, to make
proposals as to the means how this constitution could be carried out.
This resolution was the signal for the conflict between the Frankfurt Assembly and the German governments, which now broke out.
The middle classes, and especially the smaller trading class, had
all at once declared for the new Frankfurt constitution. They could not
await any longer the moment which was “to close the revolution.” In
Austria and Prussia the revolution had, for the moment, been closed by
the interference of the armed power; the classes in question would have
preferred a less forcible mode of performing that operation, but they had
not had a chance, the thing was done, and they had to make the best of
it, a resolution which they at once took and carried out most heroically.
In the smaller states, where things had been going on comparatively
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smoothly, the middle classes had long since been thrown back into that
showy, but resultless, because powerless, parliamentary agitation which
was most congenial to themselves. The different states of Germany, as
regarded each of them separately, appeared thus to have attained that
new and definitive form which was supposed to enable them to enter,
henceforth, the path of peaceful and constitutional development. There
only remained one open question, that of the new political organization
of the German Confederacy. And this question, the only one which still
appeared fraught with danger, it was considered a necessity to resolve at
once. Hence the pressure exerted upon the Frankfurt Assembly by the
middle classes, in order to induce it to get the constitution ready as soon
as possible, hence the resolution among the higher and lower bourgeoisie to accept and to support this constitution, what ever it might be, in
order to create a settled state of things without delay. Thus, from the
very beginning, the agitation for the Imperial Constitution arose out of a
reactionary feeling, and sprang up among those classes which were long
since tired of the revolution.
But there was another feature in it. The first and fundamental
principles of the future German constitution had been voted during the
first months of spring and summer, 1848, a time when popular agitation was still rife. The resolutions then passed—though completely reactionary then—now, after the arbitrary acts of the Austrian and Prussian
governments, appeared exceedingly liberal, and even democratic. The
standard of comparison had changed. The Frankfurt Assembly could
not, without moral suicide, strike out these once-voted provisions, and
model the Imperial Constitution upon those which the Austrian and
Prussian governments had dictated, sword in hand. Besides, as we have
seen, the majority in that Assembly had changed sides, and the liberal
and democratic party were rising in influence. Thus the Imperial Constitution not only was distinguished by its apparently exclusive popular
origin, but at the same time, full of contradiction as it was, it yet was the
most liberal constitution of all Germany. Its greatest fault was that it was
a mere sheet of paper, with no power to back its provisions.
Under these circumstances it was natural that the so-called democratic party, that is, the mass of the petty trading class, should cling to
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the Imperial Constitution. This class had always been more forward in
its demands than the liberal, monarchico-constitutional bourgeoisie; it
had shown a bolder front, it had very often threatened armed resistance,
it was lavish in its promises to sacrifice its blood and its existence in the
struggle for freedom; but it had already given plenty of proofs that on
the day of danger it was nowhere, and that it never felt more comfortable than the day after a decisive defeat, when everything being lost, it
had at least the consolation to know that somehow or other the matter
was settled. While, therefore, the adhesion of the large bankers, manufacturers and merchants was of a more reserved character, more like a
simple demonstration in favor of the Frankfurt Constitution, the class
just beneath them, our valiant democratic shopkeepers, came forward in
grand style and, as usual, proclaimed they would rather spill their last
drop of blood than let the Imperial Constitution fall to the ground.
Supported by these two parties, the bourgeois adherents of constitutional royalty and the more or less democratic shopkeepers, the
agitation for the immediate establishment of the Imperial Constitution
gained ground rapidly, and found its most powerful expression in the
parliaments of the several states. The Chambers of Prussia, of Hanover,
of Saxony, of Baden, of Württemberg, declared in its favor. The struggle
between the governments and the Frankfurt Assembly assumed a threatening aspect.
The governments, however, acted rapidly. The Prussian Chambers
were dissolved, anti-constitutionally, as they had to revise and confirm
the constitution; riots broke out at Berlin, provoked intentionally by the
government; and the next day, the 28th of April, the Prussian Ministry
issued a circular note, in which the Imperial Constitution was held up
as a most anarchic and revolutionary document, which it was for the
governments of Germany to remodel and purify. Thus Prussia denied,
point-blank, that sovereign constituent power which the wise men at
Frankfurt had always boasted of, but never established. Thus a Congress
of Princes,68 a renewal of the old Federal Diet, was called upon to sit in
68
On May 17, 1849 a conference, attended by Prussia, Saxony, Hanover, Bavaria
and Württemberg, was convened for the purpose of revising the so-called Imperial
Constitution drawn up by the National Assembly at Frankfurt on the Main. At the
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judgment on that constitution which had already been promulgated as
a law. And at the same time Prussia concentrated troops at Kreuznach,
three days’ march from Frankfurt, and called upon the smaller states
to follow its example by also dissolving their Chambers as soon as they
should give their adhesion to the Frankfurt Assembly. This example was
speedily followed by Hanover and Saxony.
It was evident that a decision of the struggle by force of arms could
not be avoided. The hostility of the governments, the agitation among
the people, were daily showing themselves in stronger colors. The military
were everywhere worked upon by the democratic citizens, and in the south
of Germany with great success. Large mass meetings were everywhere held,
passing resolutions to support the Imperial Constitution and the National
Assembly, if need should be, with force of arms. At Cologne, a meeting
of deputies of all the municipal councils of Rhenish Prussia took place for
the same purpose. In the Palatinate, at Bergen, Fulda, Nuremberg, in the
Odenwald, the peasantry met by myriads and worked themselves up into
enthusiasm. At the same time, the Constituent Assembly of France dissolved, and the new elections were prepared amid violent agitation, while
on the eastern frontier of Germany the Hungarians had within a month, by
a succession of brilliant victories, rolled back the tide of Austrian invasion
from the Theiss to the Leitha, and were every day expected to take Vienna
by storm. Thus, popular imagination being on all hands worked up to the
highest pitch, and the aggressive policy of the governments defining itself
more clearly every day, a violent collision could not be avoided, and cowardly imbecility only could persuade itself that the struggle was to come off
peaceably. But this cowardly imbecility was most extensively represented
in the Frankfurt Assembly.
London, July, 1852
close of the conference on May 26, 1849 an agreement (the “Union of Three Kings”)
was concluded between the kings of Prussia, Saxony and Hanover. By August 1849,
twenty-nine German states had joined in the agreement. Under its terms, the Imperial Constitution was revised in conformity with the interests of the monarchy, and
the king of Prussia was to serve as Regent and parliament to consist of two chambers.
This “Union” was an attempt of the Prussian monarchy to gain hegemony in Germany. But under Austrian and Russian pressure Prussia was forced to beat a retreat,
and in November 1850 to withdraw from the “Union.”
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The inevitable conflict between the National Assembly of Frankfurt and the states’ governments of Germany at last broke out in open
hostilities during the first days of May, 1849. The Austrian deputies,
recalled by their government, had already left the Assembly and returned
home, with the exception of a few members of the Left or democratic
party. The great body of the conservative members, aware of the turn
things were about to take, withdrew even before they were called upon
to do so by their respective governments. Thus, even independently of
the causes which in the foregoing papers have been shown to strengthen
the influence of the Left, the mere desertion of their posts by the members of the Right sufficed to turn the old minority into a majority of the
Assembly. The new majority which, at no former time, had dreamed of
ever obtaining that good fortune, had profited by their places on the
Opposition benches to spout against the weakness, the indecision, the
indolence of the old majority and of its Imperial Lieutenancy. Now all at
once, they were called on to replace that old majority. They were now to
show what they could perform. Of course, their career was to be one of
energy, determination, activity. They, the élite of Germany, would soon
be able to drive onward the senile Lieutenant of the Empire and his vacillating ministers, and in case that was impossible, they would—there
could be no doubt about it—by force of the sovereign right of the people,
depose that impotent government, and replace it by an energetic, indefatigable executive, who would assure the salvation of Germany. Poor
fellows! Their rule—if rule it can be named where no one obeyed—was
a still more ridiculous affair than even the rule of their predecessors.
The new majority declared that, in spite of all obstacles, the Imperial Constitution must be carried out, and at once; that on the 15th of
July ensuing, the people were to elect the deputies for the new House
of Representatives, and that this House was to meet at Frankfurt on the
15th of August following. Now, this was an open declaration of war
against those governments that had not recognized the Imperial Constitution, the foremost among which were Prussia, Austria, Bavaria, com121
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prising more than three-fourths of the German population; a declaration
of war which was speedily accepted by them. Prussia and Bavaria, too,
recalled the deputies sent from their territories to Frankfurt, and hastened their military preparations against the National Assembly, while,
on the other hand, the demonstrations of the democratic party (out of
parliament) in favor of the Imperial Constitution and of the National
Assembly acquired a more turbulent and violent character, and the mass
of the working people, led by the men of the most extreme party, were
ready to take up arms in a cause which, if it was not their own, at least
gave them a chance of somewhat approaching their aims by clearing
Germany of its old monarchical encumbrances. Thus everywhere the
people and the governments were at daggers drawn upon this subject;
the outbreak was inevitable; the mine was charged and it only wanted
a spark to make it explode. The dissolution of the Chambers in Saxony,
the calling in of the Landwehr (military reserve) in Prussia, the open
resistance of the government to the Imperial Constitution, were such
sparks; they fell, and all at once the country was in a blaze. In Dresden,
on the 4th of May, the people victoriously took possession of the town
and drove out the King,69 while all the surrounding districts sent reinforcements to the insurgents. In Rhenish Prussia and Westphalia the
Landwehr refused to march, took possession of the arsenals and armed
itself in defense of the Imperial Constitution. In the Palatinate the people seized the Bavarian Government officials and the public moneys, and
instituted a Committee of Defense, which placed the province under the
protection of the National Assembly. In Württemberg the people forced
the King70 to acknowledge the Imperial Constitution; and in Baden the
army, united with the people, forced the Grand Duke71 to flight and
erected a provisional government. In other parts of Germany the people
only awaited a decisive signal from the National Assembly to rise in arms
and place themselves at its disposal.
The position of the National Assembly was far more favorable
than could have been expected after its ignoble career. The western half
69
70
71
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Leopold, Grand Duke of Baden (1790-1852).—Ed.
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of Germany had taken up arms in its behalf; the military everywhere
were vacillating; in the lesser states they were undoubtedly favorable to
the movement.
Austria was prostrated by the victorious advance of the Hungarians, and Russia, that reserve force of the German governments, was
straining all its powers in order to support Austria against the Magyar
armies. There was only Prussia to subdue; and with the revolutionary
sympathies existing in that country, a chance certainly existed of attaining that end. Everything then depended upon the conduct of the Assembly.
Now, insurrection is an art quite as much as war or any other, and
subject to certain rules of proceeding, which, when neglected, will produce the ruin of the party neglecting them. Those rules, logical deductions from the nature of the parties and the circumstances one has to
deal with in such a case, are so plain and simple that the short experience of 1848 had made the Germans pretty well acquainted with them.
Firstly, never play with insurrection unless you are fully prepared to face
the consequences of your play. Insurrection is a calculus with very indefinite magnitudes, the value of which may change every day; the forces
opposed to you have all the advantage of organization, discipline and
habitual authority; unless you bring strong odds against them, you are
defeated and ruined. Secondly, the insurrectionary career once entered
upon, act with the greatest determination, and on the offensive. The
defensive is the death of every armed rising; it is lost before it measures itself with its enemies. Surprise your antagonists while their forces
are scattering, prepare new successes, however small, but daily; keep up
the moral ascendancy which the first successful rising has given to you;
rally thus those vacillating elements to your side which always follow the
strongest impulse, and which always look out for the safer side; force
your enemies to a retreat before they can collect their strength against
you; in the words of Danton, the greatest master of revolutionary policy
yet known: de l’audace, de l’audace, encore de l’audace!72
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What, then, was the National Assembly of Frankfurt to do if it
would escape the certain ruin which it was threatened with? First of all,
to see clearly through the situation, and to convince itself that there was
now no other choice than either to submit to the governments unconditionally or take up the cause of the armed insurrection without reserve
or hesitation. Secondly, to publicly recognize all the insurrections that
had already broken out, and to call the people to take up arms everywhere in defense of the national representation, outlawing all princes,
ministers, and others who should dare to oppose the sovereign people
represented by its mandatories. Thirdly, to at once depose the German
Imperial Lieutenant, to create a strong, active, unscrupulous executive,
to call insurgent troops to Frankfurt for its immediate protection, thus
offering at the same time a legal pretext for the spread of the insurrection, to organize into a compact body all the forces at its disposal, and,
in short, to profit quickly and unhesitatingly by every available means
for strengthening its position and impairing that of its opponents.
Of all this, the virtuous democrats in the Frankfurt Assembly did
just the contrary. Not content with letting things take the course they
liked, these worthies went so far as to suppress by their opposition all
insurrectionary movements which were preparing. Thus, for instance,
did Mr. Karl Vogt at Nuremberg. They allowed the insurrections of
Saxony of Rhenish Prussia, of Westphalia to be suppressed without any
other help than a posthumous, sentimental protest against the unfeeling violence of the Prussian Government. They kept up an underhand
diplomatic intercourse with the South German insurrections, but never
gave them the support of their open acknowledgment. They knew that
the Lieutenant of the Empire sided with the governments, and yet they
called upon him, who never stirred, to oppose the intrigues of these governments. The ministers of the Empire, old conservatives, ridiculed this
impotent Assembly in every sitting, and they suffered it. And when William Wolff, a Silesian deputy, and one of the editors of the New Rhenish
Gazette, called upon them to outlaw the Lieutenant of the Empire—
who was, he justly said, nothing but the first and greatest traitor to the
Empire—he was hooted down by the unanimous and virtuous indignation of those democratic revolutionists! In short, they went on talking,
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protesting, proclaiming, pronouncing, but never had the courage or the
sense to act; while the hostile troops of the governments drew nearer and
nearer, and their own executive, the Lieutenant of the Empire, was busily
plotting with the German princes their speedy destruction. Thus, even
the last vestige of consideration was lost to this contemptible Assembly;
the insurgents who had risen to defend it ceased to care any more for it,
and when at last it came to a shameful end, as we shall see, it died without anybody taking any notice of its unhonored exit.
London, August, 1852
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In our last we showed that the struggle between the German governments on the one side, and the Frankfurt parliament on the other,
had ultimately acquired such a degree of violence that in the first days
of May a great portion of Germany broke out in open insurrection; first
Dresden, then the Bavarian Palatinate, parts of Rhenish Prussia, and at
last Baden.
In all cases, the real fighting body of the insurgents, that body
which first took up arms and gave battle to the troops, consisted of the
working classes of the towns. A portion of the poorer country population,
laborers and petty farmers, generally joined them after the actual outbreak of the conflict. The greater number of the young men of all classes,
below the capitalist class, was to be found, for a time at least, in the
ranks of the insurgent armies, but this rather indiscriminate aggregate
of young men very soon thinned as soon as the aspect of affairs took a
somewhat serious turn. The students particularly, those “representatives
of intellect,” as they liked to call themselves, were the first to quit their
standards, unless they were retained by the bestowal of officer’s rank, for
which they, of course, had very seldom any qualifications.
The working class entered upon this insurrection as they would
have done upon any other which promised either to remove some obstacles in their progress towards political dominion and social revolution,
or at least to tie the more influential but less courageous classes of society
to a more decided and revolutionary course than they had followed hitherto. The working class took up arms with a full knowledge that this was,
in the direct bearings of the case, no quarrel of its own; but it followed
up its only true policy, to allow no class that has risen on its shoulders
(as the bourgeoisie had done in 1848) to fortify its class-government,
without opening, at least, a fair field to the working classes for the struggle for its own interests; and, in any case, to bring matters to a crisis, by
which either the nation was fairly and irresistibly launched in the revolutionary career, or else the status quo before the revolution restored as
near as possible, and thereby a new revolution rendered unavoidable. In
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both cases the working classes represented the real and well-understood
interest of the nation at large, in hastening as much as possible that
revolutionary course which, for the old societies of civilized Europe, has
now become a historical necessity, before any of them can again aspire to
a more quiet and regular development of its resources.
As to country people that joined the insurrection, they were principally thrown into the arms of the revolutionary party by the relatively
enormous load of taxation, and partly of feudal burdens pressing upon
them. Without any initiative of their own, they formed the tail of the
other classes engaged in the insurrection, wavering between the working
men on the one side, and the petty trading class on the other. Their own
private social position, in almost every case, decided which way they
turned; the agricultural laborer generally supported the city artisan; the
small farmer was apt to go hand in hand with the small shopkeeper.
This class of petty tradesmen, the great importance and influence
of which we have already several times adverted to, may be considered
as the leading class of the insurrection of May, 1849. There being, this
time, none of the large towns of Germany among the center of the movement, the petty trading class, which in middling and lesser towns always
predominates, found the means of getting the direction of the movement into its hands. We have, moreover, seen that, in this struggle for
the Imperial Constitution and for the rights of the German parliament,
there were the interests of this peculiar class at stake. The provisional
governments formed in all the insurgent districts represented, in the
majority of each of them, this section of the people, and the length they
went to may therefore be fairly taken as the measure of what the German
petit bourgeoisie is capable of—capable, as we shall see, of nothing but
ruining any movement that entrusts itself to its hands.
The petit bourgeoisie, great in boasting, is very impotent for
action, and very shy in risking anything. The mesquin73 character of its
commercial transactions and its credit operations is eminently apt to
stamp its character with a want of energy and enterprise; it is, then, to
be expected that similar qualities will mark its political career. Accord73
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ingly, the petit bourgeoisie encouraged insurrection by big words and
great boasting as to what it was going to do; it was eager to seize upon
power as soon as the insurrection, much against its will, had broken
out; it used this power to no other purpose but to destroy the effects
of the insurrection. Wherever an armed conflict had brought matters
to a serious crisis, there the shopkeepers stood aghast at the dangerous
situation created for them; aghast at the people who had taken their
boasting appeals to arms in earnest; aghast at the power thus thrust into
their own hands; aghast, above all, at the consequences for themselves,
for their social positions, for their fortunes, of the policy in which they
were forced to engage themselves. Were they not expected to risk “life
and property,” as they used to say, for the cause of the insurrection? Were
they not, forced to take official positions in the insurrection, whereby, in
case of defeat, they risked the loss of their capital? And in case of victory,
were they not sure to be immediately turned out of office and to see their
entire policy subverted by the victorious proletarians who formed the
main body of their fighting army? Thus placed between opposing dangers which surrounded them on every side, the petit bourgeoisie knew
not to turn its power to any other account than to let everything take its
chance, whereby, of course, there was lost what little chance of success
there might have been, and thus to ruin the insurrection altogether. Its
policy, or rather want of policy, everywhere was the same, and, therefore,
the insurrections of May, 1849, in all parts of Germany, are all cut out
to the same pattern.
In Dresden, the struggle was kept on for four days in the streets
of the town. The shopkeepers of Dresden, the “communal guard,” not
only did not fight, but in many instances favored the proceedings of the
troops against the insurgents. These again consisted almost exclusively
of working men from the surrounding manufacturing districts: They
found an able and cool-headed commander in the Russian refugee, Michael
Bakunin, who afterwards was taken prisoner, and now is confined in the
dungeons of Munkacs,74 Hungary. The intervention of numerous Prussian troops crushed this insurrection.
74
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In Rhenish Prussia, the actual fighting was of little importance.
All the large towns being fortresses commanded by citadels, there could
be only skirmishing on the part of the insurgents. As soon as a sufficient
number of troops had been drawn together, there was an end to armed
opposition.
In the Palatinate and Baden, on the contrary, a rich, fruitful province and an entire state fell into the hands of the insurrection. Money,
arms, soldiers, warlike stores, everything was ready for use. The soldiers
of the regular army themselves joined the insurgents; nay, in Baden,
they were among the foremost of them. The insurrections in Saxony and
Rhenish Prussia sacrificed themselves in order to gain time for the organization of the South-German movement. Never was there such a favorable position for a provincial and partial insurrection as this. A revolution
was expected in Paris; the Hungarians were at the gates of Vienna; in all
the central states of Germany not only the people, but even the troops,
were strongly in favor of the insurrection, and only wanted an opportunity to join it openly. And yet, the movement, having got once into the
hands of the petit bourgeoisie, was ruined from its very beginning. The
petit-bourgeois rulers, particularly of Baden—Mr. Brentano at the head
of them—never forgot that by usurping the place and prerogatives of the
“lawful” sovereign, the Grand Duke, they were committing high treason.
They sat down in their ministerial armchairs with the consciousness of
criminality in their hearts. What can you expect of such cowards? They
not only abandoned the insurrection to its own uncentralized and therefore ineffective spontaneity, they actually did everything in their power
to take the sting out of the movement, to unman, to destroy it. And they
succeeded, thanks to the zealous support of that deep class of politicians,
the “democratic” heroes of the petit bourgeoisie, who actually thought
they were “saving the country,” while they allowed themselves to be led
by their noses by a few men of a sharper cast, such as Brentano.
As to the fighting part of the business, never were military operations carried on in a more slovenly, more stolid way than under the Baden
General-in-Chief Sigel, an ex-lieutenant of the regular army. Everything
was got into confusion, every good opportunity was lost, every precious
moment was loitered away with planning colossal but impracticable
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projects, until, when at last the talented Pole, Mieroslawski, took up
the command, the army was disorganized, beaten, dispirited, badly provided for, opposed to an enemy four times more numerous, and withal,
he could do nothing more than fight, at Waghausel, a glorious though
unsuccessful battle, carry out a clever retreat, offer a last hopeless fight
under the walls of Rastatt, and resign. As in every insurrectionary war,
where armies are mixed of well-drilled soldiers and raw levies, there was
plenty of heroism and plenty of unsoldierlike, often inconceivable panic
in the revolutionary army; but, imperfect as it could not but be, it had
at least the satisfaction that four times its number were not considered
sufficient to put it to the rout, and that a hundred thousand regular
troops, in a campaign against twenty thousand insurgents, treated them,
militarily, with as much respect as if they had had to fight the Old Guard
of Napoleon.
In May the insurrection had broken out; by the middle of July,
1849, it was entirely subdued, and the first German Revolution was
closed.
London. (Undated.)
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XIX. The Close of the Insurrection
While the south and west of Germany was in open insurrection,
and while it took the governments, from the first opening of hostilities
at Dresden to the capitulation of Rastatt, rather more than ten weeks to
stifle this final blazing up of the first German Revolution, the National
Assembly disappeared from the political theater without any notice
being taken of its exit.
We left this august body at Frankfurt, perplexed by the insolent
attacks of the governments upon its dignity, by the impotency and
treacherous listlessness of the central power it had itself created, by the
risings of the petty trading class for its defense, and of the working class
for a more revolutionary ultimate end. Desolation and despair reigned
supreme among its members; events had at once assumed such a definite
and decisive shape that in a few days the illusions of these learned legislators, as to their real power and influence, were entirely broken down.
The conservatives, at the signal given by the governments, had already
retired from a body which henceforth could not exist any longer, except
in defiance of the constituted authorities. The liberals gave the matter
up in utter discomfiture; they, too, threw up their commissions as representatives. Honorable gentlemen decamped by hundreds. From eight
or nine hundred members the number had dwindled down so rapidly
that now one hundred and fifty, and a few days after one hundred, were
declared a quorum. And even these were difficult to muster, although
the whole of the democratic party remained.
The course to be followed by the remnants of a parliament was
plain enough. They had only to take their stand openly and decidedly
with the insurrection, to give it, thereby, whatever strength legality could
confer upon it, while they themselves at once acquired an army for their
own defense. They had to summon the central power to stop all hostilities at once; and if, as could be foreseen, this power neither could
nor would do so, to depose it at once and put another more energetic
government in its place. If insurgent troops could not be brought to
Frankfurt (which, in the beginning, when the state governments were
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little prepared and still hesitating, might have been easily done), then
the Assembly could have adjourned at once to the very center of the
insurgent district. All this, done at once, and resolutely, not later than
the middle or end of May, might have opened chances both for the
insurrection and for the National Assembly.
But such a determined course was not to be expected from the representatives of German shopocracy. These aspiring statesmen were not
at all freed from their illusions. Those members who had lost their fatal
belief in the strength and inviolability of the parliament, had already
taken to their heels; the democrats, who remained, were not so easily
induced to give up dreams of power and greatness which they had cherished for a twelvemonth. True to the course they had hitherto pursued,
they shrank back from decisive action until every chance of success, nay,
every chance to succumb, with at least the honors of war, had passed
away. In order, then, to develop a fictitious, busy-body sort of activity,
the sheer impotency of which, coupled with its high pretensions, could
not but excite pity and ridicule, they continued insinuating resolutions,
addresses and requests to an Imperial Lieutenant, who not even noticed
them, to ministers, who were in open league with the enemy. And when
at last William Wolff, member for Striegau,75 one of the editors of the
New Rhenish Gazette, the only really revolutionary man in the whole
Assembly, told them that if they meant what they said, they had better
give over talking and declare the Imperial Lieutenant, the chief traitor
to the country, an outlaw at once; then the entire compressed virtuous
indignation of these parliamentary gentlemen burst out with an energy
which they never found when the government heaped insult after insult
upon them. Of course, for Wolff’s proposition was the first sensible word
spoken within the walls of St. Paul’s Church76; of course, for it was the
very thing that was to be done—and such plain language, going so direct
to the purpose, could not but insult a set of sentimentalists, who were
resolute in nothing but irresolution, and who, too cowardly to act, had
once for all made up their minds that in doing nothing they were doing
Polish name: Strzegom.—Ed.
St. Paul’s Church in Frankfurt on the Main was where the All-German National
Assembly held its sessions from May 18, 1848 to May 30, 1849.
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exactly what was to be done. Every word which cleared up, like lightning, the infatuated but intentional nebulosity of their minds, every hint
that was adapted to lead them out of the labyrinth where they obstinated
themselves to take up as lasting an abode as possible, every clear conception of matters as they actually stood, was, of course, a crime against the
majesty of this sovereign Assembly.
Shortly after the position of the honorable gentlemen in Frankfurt became untenable, in spite of resolutions, appeals, interpellations
and proclamations, they retreated, but not into the insurgent districts;
that would have been too resolute a step. They went to Stuttgart, where
the Württemberg Government kept up a sort of expectative neutrality.
There, at last, they declared the Lieutenant of the Empire to have forfeited his power, and elected from their own body a Regency of five. This
Regency at once proceeded to pass a Militia Law, which was actually
in all due force sent to all the governments of Germany. They, the very
enemies of the Assembly, were ordered to levy forces in its defense! Then
there was created—on paper, of course—an army for the defense of the
National Assembly. Divisions, brigades, regiments, batteries, everything
was regulated and ordained. Nothing was wanting but reality, for that
army, of course, never was called into existence.
One last scheme offered itself to the National Assembly. The democratic population from all parts of the country sent deputations to place
itself at the disposal of the parliament, and to urge it on to a decisive
action. The people, knowing what the intentions of the Württemberg
Government were, implored the National Assembly to force that government into an open and active participation with their insurgent neighbors. But no. The National Assembly, in going to Stuttgart, had delivered itself up to the tender mercies of the Württemberg Government.
The members knew it, and repressed the agitation among the people.
They thus lost the last remnant of influence which they might yet have
retained. They earned the contempt they deserved, and the Württemberg Government, pressed by Prussia and the Imperial Lieutenant, put a
stop to the democratic farce by shutting up, on the 18th of June, 1849,
the room where the parliament met, and by ordering the members of the
Regency to leave the country.
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Next they went to Baden, into the camp of the insurrection; but
there they were now useless. Nobody noticed them. The Regency, however, in the name of the sovereign German people, continued to save the
country by its exertions. It made an attempt to get recognized by foreign
powers, by delivering passports to anybody who would accept of them.
It issued proclamations, and sent commissioners to insurge those very
districts of Württemberg whose active assistance it had refused when
it was yet time; of course, without effect. We have now under our eye
an original report sent to the Regency by one of these commissioners,
Mr. Roesler (member for Oels77), the contents of which are rather characteristic. It is dated Stuttgart, June 30th, 1849. After describing the
adventures of half a dozen of these commissioners in a result less search
for cash, he gives a series of excuses for not having yet gone to his post,
and then delivers himself of a most weighty argument respecting possible differences between Prussia, Austria, Bavaria and Württemberg,
with their possible consequences. After having fully considered this, he
comes, however, to the conclusion that there is no more chance. Next,
he proposes to establish relays of trustworthy men for the conveyance
of intelligence, and a system of espionage as to the intentions of the
Württemberg Ministry, and the movements of the troops. This letter
never reached its address, for when it was written the “Regency” had
already passed entirely into the “foreign department,” viz., Switzerland;
and while poor Mr. Roesler troubled his head about the intentions of
the formidable ministry of a sixth-rate kingdom, a hundred thousand
Prussian, Bavarian and Hessian soldiers had already settled the whole
affair in the last battle under the walls of Rastatt.
Thus vanished the German parliament, and with it the first and
last creation of the revolution. Its convocation had been the first evidence
that there actually had been a revolution in January; and it existed as
long as this, the first modern German revolution was not yet brought to
a close. Chosen under the influence of the capitalist class, by a dismembered, scattered, rural population, for the most part only awaking from
the dumbness of feudalism, this parliament served to bring in one body
77

Polish name: Oleśnica.—Ed.
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upon the political arena all the great popular names of 1820-48, and
then to utterly ruin them. All the celebrities of middle-class liberalism
were here collected; the bourgeoisie expected wonders; it earned shame
for itself and for its representatives. The industrial and commercial capitalist class were more severely defeated in Germany than in any other
country; they were first worsted, broken, expelled from office in every
individual state of Germany, and then put to rout, disgraced and hooted
in the central German parliament. Political liberalism, the rule of the
bourgeoisie, be it under a monarchical or republican form of government, is forever impossible in Germany.
In the latter period of its existence, the German parliament served
to disgrace forever that section which had ever since March, 1848,
headed the official Opposition, the democrats representing the interests
of the small trading, and partially of the farming class. That class was,
in May and June, 1849, given a chance to show its means of forming a
stable government in Germany. We have seen how it failed; not so much
by adverse circumstances as by the actual and continual cowardice in
all trying movements that had occurred since the outbreak of the revolution; by showing in politics the same short-sighted, pusillanimous,
wavering spirit, which is characteristic of its commercial operations. In
May, 1849, it had, by this course, lost the confidence of the real fighting
mass of all European insurrections, the working class. But yet, it had a
fair chance. The German parliament belonged to it, exclusively, after
the reactionists and liberals had withdrawn. The rural population was
in its favor. Two thirds of the armies of the smaller states, one-third of
the Prussian army, the majority of the Prussian Landwehr (reserve or
militia), were ready to join it, if it only acted resolutely, and with that
courage which is the result of a clear insight into the state of things. But
the politicians who led on this class were not more clear-sighted than the
host of petty tradesmen which followed them. They proved even to be
more infatuated, more ardently attached to delusions voluntarily kept
up, more credulous, more incapable of resolutely dealing with facts than
the liberals. Their political importance, too, is reduced below the freezing-point. But not having actually carried their commonplace principles
into execution, they were, under very favorable circumstances, capable
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of a momentary resurrection, when this last hope was taken from them,
just as it was taken from their colleagues of the “pure democracy” in
France, by the coup d’état of Louis Bonaparte.
The defeat of the south-west German insurrection, and the dispersion of the German parliament, bring the history of the first German
revolution to a close. We have now to throw a parting glance upon the
victorious members of the counter-revolutionary alliance; we shall do
this in our next letter.78
London, September 24, 1852

The “next letter” mentioned here, if it was ever written, did not appear in the New
York Daily Tribune. The English (1896) edition of Revolution and Counter-Revolution
in Germany and a number of later ones appended Engels’ “The Late Trial at Cologne,”
which was not part of the series, as the last article.
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Address of the Central Committee to the Communist League79
Karl Marx and Frederick Engels (March 1850)
The Central Committee to the League

Brothers!
In the two revolutionary years 1848-49 the League proved itself in
two ways: first, in that its members energetically took part in the movement in all places, that in the press, on the barricades and on the battlefields, they stood in the front ranks of the only decidedly revolutionary
class, the proletariat. The League further proved itself in that its conception of the movement as laid down in the circulars of the congresses
and of the Central Committee of 1847 as well as in The Communist
Manifesto has turned out to be the only correct one, that the expectations expressed in those documents have been completely fulfilled and
the conception of present-day social conditions, previously propagated
only in secret by the League, is now on everyone’s lips and is openly
preached in the market places. At the same time the formerly firm organization of the League has been considerably slackened. A large part of
the members who directly participated in the revolutionary movement
believed the time for secret societies to have gone by and public activities
alone sufficient. The individual circles and communities80 allowed their
79
The Address of the Central Committee to the Communist League was written by
Marx and Engels at the end of March 1850 and distributed secretly among the German members of the League who had emigrated abroad, as well as among those in
Germany. In 1851, the document was seized by the Prussian police in the arrests of
some members of the League, and printed in the bourgeois newspapers the Kölnische
Zeitung and the Dresdner Journal und Anzeiger. Later it was included in the book
The Communist Conspiracies of the Nineteenth Century, compiled by Wermuth and
Stieber, whom Engels characterized as “two most contemptible police scoundrels.” In
1885, this Address, edited by Engels, was included as a supplement in a new German
edition of Marx’s pamphlet Revelations About the Cologne Communist Trial.
80
The basic group of the Communist League was the community (Gemeinde), which
consisted of three to twenty members. A circle (Kreis) comprised two to ten communities.—Ed.
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connections with the Central Committee to become loose and gradually
dormant. Consequently, while the democratic party, the party of the
petit bourgeoisie, organized itself more and more in Germany, the workers’ party lost its only firm foothold, remained organized at the most
in individual localities for local purposes and in the general movement
thus came completely under the domination and leadership of the petit
bourgeois democrats. An end must be put to this state of affairs; the
independence of the workers must be restored. The Central Committee
realized this necessity and therefore already in the winter of 1848-49 it
sent an emissary, Joseph Moll, to Germany for the reorganization of the
League. Moll’s mission, however, failed to produce any lasting effect,
partly because the German workers at that time had not acquired sufficient experience and partly because it was interrupted by the insurrection in May last year. Moll himself took up the musket, entered the
Baden-Palatinate army and fell on June 29 in the battle of the River
Murg. The League lost in him one of its oldest, most active and most
trustworthy members, one who had been active in all the congresses and
Central Committees and even prior to this had carried out a series of
missions with great success. After the defeat of the revolutionary parties
of Germany and France in July 1849, almost all the members of the
Central Committee came together again in London, replenished their
numbers with new revolutionary forces and set about reorganizing the
League with renewed zeal.
This reorganization can only be carried out by an emissary, and the
Central Committee considers it extremely important that the emissary
should leave precisely at this moment when a new revolution is impending, when the workers’ party, therefore, must act in the most organized,
most unanimous and most independent fashion possible if it is not to be
exploited and taken in tow again by the bourgeoisie as in 1848.
Brothers! We told you as early as 1848 that the German liberal
bourgeois would soon come to power and would immediately turn their
newly acquired power against the workers. You have seen how this forecast came true. Indeed it was the bourgeois who, immediately after the
March movement of 1848, took possession of the state power and at
once used this power to force back the workers, their allies in the strug142
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gle, into their former oppressed position. Though the bourgeoisie was
not able to accomplish this without uniting with the feudal party, which
had been disposed of in March, without finally even surrendering power
once again to this feudal absolutist party, still it has secured conditions
for itself which, in the long run, owing to the financial difficulties of the
government, would place power in its hands and would safeguard all its
interests, if it were possible for the revolutionary movement to assume
already a so-called peaceful development. In order to safeguard its rule,
the bourgeoisie would not even need to make itself odious by taking violent measures against the people, since all such violent steps have already
been taken by the feudal counter-revolution. Developments, however,
will not take this peaceful course. On the contrary, the revolution, which
will accelerate this development, is near at hand, whether it will be called
forth by an independent uprising of the French proletariat or by an invasion of the Holy Alliance against the revolutionary Babylon.
And the role, this so treacherous role which the German liberal
bourgeois played against the people in 1848, will in the impending revolution be assumed by the democratic petit bourgeois, who at present
occupy the same position in the opposition as the liberal bourgeois did
before 1848. This party, the democratic party, which is far more dangerous to the workers than the liberals of the past, consists of three elements:
I.

II.

The most advanced sections of the big bourgeoisie, which pursue
the aim of the immediate complete overthrow of feudalism and
absolutism. This faction is represented by the former Berlin compromisers, the tax-resisters;
The democratic-constitutional petit bourgeois, whose main aim
during the previous movement was the establishment of a more or
less democratic federal state as striven for by their representatives,
the Lefts in the Frankfurt Assembly, and later by the Stuttgart
parliament, and by themselves in the campaign for the Imperial
Constitution81;

81
This refers to the campaign for the Imperial Constitution adopted by the National
Assembly at Frankfurt on March 28, 1849. The Constitution was rejected by most
German states. In May and June of the same year an insurrection in its support
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III.

The republican petit bourgeois, whose ideal is a German federative
republic after the manner of Switzerland, and who now call themselves Red and social-democratic because they cherish the pious
wish of abolishing the pressure of big capital on small capital, of
the big bourgeois on the petit bourgeois. The representatives of
this faction were the members of the democratic congresses and
committees, the leaders of the democratic associations and the editors of the democratic newspapers.

Now, after their defeat, all these factions call themselves Republicans or Reds, just as the republican petit bourgeois in France now call
themselves Socialists. Where, as in Württemberg, Bavaria, etc., they still
find opportunity to pursue their aims by constitutional means, they seize
the occasion to retain their old phrases and to prove by deeds that they
have not changed in the least. It is evident, moreover, that the altered
name of this party does not make the slightest difference in its attitude
to the workers, but merely proves that it is now obliged to turn against
the bourgeoisie, which is united with absolutism, and to seek support in
the proletariat.
The petit bourgeois democratic party in Germany is very powerful; it comprises not only the great majority of the urban middle class,
the small industrial merchants and master craftsmen; it numbers among
its followers also the peasants and the rural proletariat, in so far as the
latter has not yet found support in the independent urban proletariat.
The relation of the revolutionary workers’ party to the petit bourgeois democrats is this: it marches together with them against the faction
which it aims at overthrowing, it opposes them in everything whereby
they seek to consolidate their position in their own interests.
Far from desiring to transform all society for the revolutionary
proletarians, the democratic petit bourgeois strive for a change in social
conditions by means of which existing society will be made as tolerable and comfortable as possible for themselves. Hence they demand
broke out in Baden and the Palatinate. The Frankfurt Assembly, however, refused to
give any support to the insurrectionists. Engels commented on this movement in his
works, The Campaign for the Imperial Constitution in Germany and Revolution and
Counter-Revolution in Germany.
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above all a reduction of government spending by a curtailment of the
bureaucracy and shifting the chief taxes on to the big landowners and
bourgeois. Further, they demand the abolition of the pressure of big capital on small, through public credit institutions and laws against usury,
by which means it will be possible for them and the peasants to obtain
advances, on favorable conditions, from the state instead of from the
capitalists; they also demand the establishment of bourgeois property
relations in the countryside by the complete abolition of feudalism. To
accomplish all this they need a democratic form of government, either
constitutional or republican, that will give them and their allies, the
peasants, a majority, and also a democratic form of local government
that will give them direct control over communal property and over a
series of functions now performed by the bureaucrats.
The rule and speedy increase of capital is further to be counteracted partly by restricting the right of inheritance and partly by transferring as much employment as possible to the state. As far as the workers
are concerned, it is above all certain that they are to remain wageworkers
as before; the democratic petit bourgeois only desire better wages and a
more secure existence for the workers and hope to achieve this through
partial employment by the state and through charity measures; in short,
they hope to bribe the workers by a more or less disguised form of alms
and to break their revolutionary potency by making their situation tolerable for the moment. The demands of the petit bourgeois democracy
here summarized are not put forward by all of its factions at the same
time and only a very few of its members consider that in their entirety
these demands constitute definite aims. The further particular individuals or factions among the petit bourgeois democrats go, the more of these
demands will they adopt as their own, and those few who see their own
program in what has been outlined above might believe that thereby
they have put forward the utmost that can be demanded from the revolution. But these demands can in no wise suffice for the party of the
proletariat. While the democratic petit bourgeois wish to bring the revolution to a conclusion as quickly as possible, through the achievement,
at most, of the above demands, it is our interest and our task to make
the revolution permanent, until all more or less possessing classes are
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forced out of their position of dominance, until the proletariat conquers
state power, and the association of proletarians, not only in one country but in all the dominant countries of the world, advances so far that
competition among the proletarians of these countries ceases and that at
least the decisive productive forces are concentrated in the hands of the
proletarians. For us the issue cannot be the alteration of private property
but only its abolition, not the smoothing over of class antagonisms but
the abolition of classes, not the improvement of existing society but the
foundation of a new one. That, during the further development of the
revolution, the petit bourgeois democrats will for a moment obtain predominating influence in Germany is not open to doubt. The question is,
therefore, what is to be the attitude of the proletariat and in particular of
the League towards them:
1.
2.
3.

During the continuance of the present conditions where the petit
bourgeois democrats are likewise oppressed;
In the next revolutionary struggle, which will give them the upper
hand;
After this struggle, during the period of their preponderance over
the overthrown classes and the proletariat.

1. At the present moment, when the democratic petit bourgeois are
everywhere oppressed, they preach in general unity and reconciliation to
the proletariat, they offer it their hand and strive for the establishment of
a large opposition party which will embrace all shades of opinion in the
democratic party, that is, they strive to entangle the workers in a party
organization in which general social-democratic phrases predominate,
behind which their special interests are hidden, and in which the particular demands of the proletariat may not be brought forward for the sake
of beloved peace. Such a union would turn out solely to their advantage and altogether to the disadvantage of the proletariat. The proletariat would lose its entire hard-won independent position and once more
sink down to being an appendage of official bourgeois democracy. This
union must, therefore, be most decisively rejected. Instead of once again
stooping to serve as the applauding chorus of the bourgeois democrats,
the workers, and above all the League, must work for the establishment
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of an independent, secret and open organization of the workers’ party
alongside the official democrats and make every community a center and
nucleus of workers’ societies in which the attitude and interests of the
proletariat will be discussed independently of bourgeois influences. How
far the bourgeois democrats are from seriously considering an alliance in
which the proletarians would stand side by side with them with equal
power and equal rights is shown, for example, by the Breslau democrats
who, in their organ, the Neue Oder Zeitung,82 most furiously attack the
independently organized workers, whom they style Socialists. In the case
of a struggle against a common adversary no special alliance is required.
As soon as such an adversary has to be fought directly, the interests of
both parties will coincide for the moment, and, as previously, so also in
the future, this connection, calculated to last only for the moment, will
arise of itself. It is self-evident that in the impending bloody conflicts,
as in all earlier ones, it is mainly the workers who will have to win the
victory by their courage, determination and self-sacrifice. As previously,
so also in this struggle, the mass of the petit bourgeois will as long as possible remain hesitant, undecided and inactive, and then, as soon as the
issue has been decided, they will seize the victory for themselves and will
call upon the workers to calm down, to return to their work and to guard
against so-called excesses, and they will bar the proletariat from the fruits
of victory. It does not lie within the power of the workers to prevent the
petit bourgeois democrats from doing this, but it does lie within their
power to make it difficult for them to prevail against the armed proletariat, and to dictate such conditions to them that the rule of the bourgeois
democrats will from the outset bear within it the seeds of its own destruction, and that its subsequent displacement by the rule of the proletariat
will be considerably facilitated. Above all things, during the conflict and
immediately after the struggle, the workers must counteract, as much as
is at all possible, the bourgeois endeavors at pacification, and compel the
democrats to carry out their present terrorist phrases. They must work to
Neue Oder-Zeitung (New Oder Gazette)—a German bourgeois-democratic daily
published in Breslau (Wrocław) from 1849 to 1855. In the 1850s it was considered as
the most radical paper in Germany and persecuted by government journals. In 1855
Marx was its London correspondent.
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ensure that the direct revolutionary excitement is not suppressed again
immediately after the victory. On the contrary, they must keep it alive
as long as possible. Far from opposing so-called excesses, they must not
only tolerate instances of popular revenge against hated individuals or
public buildings that are associated only with hateful recollections, but
must take upon themselves the leadership of these actions. During the
struggle and after the struggle, the workers must, at every opportunity,
put forward their own demands alongside the demands of the bourgeois
democrats. They must demand guarantees for the workers as soon as the
democratic bourgeois set about taking over the government. If necessary
they must obtain these guarantees by force and in general they must see
to it that the new rulers bind themselves to all possible concessions and
promises—the surest way to compromise them. They must in every way
check as far as possible the intoxication of victory and the enthusiasm
for the new state of things, which make their appearance after every
victorious street battle, by a calm and dispassionate estimate of the situation and by unconcealed mistrust in the new government. Alongside the
new official governments they must establish simultaneously their own
revolutionary workers’ governments, whether in the form of municipal
committees and municipal councils or through workers’ clubs or workers’ committees, so that the bourgeois-democratic governments not only
immediately lose the support of the workers but from the outset find
themselves supervised and threatened by authorities which are backed
by the whole mass of the workers. In a word, from the first moment
of victory, the workers’ mistrust must be directed no longer against the
defeated reactionary party, but against their previous allies, against the
party that wishes to exploit the common victory for itself alone.
2. But in order to be able energetically and threateningly to oppose
this party, whose treachery to the workers will begin from the first hour
of victory, the workers must be armed and organized. The arming of
the whole proletariat with rifles, muskets, cannon and munitions must
be done at once, the revival of the old Bürgerwehr, or Citizens’ Militia,
directed against the workers must be opposed. However, where the latter
is not feasible the workers must attempt to organize themselves independently as a proletarian guard with commanders elected by themselves
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and with a general staff of their own choosing, and to put themselves at
the command not of the state authority but of the revolutionary municipal councils which the workers will have managed to set up. Where
workers are employed at the expense of the state they must see that they
are armed and organized in a separate corps with commanders of their
own choosing or as part of the proletarian guard. Arms and ammunition
must not be surrendered on any pretext; any attempt at disarming them
must be frustrated, by force if necessary. To destroy the influence of the
bourgeois democrats upon the workers, establish immediately an independent and armed organization of the workers and create conditions
which will be the most difficult and compromising for the inevitable
momentary rule of the bourgeois democracy—these are the main points
which the proletariat and hence the League must keep in view during
and after the impending insurrection.
3. As soon as the new governments have consolidated their positions to some extent, their struggle against the workers will begin. Here,
in order that the workers should be able to offer energetic opposition to
the democratic petit bourgeois, it is above all necessary that they shall be
independently organized and centralized in clubs. At the soonest possible moment after the overthrow of the existing governments, the Central
Committee will betake itself to Germany, immediately convene a congress and put before the latter the necessary proposals for the centralization of the workers’ clubs under a leadership established in the chief
seat of the movement. The speedy organization of at least a provincial
union of the workers’ clubs is one of the most important points for the
strengthening and development of the workers’ party; the immediate
consequence of the overthrow of the existing governments will be the
election of a national representative assembly. Here the proletariat must
see to it:
I.
II.

That no groups of workers are barred on any pretext or by any
kind of trickery on the part of local authorities or government
commissioners;
That everywhere workers’ candidates, who should as far as possible
consist of members of the League, are put up alongside the bour149
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geois-democratic candidates, and that their election is promoted
by all possible means. Even where there is no prospect whatsoever of their being elected, the workers must put up their own
candidates in order to preserve their independence, to gauge their
forces and to bring before the public their revolutionary attitude
and party standpoint. In this connection they must not allow
themselves to be misled by such fine speeches of the democrats as,
for example, that by so doing the workers are splitting the democratic party and making it possible for the reactionaries to win.
The ultimate intention of all such claptrap is to dupe the proletariat. The advance which the proletarian party is bound to make by
independent action of this kind is infinitely more important than
the disadvantage that might be incurred by the presence of a few
reactionaries in the representative body. If the forces of democracy from the outset come out resolutely and terroristically against
the reaction, the influence of the latter in the elections will be
destroyed in advance.
The first point over which the bourgeois democrats will come into
conflict with the workers will be the abolition of feudalism. As in the
first French Revolution, the petit bourgeois will give the feudal lands to
the peasants as free property, that is to say, they will try to perpetuate the
existence of the rural proletariat and form a petit bourgeois peasant class
which will go through the same cycle of impoverishment and indebtedness which the French peasant is now still experiencing.
The workers must oppose this plan in the interest of the rural
proletariat and in their own interest. They must demand that the confiscated feudal property remain state property and be converted into
workers’ colonies cultivated by the associated rural proletariat with all
the advantages of large-scale agriculture, through which the principle
of common property will immediately obtain a firm basis in the midst
of the tottering bourgeois property relations. Just as the democrats ally
with the peasants so must the workers ally with the rural proletariat.
Further, the democrats will work either directly for a federative republic or at least, if they cannot avoid a republic, one and indivisible, they
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will attempt to cripple the central government by the utmost possible
autonomy and independence for the communities83 and provinces. In
opposition to this plan, the workers must strive not only for a German
republic, one and indivisible, but also within this republic for the most
determined centralization of power in the hands of the state authority.
They must not allow themselves to be confused by the democratic talk
of freedom for the communities, of self-government, etc. In a country
like Germany, where there are still so many relics of the Middle Ages to
be abolished, where there is so much local and provincial obstinacy to
be broken, on no account should every village, every town and every
province be permitted to put a new obstacle in the path of revolutionary
activity, which can proceed with full force only from the center. It is
not to be tolerated that the present state of affairs should be renewed,
in which the Germans must fight separately in every town and in every
province for one and the same advance. Least of all is it permissible to
perpetuate, by means of a so-called free system of local government, a
form of property which is even more backward than modern private
property and which everywhere is necessarily breaking up into the latter,
i.e., communal property, with its consequent disputes between poor and
rich communities; nor can this so-called free system of local government
be allowed to perpetuate communal civil law, with its trickery against
the workers, that exists alongside state civil law. As in France in 1793 so
today in Germany it is the task of the really revolutionary party to carry
through the strictest centralization.84
83
Community [Gemeinde]: This term refers here to an urban municipality or a rural
district.—Ed.
84
It muse be noted today that this passage is based on a misunderstanding. At that
time—thanks to the Bonapartist and liberal falsifiers of history—it was considered
as established that the French centralized machine of administration had been introduced by the Great Revolution and that it had been especially used by the Convention as an indispensable and decisive weapon for defeating the royalist and federalist
reaction and the external enemy. It is now, however, a well-known fact that throughout the whole revolution up to the 18th Brumaire the whole administration of the
departments, arrondissements and communes consisted of authorities which were
elected by the respective constituents themselves, and which acted with complete
freedom within the limits of the general state laws; that precisely this provincial and
local self-government, similar to the American, became the most powerful lever of
the revolution and indeed to such an extent that Napoleon, immediately after his
coup d’état of the 18th Brumaire, hastened to replace it by an administration by
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We have seen how the democrats will come to power with the
next movement, how they will be compelled to propose more or less
socialistic measures. It will be asked what measures the workers ought
to propose in reply. At the beginning of the movement, of course, the
workers cannot yet propose any directly communistic measures. But the
following are possible:
1.

2.

They can compel the democrats to interfere in as many spheres as
possible of the hitherto existing social order, to disturb its regular
functioning and to compromise themselves as well as to concentrate as many productive forces as possible—means of transport,
factories, railways, etc.—in the hands of the state.
They must drive forward to the extreme limits the proposals of
the democrats, who in any case will not act in a revolutionary
but in a merely reformist manner, and transform these into direct
attacks upon private property; thus, for example, if the petit bourgeois propose the purchase of the railways and factories, the workers must demand that these railways and factories shall be simply confiscated by the state without compensation as being the
property of reactionaries. If the democrats propose a proportional
tax, the workers must demand a progressive tax; if the democrats
themselves put forward a moderately progressive tax, the workers
must insist on a tax with rates rising so steeply that big capital will
be ruined by it; if the democrats demand the regulation of state
debts, the workers must demand national bankruptcy. Thus, the
demands of the workers must everywhere depend on the concessions and measures of the democrats.

If the German workers cannot come to power and achieve the
realization of their own class interests without completely going through
a lengthy revolutionary development, they at least know for a certainty
prefects, which still exists and which, therefore, was purely an instrument of reaction
from the beginning. But just as little as local and provincial self-government is in
contradiction to political, national centralization, so is it to an equally small extent
necessarily bound up with that narrow-minded, cantonal or communal self-seeking
which strikes us as so repulsive in Switzerland, and which all the South German federal republicans wanted to make the rule in Germany in 1849. [Note by Engels to the
1885 edition.]
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this time that the first act of this approaching revolutionary drama will
coincide with the direct victory of their own class in France and will be
very much accelerated by it.
But they themselves must do the utmost for their final victory by
clarifying their minds as to what their class interests are, by taking up
their position as an independent party as soon as possible and by not
allowing themselves to be misled for a single moment by the hypocritical phrases of the democratic petit bourgeois into refraining from the
independent organization of the party of the proletariat. Their battle cry
must be: The Revolution in Permanence.
London, March 1850
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On the History of the Communist League85
Frederick Engels
With the sentence of the Cologne Communists in 1852, the curtain falls on the first period of the independent German workers’ movement. Today this period is almost forgotten. Yet it lasted from 1836 to
1852 and, with the spread of German workers abroad, the movement
developed in almost all civilized countries. Nor is that all. The present-day international workers’ movement is in substance a direct continuation of the German workers’ movement of that time, which was
generally speaking the first international workers’ movement, and which
brought forth many of those who took the leading role in the International Working Men’s Association. And the theoretical principles that
the Communist League had inscribed on its banner in The Communist
Manifesto of 1847 constitute today the strongest international bond of
the entire proletarian movement of both Europe and America.
Up to now there has been only one main source for a coherent history of that movement. This is the so-called Black Book, The Communist
Conspiracies of the Nineteenth Century, by Wermuth and Stieber, Berlin, two parts, 1853 and 1854.86 This crude compilation, which bristles
with deliberate falsifications, fabricated by two of the most contemptible
police scoundrels of our century, today still serves as the final source for
all non-communist writings about that period.
Engels’ work “On the History of the Communist League,” written as an introduction to the third German edition of Marx’s pamphlet “Revelations About the
Cologne Communist Trial” (Collected Works, Vol. XXI, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010),
was first printed in the newspaper Der Sozialdemokrat, in November 1885. This new
edition of Marx’s pamphlet, which came out in Hottingen-Zürich in late November 1885, included, in addition to Engels’ introduction, the fourth appendix (“The
Cologne Communist Trial”) to Marx’s Herr Vogt (1860) and his afterword to the second German edition of the pamphlet (1875), as well as the Addresses of the Central
Committee to the Communist League of March and June 1850.
86
In the appendices to the first part of the book, Die Communisten-Verschwörungen
des neunzehnten Jahrhunderts, which revealed the “history” of the workers’ movement
as a guide for policemen, were several documents of the Communist League that had
fallen into police hands. The second part consisted of a blacklist with biographical
data on persons connected with the workers’ and democratic movement.
85
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What I am able to give here is only a sketch, and even this only in
so far as the League itself is concerned; only what is absolutely necessary
to understand the Revelations.87 I hope that some day I shall have the
opportunity to work up the rich material collected by Marx and myself
on the history of that glorious period of the youth of the international
workers’ movement.

***
In 1836 the most extreme, chiefly proletarian elements of the
secret democratic-republican Outlaws’ League, which was founded by
German refugees in Paris in 1834, split off and formed the new secret
League of the Just. The parent League, in which only sleepy-headed elements à la Jakobus Venedey were left, soon died away completely: when
in 1840 the police scented out a few sections in Germany, it was hardly
even a shadow of its former self. The new League, on the contrary, developed comparatively rapidly. Originally it was a German offshoot of the
French workers’ communism which adhered to Babouvist traditions88
and took shape in Paris at about this time; community of property was
demanded as the necessary consequence of “equality.” The aims were
those of the Parisian secret societies of the time: half propaganda association, half conspiracy, Paris, however, being always regarded as the center
of revolutionary action, although the preparation of occasional putsches
in Germany was by no means excluded. But as Paris remained the decisive battle ground, the League was at that time actually not much more
than the German branch of the French secret societies, especially the
Société des saisons led by Blanqui and Barbès, with which it maintained
a close connection. The French went into action on May 12, 1839; the
sections of the League marched with them and thus were involved in the
common defeat.89
K. Marx, “Revelations About the Cologne Communist Trial”, in Collected Works,
Vol. XI, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010.—Ed.
88
Babouvism—a trend of utopian-equalitarian communism founded by the French
revolutionary of the end of the eighteenth century, Gracchus Babeuf, and his followers.
89
Société des saisons (Society of the Seasons)—a secret republican socialist conspiratorial organization active in Paris in 1837-39 under the leadership of Auguste Blanqui
87
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Among the Germans arrested were Karl Schapper and Heinrich
Bauer; Louis Philippe’s government contented itself with deporting them
after a fairly long imprisonment.90 Both went to London. Schapper came
from Weilburg in Nassau and while a student of forestry at Giessen in
1832 was a member of the conspiracy organized by Georg Buchner; he
took part in the storming of the Frankfurt constable station on April 3,
1833,91 escaped abroad and in February 1834 joined Mazzini’s march on
Savoy.92 Of gigantic stature, resolute and energetic, always ready to risk
civil existence and life, he was a model of the professional revolutionist
that played a certain role in the thirties. In spite of a certain sluggishness of thought, he was by no means incapable of profound theoretical
understanding, as is proved by his development from “demagogue”93 to
Communist, and he held then all the more rigidly to what he had once
come to recognize. Precisely on that account his revolutionary passion
sometimes got the better of his understanding, but he always afterwards
realized his mistake and openly acknowledged it. He was a real man and
and Armand Barbès. It organized the Paris uprising of May 12, 1839, in which revolutionary workers played a major role, but which failed to rely on the broad masses,
and was suppressed by government troops and the National Guard.
90
Schapper was arrested immediately after the uprising of May 12, 1839 and banished from France after seven months in prison; Bauer continued his revolutionary
activity in Paris but was subsequently, in 1842, likewise arrested and deported.
91
A reference to one of the episodes of the German democrats’ struggle against the
reaction in Germany which set in after the Congress of Vienna. A group of radicals,
mainly from student circles, attempted on April 3, 1833 to attack the police station
of Frankfurt on the Main as a signal of storming the Federal Diet—the central organ
of the German Confederation—in order to spark a country-wide uprising and proclaim a German republic. The poorly prepared uprising was crushed by troops.
92
In February 1834 the Italian bourgeois democrat Giuseppe Mazzini organized a
military campaign, participated in by members of the “Young Italy” group he had
founded in 1831, as well as a number of foreign revolutionary émigrés, from Switzerland into Savoy, which was then part of the Sardinian Kingdom (Piedmont). Its
purpose was to spark a people’s uprising there for the unification of Italy and the
founding of an independent bourgeois Italian republic. The unit that broke into
Savoy was defeated by Piedmontese troops.
93
In 1819, after the wars against Napoleonic France, reactionary circles in Germany
applied the name demagogues to people who took part in the opposition movement
against the reactionary system of the German states and organized political demonstrations for the unification of Germany. The movement spread widely among the
intelligentsia and student societies. The “demagogues” were persecuted by the reactionary authorities.
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what he did for the founding of the German workers’ movement will
not be forgotten.
Heinrich Bauer, from Franconia, was a shoemaker; a lively, alert,
witty little fellow, whose little body, however, also contained much
shrewdness and determination.
Bauer arrived in London, where Schapper, who had been a compositor in Paris, now tried to earn his living as a teacher of languages,
they both set to work gathering up the broken threads and made London the center of the League. They were joined over here, if not already
earlier in Paris, by Joseph Moll, a watchmaker from Cologne, a medium-sized Hercules—how often did Schapper and he victoriously defend
the entrance to a hall against hundreds of onrushing opponents—a man
who was at least the equal of his two comrades in energy and determination, and intellectually superior to both of them. Not only was he a
born diplomat, as the success of his numerous trips on various missions
proved; he was also more capable of theoretical insight. I came to know
all three of them in London in 1843. They were the first revolutionary
proletarians whom I met, and however far apart our views were at that
time in details—for I still owned, as against their narrow-minded equalitarian communism,94 a goodly dose of just as narrow-minded philosophical arrogance—I shall never forget the deep impression that these three
real men made upon me, who was then still only wanting to become a
man.
In London, as in a lesser degree in Switzerland, they had the benefit of freedom of association and assembly. As early as February 7, 1840,
the legally functioning German Workers’ Educational Association,
which still exists, was founded.95 The Association served the League as a
94
By equalitarian communism I understand, as stated, only that communism which
bases itself exclusively or predominantly on the demand for equality. [Note by Engels.]
95
The German Workers’ Educational Association in London was founded by Karl
Schapper, Joseph Moll and other members of the League of the Just. After the Communist League was organized, its local communities played a leading role in the
Association. Marx and Engels were active in the Association in 1847 and 1849-50.
On September 17, 1850, they left it, with a number of their adherents, because
in the struggle between the majority of the Central Committee of the Communist
League led by Marx and Engels and the sectarian-adventurist minority (the Willich
Schapper faction) the greater part of the Association’s membership had sided with
that minority. From the end of the 1850s, Marx and Engels resumed participation
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recruiting ground for new members, and since, as always, the Communists were the most active and intelligent members of the Association,
it was a matter of course that its leadership lay entirely in the hands of
the League. The League soon had several communities, or, as they were
then still called, “lodges,” in London. The same obvious tactics were followed in Switzerland and elsewhere. Where workers’ associations could
be founded, they were utilized in like manner. Where this was forbidden
by law, the League members joined choral societies, athletic clubs, and
the like. Connections were to a large extent maintained by members
who were continually traveling back and forth; they also, when required,
served as emissaries. In both respects the League obtained lively support
through the wisdom of the governments which, by resorting to deportation, converted any objectionable worker—and in nine cases out of ten
he was a member of the League—into an emissary.
The extent to which the restored League spread was considerable.
Notably in Switzerland, Weitling, August Becker (a highly gifted man
who, however, like so many Germans, came to grief because of innate
instability of character) and others created a strong organization more
or less pledged to Weitling’s communist system.96 This is not the place
to criticize the communism of Weitling. But as regards its significance as
the first independent theoretical stirring of the German proletariat, I still
today subscribe to Marx’s words in the Paris Vorwärts!97 of 1844: “Where
in the Association’s activities. After the founding of the International Working Men’s
Association the Association joined the International. It continued to exist in London
until 1918, when it was shut down by the British authorities.
96
Weitling’s communism—a trend of workers’ utopian communism founded by Wilhelm Weitling in the late 1830s and early 1840s. For a time his theory served as
the political-ideological program of the League of the Just and, until the birth of
scientific communism, it played a largely positive role in the workers’ movement.
Weitling’s utopian views, however, led him to aim at a kind of crude equalitarian
communism, so his theory soon became an obstacle to the growing workers’ movement which required an ideology and policies based on science. From the middle
1840s, Weitling manifested, ever more strikingly, the backward aspects of his theory
and so increasingly alienated himself from the workers’ movement. Marx, Engels
and their supporters made a clean break with him in May 1846 during their polemic
against the “true socialist” Hermann Kriege.
97
Vorwärts! (Forward!)—a German-language biweekly issued in Paris from January
to December 1844. Marx and Engels were among its contributors. Influenced by
Marx, who was active in its editorial work from the summer of the same year, the
paper began to assume a communist character and launched vigorous attacks against
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among the [German] bourgeoisie—including its philosophers and
learned scribes—is to be found a work relating to the emancipation of the
bourgeoisie—its political emancipation—similar to Weitling’s Guarantees of Harmony and Freedom? If one compares the drab mealy-mouthed
mediocrity of German political literature with this vehement and brilliant debut of the German workers, if one compares these gigantic infant
shoes of the proletariat with the dwarfish worn-out political shoes of the
bourgeoisie, one must prophesy that this Cinderella will one day have an
athlete’s figure.”98 This athlete’s figure con fronts us today, although still
far from being fully grown.
Numerous sections existed also in Germany; in the nature of
things they were of a transient character, but those coming into existence more than made up for those passing away. Only after seven years,
at the end of 1846, did the police discover traces of the League in Berlin
(Mentel) and Magdebourg (Beck), without being in a position to follow
them further.
In Paris, Weitling, who was still there in 1840, likewise gathered
the scattered elements together again before he left for Switzerland.
The tailors formed the core of the League. German tailors were
everywhere: in Switzerland, in London, in Paris. In the last-named
city, German was so much the prevailing tongue in this trade that I
was acquainted there in 1846 with a Norwegian tailor who had traveled
directly by sea from Trondheim to France and in the space of eighteen
months had learned hardly a word of French but had acquired an excellent knowledge of German. Two of the Paris communities in 1847 consisted predominantly of tailors, one of cabinetmakers.
After the center of gravity had shifted from Paris to London, a new
feature grew conspicuous: from being German, the League gradually
became international. In the workers’ society there were to be found,
besides Germans and Swiss, also members of all those nationalities for
whom German served as the chief means of communication with forPrussian reaction. In January 1845, on the demand of the Prussian Government, the
Guizot cabinet deported Marx and other contributors to Vorwärts! from France. As a
result, the paper ceased publication.
98
K. Marx, “Critical Notes on the Article ‘The King of Prussia and Social Reform,’
by a Prussian,” Vorwärts!, No. 63, August 1844.—Ed.
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eigners, notably, therefore, Scandinavians, Dutch, Hungarians, Czechs,
Southern Slavs, and also Russians and Alsatians. In 1847 the regular
frequenters included a British grenadier of the Guards in uniform. The
society soon called itself the Communist Workers’ Educational Association, and the membership cards bore the inscription “All Men Are
Brothers,” in at least twenty languages, even though not without mistakes here and there. Like the open Association, so also the secret League
soon took on a more international character; at first in a restricted sense,
practically through the varied nationalities of its members, theoretically
through the realization that any revolution to be victorious must be a
European one. One did not go any further as yet; but the foundations
were there.
Close connections were maintained with the French revolutionists through the London refugees, comrades-in-arms of May 12, 1839.
Similarly with the more radical Poles. The official Polish émigrés, as also
Mazzini, were, of course, opponents rather than allies. The English
Chartists, on account of the specific English character of their movement, were disregarded as not revolutionary. The London leaders of the
League came in touch with them only later, through me.
In other ways, too, the character of the League had altered with
events. Although Paris was still—and at that time quite rightly—looked
upon as the mother city of the revolution, nevertheless dependence on
the Paris conspirators had ceased. The spread of the League raised its
self-consciousness. It was felt that roots were being struck more and
more in the German working class and that these German workers were
historically called upon to be the standard-bearers of the workers of the
North and East of Europe. In Weitling was to be found a communist
theoretician who could be boldly placed at the side of his contemporary
French rivals. Finally, the experience of May 12 had taught us that for the
time being there was nothing to be gained by attempts at putsches. And
if one still continued to explain every event as a sign of the approaching
storm, if one still preserved intact the old, semi-conspiratorial rules, that
was mainly the fault of the old revolutionary defiance, which had already
begun to collide with the sounder views that were gaining headway.
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On the other hand, the social doctrine of the League, indefinite
as it was, contained a very great defect, but one that had its roots in the
social relations themselves. The members, in so far as they were workers
at all, were almost exclusively artisans. Even in the big metropolises, the
man who exploited them was usually only a small master. The exploitation of tailoring on a large scale, what is now called the manufacture
of ready-made clothes, by the conversion of handicraft tailoring into a
domestic industry working for a big capitalist, was at that time even in
London only just making its appearance. On the one hand, the exploiter
of these artisans was a small master; on the other hand, they all hoped
ultimately to become small masters themselves. In addition, a mass of
inherited guild notions still clung to the German artisan at that time.
The greatest honor is due to them, because while they themselves were
not yet fully proletarians but only an appendage of the petit bourgeoisie, an appendage which was passing into the modern proletariat and
which did not yet stand in direct opposition to the bourgeoisie, that is,
to big capital, they were capable of instinctively anticipating their future
development and of constituting themselves, even if not yet with full
consciousness, a party of the proletariat. But it was also inevitable that
their old handicraft prejudices should be a stumbling block to them at
every moment, whenever it was a question of criticizing existing society
in detail, that is, of investigating economic facts. And I do not believe
there was a single man in the whole League at that time who had ever
read a book on political economy. But that mattered little; for the time
being “equality,” “brotherhood” and “justice” helped them to surmount
every theoretical obstacle.
Meanwhile a second, essentially different communism was developing alongside that of the League and of Weitling. While I was in
Manchester, it was tangibly brought home to me that the economic
facts, which have so far played no role or only a contemptible one in the
writing of history, are, at least in the modern world, a decisive historical force; that they form the basis of the origination of the present-day
class antagonisms; that these class antagonisms, in the countries where
they have become fully developed, thanks to large-scale industry, hence
especially in England, are in their turn the basis of the formation of
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political parties and of party struggles, and thus of all political history.
Marx had not only arrived at the same view, but had already, in the
Deutsch-Französische Jahrbücher (1844),99 generalized it to the effect that,
speaking generally, it is not the state which conditions and regulates civil
society, but civil society which conditions and regulates the state, and,
consequently, that politics and its history are to be explained from the
economic relations and their development, and not vice versa. When I
visited Marx in Paris in the summer of 1844, our complete agreement in
all theoretical fields became evident and our joint work dates from that
time. When, in the spring of 1845, we met again in Brussels, Marx had
already fully developed his materialist theory of history in its main features from the above-mentioned basis and we now applied ourselves to
the detailed elaboration of the newly-won mode of outlook in the most
varied directions.
This discovery, which revolutionized the science of history and,
as we have seen, is essentially the work of Marx—a discovery in which
I can claim for myself only a very insignificant share—was, however, of
immediate importance for the contemporary workers’ movement. Communism among the French and Germans, Chartism among the English,
now no longer appeared as something accidental which could just as
well not have occurred. These movements now presented themselves as
a movement of the modern oppressed class, the proletariat, as the more
or less developed forms of its historically necessary struggle against the
ruling class, the bourgeoisie; as forms of the class struggle, but distinguished from all earlier class struggles by this one thing, that the present day oppressed class, the proletariat, cannot achieve its emancipation
without at the same time emancipating society as a whole from division
into classes and, therefore, from class struggles. And communism now
no longer meant the concoction, by means of the imagination, of an
99
Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbücher (German-French Yearbooks)—a German publication in Paris edited by Karl Marx and Arnold Ruge. Actually, only one issue, a
double number, came out in February 1844. In addition to K. Marx “Zur Kritik
der Hegelschen Rechtsphilosophie. Einleitung” (“A Contribution to a Critique of
Hegel’s Philosophy of Right. Introduction,” in Collected Works, Vol.III, Lawrence &
Wishart, 2010), the issue contained other essays by Marx and Engels, which marked
the authors’ adoption of a materialist and communist standpoint.

163

Revolution and Counterrevolution in Germany

ideal society as perfect as possible, but insight into the nature, the conditions and the consequent general aims of the struggle waged by the
proletariat.
Now, we were by no means of the opinion that the new scientific
results should be confided in large tomes exclusively to the “learned”
world. Quite the contrary. We were both of us already deeply involved
in the political movement, and possessed a certain following in the educated world, especially of Western Germany, and abundant contact with
the organized proletariat. It was our duty to provide a scientific foundation for our view, but it was equally important for us to win over the
European and in the first place the German proletariat to our conviction. As soon as we had become clear in our own minds, we set about the
task. We founded a German workers’ society in Brussels and took over
the Deutsche-Brüsseler-Zeitung,100 which served us as an organ up to the
February Revolution. We kept in touch with the revolutionary section
of the English Chartists through Julian Harney, the editor of the central
organ of the movement, The Northern Star,101 to which I was a contributor. We entered likewise into a sort of cartel with the Brussels democrats
(Marx was vice-president of the Democratic Association) and with the
French Social-Democrats of the Réforme, which I furnished with news of
the English and German movements.102 In short, our connections with
Deutsche-Brüsseler-Zeitung (German Brussels Gazette)—a paper founded by German political emigrants in Brussels, published from January 1847 to February 1848.
Originally its guiding line was determined by the publisher and editor Adalbert von
Bornstedt, a petit bourgeois democrat, who sought to reconcile the various trends
among the democratic parties. However, under the influence of Marx and Engels and
their comrades-in-arms, from the summer of 1847 the paper increasingly became
a mouthpiece for revolutionary-democratic and communist ideas. From September
on, Marx and Engels were regular contributors and gained direct influence on its
editorial policy, and in the last months of 1847 they in fact guided the paper. Under
their leadership, it became the organ of the Communist League, then taking form as
a proletarian revolutionary party.
101
The Northern Star—an English weekly, central organ of the Chartists, founded
in 1837 and continuing to appear until 1852. It was published first in Leeds, and
in London from November 1844. Its founder and editor was Feargus O’Connor;
George Julian Harney was on its editorial board. From 1843 to 1850 The Northern
Star published articles and short pieces by Engels.
102
The Democratic Association (Association démocratique), which was founded in
Brussels in the autumn of 1847, united proletarian revolutionaries (mainly revolutionary German emigrants) and advanced bourgeois and petit bourgeois demo100
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the radical and proletarian organizations and press organs were quite
what one could wish.
Our relations with the League of the Just were as follows: The
existence of the League was, of course, known to us; in 1843 Schapper
suggested that I join it, which I at that time naturally refused to do. But
we not only kept up our continuous correspondence with the Londoners
but remained on still closer terms with Dr. Everbeck, then the leader
of the Paris communities. Without going into the League’s internal
affairs, we learned of every important happening. On the other hand,
we influenced the theoretical views of the most important members of
the League by word of mouth, by letter and through the press. For this
purpose we also made use of various lithographed circulars, which we
dispatched to our friends and correspondents throughout the world on
particular occasions, when it was a question of the internal affairs of the
Communist Party in process of formation. In these, the League itself
sometimes came to be dealt with. Thus, a young Westphalian student,
Hermann Kriege, who went to America, came forward there as an emissary of the League and associated himself with the crazy Harro Harring for the purpose of using the League to turn South America upside
down. He founded a paper103 in which, in the name of the League, he
preached an extravagant communism of love dreaming, based on “love”
and overflowing with love. Against this we let fly with a circular that did
crats. Marx and Engels and the Brussels German Workers’ Association which they
led took an active part in setting it up. On November 15, 1847 Marx was elected its
Vice-President (the President was Lucien Jottrand, a Belgian democrat), and under
his influence, it became an important center of the international democratic movement. During the French bourgeois revolution of February 1848 the proletarian
wing of the Association sought to arm the Belgian workers and to spark the struggle
for a democratic republic. However, when Marx was banished from Brussels in early
March 1848 and the Association’s most revolutionary elements were repressed by the
authorities, the Belgian bourgeois democrats were no longer able to lead the working masses in the movement against the monarchy, and the Association’s activities
became narrower and purely local. It ceased its activities in 1849.
La Réforme (The Reform)—a French daily newspaper, an organ of the petit bourgeois republican democrats and petit bourgeois socialists, published in Paris from
1843 to 1850. Between October 1847 and January 1848 it carried a number of
articles by Engels.
103
The reference is to Der Volks-Tribun (People’s Tribune), a weekly founded by German “true socialists” in New York which appeared from January 5 to December 31,
1846, with Hermann Kriege as editor.
165

Revolution and Counterrevolution in Germany

not fail of its effect.104 Kriege vanished from the League scene. Later,
Weitling came to Brussels. But he was no longer the naive young journeyman-tailor who, astonished at his own talents, was trying to clarify
in his own mind just what a communist society would look like. He was
now the great man, persecuted by the envious on account of his superiority, who scented rivals, secret enemies and traps everywhere—the
prophet, driven from country to country, who carried a recipe for the
realization of heaven on earth ready-made in his pocket, and who was
possessed with the idea that everybody intended to steal it from him.
He had already fallen out with the members of the League in London;
and in Brussels, where Marx and his wife welcomed him with almost
superhuman forbearance, he also could not get along with anyone. So he
soon afterwards went to America to try out his role of prophet there.
All these circumstances contributed to the quiet revolution that
was taking place in the League, and especially among the leaders in
London. The inadequacy of the previous conception of communism,
both the simple French equalitarian communism and that of Weitling,
became more and more clear to them. The tracing of communism back
to primitive Christianity introduced by Weitling—no matter how brilliant certain passages to be found in his Gospel of Poor Sinners105—had
resulted in delivering the movement in Switzerland to a large extent into
the hands, first of fools like Albrecht, and then of exploiting fake prophets like Kuhlmann. The “true socialism” dealt in by a few literary writers—a translation of French socialist phraseology into corrupt Hegelian
German, and sentimental love dreaming (see the section on German
or “True” Socialism in The Communist Manifesto)106—that Kriege and
the study of the corresponding literature introduced in the League was
bound to disgust the old revolutionists of the League, if only because
of its slobbering feebleness. As against the untenability of the previous
theoretical views, and as against the aberrations resulting therefrom in
K. Marx, F. Engels, “Circular Against Kriege”, in Collected Works, Vol. VI, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010, p. 393.
105
Wilhelm Weitling, Das Evangelium Des armen Sünders, Birsfield, 1846.
106
See K. Marx and F. Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party, Foreign Languages
Press, Paris, 2020, pp. 60-63.
104
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practice, it was realized more and more in London that Marx and I were
right in our new theory. This understanding was undoubtedly promoted
by the fact that among the London leaders there were now two men who
were considerably superior to those previously mentioned in capacity for
theoretical knowledge: the miniature painter Karl Pfänder from Heilbronn and the tailor Georg Eccarius from Thuringia.107
It suffices to say that in the spring of 1847 Moll visited Marx in
Brussels and immediately afterwards me in Paris, and invited us repeatedly, in the name of his comrades, to enter the League. He reported that
they were as much convinced of the general correctness of our mode of
outlook as of the necessity of freeing the League from the old conspiratorial traditions and forms. Should we enter, we would be given an
opportunity of expounding our critical communism before a congress of
the League in a manifesto, which would then be published as the manifesto of the League; we would like wise be able to contribute our quota
towards the replacement of the obsolete League organization by one in
keeping with the new times and aims.
We entertained no doubt that an organization within the German
working class was necessary, if only for propaganda purposes, and that
this organization, in so far as it would not be merely local in character,
could only be a secret one, even outside Germany. Now, there already
existed exactly such an organization in the shape of the League. What we
previously objected to in this League was now relinquished as erroneous
by the representatives of the League themselves; we were even invited to
co-operate in the work of reorganization. Could we say no? Certainly
not. Therefore, we entered the League; Marx founded a League community in Brussels from among our close friends, while I attended the three
Paris communities.

107
Pfänder died about eight years ago in London. He was a man of peculiarly fine
intelligence, witty, ironical and dialectical. Eccarius, as we know, was later for many
years the General Secretary of the International Working Men’s Association, in the
General Council of which the following old League members were to be found,
among others: Eccarius, Pfänder, Lessner, Lochner, Marx and myself. Eccarius subsequently devoted himself exclusively to the English trade-union movement. [Note
by Engels.]
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In the summer of 1847, the first League Congress took place in
London, at which W. Wolff represented the Brussels and I represented
the Paris communities. At this congress the reorganization of the League
was carried through first of all. Whatever remained of the old mystical
names dating back to the conspiratorial period was now abolished; the
League now consisted of communities, circles, leading circles, a Central
Committee and a Congress, and henceforth called itself the “Communist League.” “The aim of the League is the overthrow of the bourgeoisie,
the rule of the proletariat, the abolition of the old, bourgeois society
based on class antagonisms and the foundation of a new society without classes and without private property”—thus ran the first article. The
organization itself was thoroughly democratic, with elective and always
removable boards. This alone barred all hankering after conspiracy,
which requires dictatorship, and the League was converted—for ordinary peace times at least—into a pure propaganda society. These new
Rules were submitted to the communities for discussion—so democratic
was the procedure now followed—then once again debated at the Second Congress and finally adopted by the latter on December 8, 1847.
They are to be found reprinted in Wermuth and Stieber, Vol. I, p. 239,
Appendix X.
The Second Congress took place at the end of November and
beginning of December of the same year. Marx also attended this time
and expounded the new theory in a fairly long debate—the congress
lasted at least ten days. All contradiction and doubt were finally set at
rest, the new basic principles were unanimously adopted, and Marx and
I were commissioned to draw up the Manifesto. This was done immediately afterwards. A few weeks before the February Revolution it was sent
to London to be printed. Since then it has traveled round the world, has
been translated into almost all languages and today still serves in numerous countries as a guide for the proletarian movement. In place of the
old League motto, “All Men Are Brothers,” appeared the new battle cry,
“Working Men of All Countries, Unite!” which openly proclaimed the
international character of the struggle. Seventeen years later this battle
cry resounded throughout the world as the watchword of the Interna168
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tional Working Men’s Association, and today the militant proletariat of
all countries has inscribed it on its banner.
The February Revolution broke out. The London Central Committee functioning hitherto immediately transferred its powers to the
Brussels leading circle. But this decision came at a time when an actual
state of siege already existed in Brussels, and the Germans in particular
could no longer assemble anywhere. We were all of us just on the point
of going to Paris, and so the new Central Committee decided likewise
to dissolve, to hand over all its powers to Marx and to empower him
immediately to constitute a new Central Committee in Paris. Hardly
had the five persons who adopted this decision (March 3, 1848) separated, before the police forced their way into Marx’s house, arrested him
and compelled him to leave for France on the following day, which was
just where he was wanting to go.
In Paris we all soon came together again. There the following document was drawn up and signed by all the members of the new Central
Committee. It was distributed throughout Germany and many a one
can still learn something from it even today:
Demands of the Communist Party in Germany108
1.
3.
7.

The whole of Germany shall be declared a republic, one and indivisible.
Representatives of the people shall be paid so that workers also can
sit in the parliament of the German people.4. Universal arming of
the people.
The estates of the princes and other feudal estates, all mines, pits,
etc., shall be transformed into state property. On these estates, agri-

“Demands of the Communist Party in Germany”—written by Marx and Engels
in Paris between March 21 and 29, 1848, as the political program of the Communist
League in the German revolution then beginning. It was printed as a leaflet approximately on March 30, re-printed in a number of democratic newspapers in early
April, and also distributed as a directive among the members of the League about
to leave for their homeland. During the revolution Marx and Engels and their supporters endeavored to spread this document among the people. It appeared in leaflet
form in Cologne prior to September 10, 1848 and was distributed by members of
the Cologne Workers’ Association in the Rhine Province. At the Second Democratic
Congress held in Berlin in October 1848, the representative of the Cologne Workers’
108
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culture is to be conducted on a large scale and with the most modern
scientific means for the benefit of all society.
8.
Mortgages on peasant holdings shall be declared state property; interest on such mortgages shall be paid by the peasants to the state.
9.
In the districts where tenant farming is developed, land rent or farming dues shall be paid to the state as a tax.
11. All means of transport: railways, canals, steamships, roads, post, etc.,
shall be taken over by the state. They are to be converted into state
property and put at the disposal of the non-possessing class.
14. Limitation of the right of inheritance.
15. Introduction of a steeply graded progressive taxation and abolition
of taxes on consumer goods.
16. Establishment of national workshops. The state shall guarantee a
living to all workers and provide for those unable to work.
17. Universal and free education for the people.
It is in the interest of the German proletariat, the petit bourgeoisie
and the peasantry to work with all possible energy to put the above measures through. For only by their realization can the millions in Germany,
who up to now have been exploited by a small number of people and
whom some will attempt further to keep in subjection, get their rights
and the power that are their due as the producers of all wealth.

The Committee: Karl Marx, Karl Schapper, H. Bauer, F. Engels, F. Moll,
W. Wolff
At that time the craze for revolutionary legions prevailed in Paris.
Spaniards, Italians, Belgians, Dutch, Poles and Germans flocked together
in crowds to liberate their respective fatherlands. The German legion was
led by Herwegh, Bornstedt, Börnstein. Since immediately after the revolution all foreign workers not only lost their jobs but in addition were
harassed by the public, the influx into these legions was very great. The
Association, Beust, proposed a program of measures that was virtually based on the
“Demands.” The Cologne Workers’ Association at its meetings in November and
December 1848 discussed certain points of the “Demands.” The document appeared
in pamphlet form (condensed) in Leipzig around the end of 1848 or the beginning
of 1849.
Engels does not quote the “Demands” in full here.
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new government saw in them a means of getting rid of foreign workers
and granted them l’étape du soldat, that is, quarters along their line of
march and a marching allowance of fifty centimes per day up to the
frontier, whereafter the eloquent Lamartine, the Foreign Minister who
was so readily moved to tears, quickly found an opportunity of betraying
them to their respective governments.
We opposed this playing with revolution in the most decisive fashion. To carry an invasion, which was to import the revolution forcibly
from outside, into the midst of the ferment then going on in Germany,
meant to undermine the revolution in Germany itself, to strengthen the
governments and to deliver the legionaries—Lamartine guaranteed for
that—defenseless into the hands of the German troops. When subsequently the revolution was victorious in Vienna and Berlin, the legion
became all the more purposeless; but once begun, the game was continued.
We founded a German communist club,109 in which we advised
the workers to keep away from the legion and to return instead to their
homes singly and work there for the movement. Our old friend Flocon,
who had a seat in the Provisional Government, obtained for the workers
sent by us the same travel facilities as had been granted to the legionaries.
In this way we sent three or four hundred workers back to Germany,
including the great majority of the League members.
As could easily be foreseen, the League proved to be much too
weak a lever as against the popular mass movement that had now broken
out. Three-quarters of the League members who had previously lived
abroad had changed their domicile by returning to their homeland; their
previous communities were thus to a great extent dissolved and they lost
all contact with the League. One part, the more ambitious among them,
did not even try to resume this contact, but each one began a small separate movement on his own account in his own locality. Finally, the conditions in each separate petty state, each province and each town were so
109
The reference is to the German Workers’ Club opened in Paris on March 8-9,
1848 on the initiative of the leaders of the Communist League. Marx played the
leading role in the club, which aimed to unite the German workers who had emigrated to Paris and explain to them the tactics the proletariat should adopt in the
bourgeois-democratic revolution.
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different that the League would have been incapable of giving more than
the most general directives; such directives were, however, much better
disseminated through the press. In short, from the moment when the
causes which had made the secret League necessary ceased to exist, the
secret League as such ceased to mean anything. But this could least of all
surprise the persons who had just stripped this same secret League of the
last vestige of its conspiratorial character.
That, however, the League had been an excellent school for revolutionary activity was now demonstrated. On the Rhine, where the
Neue Rheinische Zeitung provided a firm center, in Nassau, in Rhenish
Hesse, etc., everywhere members of the League stood at the head of the
extreme democratic movement. The same was the case in Hamburg.
In South Germany the predominance of petit bourgeois democracy
stood in the way. In Breslau, William Wolff was active with great success
until the summer of 1848; in addition he received a Silesian mandate
as an alternate representative in the Frankfurt parliament. Finally, the
compositor Stephan Born, who had worked in Brussels and Paris as an
active member of the League, founded a Workers’ Brotherhood in Berlin
which became fairly widespread and existed until 1850. Born, a very
talented young man, who, however, was a bit too much in a hurry to
become a political figure, “fraternized” with the most miscellaneous ragtag and bobtail in order to get a crowd together, and was not at all the
man who could bring unity into the conflicting tendencies, light into
the chaos. Consequently, in the official publications of the association
the views represented in The Communist Manifesto were mingled hodgepodge with guild recollections and guild aspirations, fragments of Louis
Blanc and Proudhon, protectionism, etc.; in short, they wanted to please
everybody. In particular, strikes, trade unions and producers’ co-operatives were set going and it was forgotten that above all it was a question
of first conquering, by means of political victories, the field in which
alone such things could be realized on a lasting basis. When, afterwards,
the victories of the reaction made the leaders of the Brotherhood realize
the necessity of taking a direct part in the revolutionary struggle, they
were naturally left in the lurch by the confused mass which they had
grouped around themselves. Born took part in the Dresden uprising in
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May 1849110 and had a lucky escape. But, in contrast to the great political movement of the proletariat, the Workers’ Brotherhood proved to
be a pure Sonderbund [separate league], which to a large extent existed
only on paper and played such a subordinate role that the reaction did
not find it necessary to suppress it until 1850, and its surviving branches
until several years later. Born, whose real name was Buttermilch, has not
become a big political figure but a petty Swiss professor, who no longer
translates Marx into guild language but the meek Renan into his own
fulsome German.
With June 13, 1849, in Paris,111 the defeat of the May insurrections in Germany and the suppression of the Hungarian revolution by
the Russians,112 a great period of the 1848 Revolution came to a close.
But the victory of the reaction was as yet by no means final. A reorganization of the scattered revolutionary forces was required, and hence
also of the League. The situation again forbade, as before 1848, any
open organization of the proletariat; hence one had to organize again in
secret.
In the autumn of 1849 most of the members of the previous central committees and congresses gathered again in London. The only ones
110
The Dresden uprising took place from May 3 to 8, 1849. It was precipitated by the
refusal of the king of Saxony to accept the Imperial Constitution and his appointment of the extreme reactionary Ferdinand von Zschinsky as Prime Minister. The
bourgeoisie and petit bourgeoisie took little or no part in the fight. The workers
and handicraftsmen were the main battlers on the barricades. The uprising was suppressed by government troops, plus Prussian troops who had entered Saxony. The
Dresden uprising began the struggle in defense of the Imperial Constitution, which
was waged in southern and western Germany from May to July 1849 and ended with
the defeat of the democratic forces.
111
On June 13, 1849, the petit bourgeois party of Montagnards organized a peaceful
demonstration in Paris to protest against the dispatch of French troops to Italy to
suppress the revolution there in violation of the Constitution of the French Republic
which prohibited the sending of French forces abroad to interfere with the freedom
of foreign peoples. The demonstration was dispersed by troops. Its failure testified
to the bankruptcy of French petit bourgeois democracy. From that day the French
authorities launched persecutions against democrats, including foreigners residing in
France.
112
This refers to the insurrections staged in a number of places in Germany in May
1849 in defense of the Imperial Constitution adopted by the Frankfurt National
Assembly on March 28 that year, and to the armed intervention by czarist Russian
troops in Hungary in the same year aimed at suppressing the Hungarian bourgeois
revolution and restoring the rule of the Austrian Habsburg dynasty.
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missing were Schapper, who was jailed in Wiesbaden but also came after
his acquittal, in the spring of 1850, and Moll, who, after he had accomplished a series of most dangerous missions and agitational journeys—in
the end he recruited mounted gunners for the Palatinate artillery right
in the midst of the Prussian army in the Rhine Province—joined the
Besançon workers’ company of Willich’s corps and was killed by a shot
in the head in the battle of the River Murg in front of the Rotenfels
Bridge. On the other hand Willich now entered upon the scene. Willich
was one of those sentimental Communists so common in Western Germany since 1845, who on that account alone was instinctively, furtively
antagonistic to our critical tendency. More than that, he was the real
prophet, convinced of his personal mission as the predestined liberator
of the German proletariat and as such a direct claimant as much to political as to military dictatorship. Thus, to the primitive Christian communism previously preached by Weitling was added a kind of communist
Islam. However, the propaganda of this new religion was for the time
being restricted to the refugee barracks under Willich’s command.
Hence, the League was organized afresh; the Address of March
1850 was published in an appendix (IX, No. 1), and Heinrich Bauer
sent as an emissary to Germany. The Address, composed by Marx and
myself, is still of interest today, because petit bourgeois democracy is
even now the party which must certainly be the first to come to power
in Germany as the savior of society from the communist workers on the
occasion of the next European upheaval now soon due (the European
revolutions, 1815, 1830, 1848-52, 1870, have occurred at intervals of
fifteen to eighteen years in our century). Much of what is said there is,
therefore, still applicable today. Heinrich Bauer’s mission was crowned
with complete success. The jolly little shoemaker was a born diplomat.
He brought the former members of the League, who had partly become
laggards and partly were acting on their own account, back into the
active organization, and particularly also the then leaders of the Workers’
Brotherhood. The League began to play the dominant role in the workers’, peasants’ and athletic associations to a far greater extent than before
1848, so that the next quarterly address to the communities, in June
1850, could already report that the student Schurz from Bonn (later
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on American ex-minister), who was touring Germany in the interest of
petit bourgeois democracy, “had found all fit forces already in the hands
of the League” (Appendix IX, No. 2).113 The League was undoubtedly
the only revolutionary organization that had any significance in Germany. But what purpose this organization should serve depended very
substantially on whether the prospects of a renewed upsurge of the revolution were realized. And in the course of the year 1850 this became
more and more improbable, indeed impossible. The industrial crisis of
1847, which had paved the way for the Revolution of 1848, had been
overcome: a new, unprecedented period of industrial prosperity had set
in; whoever had eyes to see and used them must have clearly realized that
the revolutionary storm of 1848 was gradually spending itself.
With this general prosperity, in which the productive forces
of bourgeois society develop as luxuriantly as is at all possible within bourgeois relationships, there can be no talk of a
real revolution. Such a revolution is only possible in the periods when both these factors, the modern productive forces
and the bourgeois productive forms, come in collision with
each other. The various quarrels in which the representatives
of the individual factions of the Continental party of Order
now indulge and mutually compromise themselves, far from
providing the occasion for new revolutions are, on the contrary, possible only because the basis of the relationships
is momentarily so secure and, what the reaction does not
know, so bourgeois. From it all attempts of the reaction to
hold up bourgeois development will rebound just as certainly
as all moral indignation and all enthusiastic proclamations of
the democrats.

113
K. Marx, “Inaugural Address of the Working Men’s International Association”
in Selected Works in Two Volumes, Foreign Languages Publishing House, Moscow,
1955.—Ed.
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Thus Marx and I wrote in the “Review of May to October 1850”
in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung, Politisch-ökonomische Revue,114 Nos. V
and VI, Hamburg, 1850, p. 153.
This sober understanding of the situation, however, was regarded
as heresy by many persons, at a time when Ledru-Rollin, Louis Blanc,
Mazzini, Kossuth and, among the lesser German lights, Ruge, Kinkel,
Gögg and the rest of them crowded in London to form provisional governments of the future not only for their respective fatherlands but for
the whole of Europe, and when the only thing still necessary was to
obtain the requisite money from America as a loan for the revolution
to realize at a moment’s notice the European revolution and the various
republics which went with it as a matter of course. Can anyone be surprised that a man like Willich was taken in by this, that Schapper, acting on his old revolutionary impulse, also allowed himself to be fooled,
and that the majority of the London workers, to a large extent refugees
themselves, followed them into the camp of the bourgeois-democratic
artificers of revolution? Suffice it to say that the reserve maintained by us
was not to the mind of these people; the thing to do was to enter into the
game of making revolutions. We most decisively refused to do so. A split
ensued; more about this is to be read in the Revelations. Then came the
arrest of Nothjung, followed by that of Haupt, in Hamburg. The latter
turned traitor by divulging the names of the Cologne Central Committee and being slated as the chief witness in the trial; but his relatives had
no desire to be thus disgraced and bundled him off to Rio de Janeiro,
where he later established himself as a businessman and in recognition

Neue Rheinische Zeitung. Politisch-ökonomische Revue (New Rhine Gazette. Political and Economic Review) a journal projected by Marx and Engels late in 1849 and
published in the course of 1850. It was the theoretical and political organ of the
Communist League, continuing the work of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung published
by Marx and Engels during the revolution of 1848-49. Altogether six issues appeared,
from March to November 1850. Most of the contributions were by Marx and Engels.
They included K. Marx’ “The Class Struggles in France, 1848-180” and F. Engels’
“The Campaign for the Imperial Constitution in Germany” and “The Peasant War
in Germany.” These writings summed up the revolution of 1848-49 and formulated
further the theory and tactics of the revolutionary proletarian party.
114
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of his services was appointed first Prussian and then German Consul
General. He is now again in Europe.115
For a better understanding of the Revelations, I give the list of the
Cologne accused: 1) P. G. Roser, cigarmaker; 2) Heinrich Burgers, who
later died, a progressive deputy to the Landtag; 3) Peter Nothjung, tailor,
who died a few years ago a photographer in Breslau; 4) W. J. Reiff; 5)
Dr. Hermann Becker, now chief burgomaster of Cologne and member of the Upper House; 6) Dr. Roland Daniels, physician, who died a
few years after the trial as a result of tuberculosis contracted in prison;
7) Karl Otto, chemist; 8) Dr. Abraham Jacoby, now physician in New
York; 9) Dr. I. J. Klein, now physician and town councilor in Cologne;
10) Ferdinand Freiligrath, who, however, was at that time already in
London; 11) I. L. Ehrhard, clerk; 12) Friedrich Lessner, tailor, now in
London. After a public trial before a jury lasting from October 4 to
November 12, 1852, the following were sentenced for attempted high
treason: Roser, Burgers and Nothjung to six, Reiff, Otto and Becker to
five and Lessner to three years’ confinement in a fortress; Daniels, Klein,
Jacoby and Ehrhard were acquitted.
With the Cologne trial the first period of the German communist
workers’ movement comes to an end. Immediately after the sentence we
dissolved our League; a few months later the Willich-Schapper Sonderbund116 was also laid to eternal rest.

***
Schapper died in London at the end of the sixties. Willich took part in the American Civil War with distinction; he became Brigadier-General and was shot in the
chest during the battle of Murfreesboro (Tennessee) but recovered; he died about ten
years ago in America. Of the other persons mentioned above, I will only remark that
Heinrich Bauer was lost track of in Australia, and that Weitling and Everbeck died in
America. [Note by Engels.]
116
Sonderbund (Separate League)—an ironical name given by Marx and Engels to
the sectarian-adventurist Willich-Schapper faction by way of analog with the separate
union of the seven economically backward Catholic cantons in Switzerland in 1843.
This faction, which seceded from the Communist League after the split on September 15, 1850, formed an independent organization with its own Central Committee.
By its activities it helped the Prussian police to disclose the illegal communities of the
Communist League in Germany and gave it a pretext for framing evidence in a trial
against the prominent leaders of the Communist League in Cologne in 1852.
115
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A whole generation lies between then and now. At that time Germany was a country of handicraft and of domestic industry based on
hand labor; now it is a big industrial country still undergoing continual
industrial transformation. At that time one had to seek out one by one
the workers who had an understanding of their position as workers and
of their historico-economic antagonism to capital, because this antagonism itself was only just beginning to develop. Today the entire German
proletariat has to be placed under exceptional laws, merely in order to
slow down a little the process of its development to full consciousness
of its position as an oppressed class. At that time the few persons whose
minds had penetrated to the point of realizing the historical role of the
proletariat had to forgather in secret, to assemble clandestinely in small
communities of three to twenty persons. Today the German proletariat
no longer needs any official organization, either open or secret. The simple self-evident interconnection of like-minded class comrades suffices,
without any rules, boards, resolutions or other tangible forms, to shake
the whole German Empire to its foundations. Bismarck is the arbiter of
Europe beyond the frontiers of Germany, but within them there grows
daily more threateningly the athletic figure of the German proletariat
that Marx foresaw already in 1844, the giant for whom the cramped
imperial edifice designed to fit the Philistine is even now becoming inadequate and whose mighty stature and broad shoulders are growing until
the moment comes when by merely rising from his seat he will shatter
the whole structure of the imperial constitution into fragments. And
still more. The international movement of the European and American proletariat has become so much strengthened that not merely its
first narrow form—the secret League—but even its second, infinitely
wider form—the open International Working Men’s Association—has
become a fetter for it, and that the simple feeling of solidarity based on
the understanding of the identity of class position suffices to create and
to hold together one and the same great party of the proletariat among
the workers of all countries and tongues. The doctrine which the League
represented from 1847 to 1852, and which at that time could be treated
by the wise Philistines with a shrug of the shoulders as the hallucinations
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of utter madcaps, as the secret doctrine of a few scattered sectarians,
has now innumerable adherents in all civilized countries of the world,
among those condemned to the Siberian mines as much as among the
gold diggers of California; and the founder of this doctrine, the most
hated, most slandered man of his time, Karl Marx, was, by the time of
his death, the ever-sought-for and ever-willing counselor of the proletariat of both the old and the new world.
London, October 8, 1885
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Marx and the Neue Rheinische Zeitung (1848-49)117
Frederick Engels
On the outbreak of the February Revolution, the German “Communist Party,” as we called it, consisted only of a small core, the Communist League, which was organized as a secret propaganda society. The
League was secret only because at that time no freedom of association or
assembly existed in Germany. Besides the workers’ associations abroad,
from which it obtained recruits, it had about thirty communities, or sections, in the country itself and, in addition, isolated members in many
places. This inconsiderable fighting force, however, possessed a leader,
Marx, to whom all willingly subordinated themselves, a leader of the
first rank, and, thanks to him, a program of principles and tactics that
today still has full validity: The Communist Manifesto.
It is the tactical part of the program that concerns us here in the
first instance. This part stated in general: “The Communists do not form
a separate party opposed to other working-class parties.”
They have no interests separate and apart from those of the proletariat as a whole.
They do not set up any sectarian principles of their own, by which
to shape and mold the proletarian movement.
The Communists are distinguished from the other working-class
parties by this only: 1. In the national struggles of the proletarians of the
different countries, they point out and bring to the front the common
interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all nationality. 2. In the
various stages of development which the struggle of the working class
against the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they always and everywhere
represent the interests of the movement as a whole.
The Communists, therefore, are on the one hand, practically, the
most advanced and resolute section of the working-class parties of every
country, that section which pushes forward all others; on the other hand,
theoretically, they have over the great mass of the proletariat the advanThe article was written for the newspaper Der Sozialdemokrat (The Social-Democrat) to commemorate the first anniversary of the death of Karl Marx.
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tage of clearly understanding the line of march, the conditions, and the
ultimate general results of the proletarian movement.118
And for the German party it stated in particular:
In Germany they119 fight with the bourgeoisie whenever it
acts in a revolutionary way, against the absolute monarchy
the feudal squirearchy, and the petit bourgeoisie.
But they never cease, for a single instant, to instill into the working
class the clearest possible recognition of the hostile antagonism between
bourgeoisie and proletariat, in order that the German workers may
straightway use, as so many weapons against the bourgeoisie, the social
and political conditions that the bourgeoisie must necessarily introduce
along with its supremacy, and in order that, after the fall of the reactionary classes in Germany, the fight against the bourgeoisie itself may
immediately begin.
The Communists turn their attention chiefly to Germany because
that country is on the eve of a bourgeois revolution, [etc.]. (Manifesto,
Section IV)120
Never has a tactical program justified itself as well as this one. Put
forward on the eve of a revolution, it stood the test of this revolution;
whenever, since this period, a workers’ party has deviated from it, the
deviation has met its punishment; and today, after almost forty years,
it serves as the guiding line of all resolute and class-conscious workers’
parties in Europe, from Madrid to St. Petersburg.
The February events in Paris precipitated the imminent German
Revolution and thereby modified its character. The German bourgeoisie, instead of conquering by virtue of its own power, conquered in the
tow of a French workers’ revolution. Before it had yet conclusively overthrown its old adversaries—the absolute monarchy, feudal landownership, the bureaucracy and the cowardly petit bourgeoisie—it had to confront a new enemy, the proletariat. However, the effects of the economic
118
K. Marx, F. Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party, Foreign Languages Press,
Paris, 2020, p. 69.
119
That is, the Communists.—Ed.
120
K. Marx, F. Engels, op. cit., pp. 69-70.
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conditions, which lagged far behind those of France and England, and
of the likewise backward class position of Germany resulting therefrom,
immediately showed themselves here.
The German bourgeoisie, which had only just begun to establish
its large-scale industry, had neither the strength nor the courage to win
for itself absolute domination in the state, nor was there any compelling
necessity for it to do so. The proletariat, undeveloped to an equal degree,
grown up in complete intellectual enslavement, unorganized and still
not even capable of independent organization, possessed only a vague
feeling of the deep antagonism between its interests and those of the
bourgeoisie. Hence, although in point of fact the threatening antagonist
of the latter, it remained, on the other hand, its political appendage. Terrified not by what the German proletariat was, but by what it threatened
to become and what the French proletariat already was, the bourgeoisie
saw its sole salvation in any compromise, even the most cowardly, with
monarchy and aristocracy; as the proletariat was still unacquainted with
its own historical role, the bulk of it had, at the start, to take on the
role of the forward pressing, extreme Left wing of the bourgeoisie. The
German workers had above all to win those rights which were indispensable to their independent organization as a class party: freedom of
the press, association and assembly—rights which the bourgeoisie, in
the interest of its own rule, ought to have fought for, but which it itself
now disputed in its fear of the workers The few hundred separate League
members vanished in the enormous mass that had been suddenly hurled
into the movement. Thus, the German proletariat at first appeared on
the political stage as the extreme democratic party.
Thus, when we founded a large newspaper in Germany, our banner
was determined as a matter of course. It could only be that of democracy,
but that of a democracy which everywhere emphasized in every point
the specific proletarian character which it could not yet inscribe once
for all on its banner If we did not want to do that, if we did not want
to take up the movement, adhere to its already existing, most advanced,
actually proletarian side and to push it further then there was nothing
left for us to do but to preach communism in a little provincial sheet
and to found a tiny sect instead of a great party of action. But we had
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already been spoiled for the role of preachers in the wilderness; we had
studied the Utopians too well for that, nor was it for that we had drafted
our program.
When we came to Cologne, preparations, partly by the democrats
and partly by the Communists, had been made there for a big newspaper; it was desired to make this a purely local Cologne paper and to
banish us to Berlin. But in twenty-four hours, especially thanks to Marx,
we were in possession of the field, and the newspaper became ours, on
the return concession of taking Heinrich Bürgers into the editorial board.
The latter wrote one article (in No. 2) and never another.
It was precisely Cologne and not Berlin we had to go to. First,
Cologne was the center of the Rhine Province, which had gone through
the French Revolution, which had provided itself with modern legal
conceptions in the Code Napoléon,121 which had developed by far the
most important large-scale industry and which was in every respect at
that time the most advanced part of Germany. Contemporary Berlin we
knew only too well from our own observation, with its hardly hatched
bourgeoisie, its cringing petit bourgeoisie, audacious in words but craven
in deeds, its still wholly undeveloped workers, its mass of bureaucrats,
aristocratic and court riff-raff, its entire character of a mere “Residenz.”122
Decisive, however, was the following: in Berlin the wretched Prussian
Landrecht123 prevailed and political cases were tried by professional magistrates; on the Rhine the Code Napoléon was in force, which knows
no press trials, because it presupposes censorship, and if one did not
commit political misdemeanors but only crimes, one came before a jury;
in Berlin after the revolution young Schloffel was sentenced to a year’s
The Code Napoléon in its broad sense includes the Civil Code, the Code of Civil
Procedure, tbe Commercial Code, the Criminal Code, and the Code of Criminal
Procedure, which were adopted in 1804-10. These codes were also introduced in the
western and southwestern parts of Germany seized by Napoleonic France and continued to operate in the Rhine Province even after it was ceded to Prussia in 1815. In
the narrow sense the Code Napoléon is the Civil Code adopted in 1804, which Engels
called “so classic a legal code… for bourgeois society.” (F. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach
and the End of Classical German Philosophy, Foreign Languages Press, Beijing, 1976,
p. 53)
122
Residenz: Seat of the reigning prince.—Ed.
123
Landrecht: Common Law.—Ed.
121
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imprisonment for a trifle,124 while on the Rhine we had unconditional
freedom of the press—and we used it to the last drop.
Thus we began, on June 1, 1848, with a very limited share capital,
of which only a little had been paid up and the shareholders themselves
were more than unreliable. Half of them deserted us immediately after
the first number and at the end of the month we no longer had any at
all.
The editorial constitution was simply the dictatorship of Marx. A
big daily paper, which has to be ready at a definite hour can not observe
a consistent policy with any other constitution. Moreover, Marx’s dictatorship was a matter of course here, was undisputed and willingly recognized by all of us. It was primarily his clear vision and firm attitude that
made this publication the most famous German newspaper of the years
of revolution.
The political programme of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung consisted
of two main points:
A democratic German republic, one and indivisible, and a war
with Russia, which included the restoration of Poland.
The petit bourgeois democracy was divided at that time into two
factions: the North German, which would not mind putting up with
a democratic Prussian emperor, and the South German, then almost
wholly specifically Baden, which wanted to transform Germany into a
federative republic after the Swiss model. We had to fight both of them.
The interests of the proletariat forbade equally the Prussianization of
Germany and the perpetuation of her division into petty states. These
interests made imperative the definitive unification of Germany into
a nation, which alone could provide the battlefield, cleared of all traditional petty obstacles, on which proletariat and bourgeoisie were to
measure their strength. But they equally forbade the re-establishment of
Prussia as the head. The Prussian state with its whole system, its tradition
and its dynasty was precisely the sole serious internal adversary which
124
Gustav Adolf Schlöffel, a German student democrat, was put on trial in April
1848 for his two articles defending the rights of the working people, both of which
were carried on April 19 in No. 5 of Volksfreund (People’s Friend), a journal he had
published in Berlin since the March revolution of 1848. He was sentenced to six
months’ imprisonment in a fortress on a charge of agitating for rebellion.
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the revolution in Germany had to overthrow; and, moreover, Prussia
could unify Germany only by tearing it apart, by the exclusion of German Austria. Dissolution of the Prussian and disintegration of the Austrian state, real unification of Germany as a republic—we could not have
any other revolutionary immediate program. And this could be realized
through war with Russia and only through such a war. I will come back
to this last point later.
For the rest, the tone of the newspaper was by no means solemn,
serious or enthusiastic. We had altogether contemptible opponents and
treated the lot of them with the utmost scorn. The conspiring monarchy,
the camarilla, the nobility, the Kreuz-Zeitung,125 the entire “reaction,”
about which the Philistines were morally indignant—we treated them
only with mockery and derision. Not less so also the new idols that had
appeared on the scene through the revolution: the March ministers, the
Frankfurt and Berlin assemblies, and both the Rights and the Lefts in
them. The very first number began with an article which mocked at
the inanity of the Frankfurt parliament, the purposelessness of its longwinded speeches, the superfluity of its cowardly resolutions.126 It cost us
half the shareholders. The Frankfurt parliament was not even a debating
club; hardly any debates took place there, but for the most part only
academic dissertations prepared beforehand were ground out and resolutions adopted which were intended to inspire the German Philistines
but of which no one else took any notice.
The Berlin Assembly was of more importance: it confronted a real
power, it debated and passed resolutions with its feet on the ground, and
not in a Frankfurt cuckoo land somewhere beyond the clouds. Consequently, it was dealt with in more detail. But there also, the idols of
the Lefts, Schulze-Delitzsch, Berends, Elsner, Stein, etc., were just as
sharply attacked as those of Frankfurt, their irresolution, hesitancy and
125
Kreuz-Zeitung (Gazette of the Cross)—a name used for the German daily the Neue
Preussische Zeitung (New Prussian Gazette), because its masthead bore a cross, the
emblem of the Landwehr, the military reserves. Published in Berlin from June 1848
to 1939, it was the organ of the counter-revolutionary court camarilla and the Prussian Junkers; later it became the organ of the ultra-Right wing of the conservatives.
126
This refers to Engels’ article, “The Frankfurt Assembly,” in Collected Works, Vol.
VII, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010.
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penny wisdom were mercilessly exposed, and it was proved how step by
step they compromised themselves into betraying the revolution. This,
of course, evoked a shudder in the democratic petit bourgeois, who had
only just manufactured these idols for his own use. To us this shudder
was a sign that we had hit the bull’s-eye.
We came out likewise against the illusion, zealously spread by the
petit bourgeoisie, that the revolution had come to an end with the March
days and that one had only now to pocket the fruits. To us, February and
March could have had the significance of a real revolution only if they
had not been the conclusion but, on the contrary, the starting-point of a
long revolutionary movement in which, as in the Great French Revolution, the people would have developed further through its own struggles
and the parties become more and more sharply differentiated until they
had coincided entirely with the great classes, bourgeoisie, petit bourgeoisie and proletariat, and in which the separate positions would have been
won one after another by the proletariat in a series of battles. Hence,
we everywhere opposed also the democratic petit bourgeoisie when it
tried to gloss over its class antagonism to the proletariat with the favorite
phrase: after all, we all want the same thing; all the differences rest on
mere misunderstandings. But the less we allowed the petit bourgeoisie to
misunderstand our proletarian democracy, the tamer and more amenable it became towards us. The more sharply and resolutely one opposes
it, the more readily it ducks and the more concessions it makes to the
workers’ party. Of that we have become convinced.
Finally, we exposed the parliamentary cretinism (as Marx called
it)127 of the various so-called national assemblies. These gentlemen had
allowed all means of power to slip out of their hands, and in part had
voluntarily surrendered them again to the governments. In Berlin, as
in Frankfurt, alongside newly strengthened, reactionary governments
there stood powerless assemblies, which nevertheless imagined that their
impotent resolutions would shake the world in its foundations. This creEngels refers to the articles in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung which were devoted to
criticism of the Frankfurt and Berlin National Assemblies and of which some were
written by Marx. In a generalized form, this criticism was also made by Engels in
Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Germany.
127
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tinous self-deception prevailed even among the extreme Lefts. We told
them plainly that their parliamentary victory would coincide with their
real defeat.
And it so happened both in Berlin and in Frankfurt. When the
“Lefts” obtained the majority, the government dispersed the entire
Assembly; it could do so because the Assembly had forfeited all credit
with the people.
When later I read Bougeart’s book on Marat, I found that in more
than one respect we had only unconsciously imitated the great model of
the genuine “Ami du Peuple”128 (not the one forged by the royalists) and
that the whole outburst of rage and the whole falsification of history, by
virtue of which throughout almost a century only an entirely distorted
Marat had been known, were solely due to the fact that Marat mercilessly removed the veil from the idols of the moment, Lafayette, Bailly
and others, and exposed them as already complete traitors to the revolution; and that he, like us, did not want the revolution declared finished
but continuing in permanence.
We openly proclaimed that the people of the tendency we represented could enter the struggle for the attainment of our real party aims
only when the most extreme of the official parties existing in Germany
came to the helm; then we would form the opposition to it.
Events, however, brought it about that besides mockery at our
German opponents there also appeared fiery passion. The insurrection
of the Paris workers in June 1848 found us at our post. From the first
shot we were unconditionally on the side of the insurgents. After their
defeat, Marx honored the vanquished in one of his most powerful articles.129
Alfred Bougeart, Marat, l’ami du peuple (Marat, Friend of the People), Vols. I and
II, Éditeurs A. Lacroix, Verboeckhoven & Co., Paris, 1865.
L’Ami du peuple—a daily newspaper published in Paris by Jean Paul Marat, one
of the leaders of the Jacobins, from September 12, 1789 to July 14,1793; it bore this
name from September 16, 1789 to September 21, 1792, and was signed: “Marat,
Friend of the People.”
129
This refers to K. Marx’s article, “The June Revolution,” in Collected Works, Vol.
VII, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010.
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Then the last remaining shareholders deserted us. But we had the
satisfaction of being the only paper in Germany, and almost in Europe,
that held aloft the banner of the crushed proletariat at the moment when
the bourgeois and petit bourgeois of all countries were overwhelming
the vanquished with a torrent of slander.
Our foreign policy was simple: to come out on behalf of every revolutionary people, and to call for a general war of revolutionary Europe
against the mighty support of European reaction—Russia. From February 24130 onward it was clear to us that the revolution had only one really
formidable enemy, Russia, and that the more the movement took on
European dimensions the more was this enemy compelled to enter the
struggle. The events of Vienna, Milan and Berlin were bound to delay
the Russian attack, but its final coming was the more certain the closer
the revolution came to Russia. But if one succeeded in getting Germany
to make war on Russia, it was all up with the Habsburgs and Hohenzollerns and the revolution would triumph along the whole line.
This policy pervaded every issue of the newspaper until the
moment of the actual invasion of Hungary by the Russians, which fully
confirmed our forecast and decided the defeat of the revolution.
When, in the spring of 1849, the decisive battle drew near, the
language of the paper became more violent and passionate with every
issue. William Wolff reminded the Silesian peasants in the “Silesian Milliard” (eight articles),131 how on being emancipated from feudal services
they had been cheated out of money and land by the landlords with the
help of the government, and he demanded a thousand million thalers in
compensation.
February 24, 1848, was the date of the overthrow of King Louis Philippe in
France. On receiving the news of the victory of the February Revolution in France,
Nicholas I gave an order to the War Minister for a partial mobilization in Russia to
prepare for struggle against the revolution in Europe.
131
The Silesian Milliard (Die schlesische Milliarde) consisted of a series of articles by
Wilhelm Wolff, a friend and comrade-in-arms of Marx and Engels, and was carried
in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung from March 22 to April 25, 1849. In 1886, the articles
were published in pamphlet form with minor changes in the text and a preface by
Engels, entitled “A Contribution to the History of Prussian Peasantry.” Engels commented on these articles in detail in his work, “Wilhelm Wolff” (1876).
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At the same time, in April, Marx’s essay “Wage-Labour and Capital” appeared in the form of a series of editorial articles as a clear indication of the social goal of our policy. Every issue, every special number,
pointed to the great battle that was in preparation, to the sharpening of
the antagonisms in France, Italy, Germany and Hungary. In particular,
the special numbers in April and May were so many proclamations to
the people to hold themselves in readiness for direct action.
“Outside, throughout the Reich,” wonder was expressed that we
carried on our activities so unconcernedly within a Prussian fortress of
the first rank, in the face of a garrison of eight thousand troops and in
the face of the guardhouse; but, on account of the eight rifles with bayonets and 250 live cartridges in the editorial room, and the red Jacobin
caps of the compositors, our house was reckoned by the officers also as a
fortress which was not to be taken by a mere coup de main.
At last, on May 18, 1849, the blow came.
The insurrection was suppressed in Dresden and Elberfeld, in Iserlohn it was encircled; the Rhine Province and Westphalia bristled with
bayonets which, after completing the rape of the Prussian Rhineland,
were intended to be marched against the Palatinate and Baden. Then at
last the government ventured to come to close quarters with us. One half
of the editorial staff was prosecuted, the other half was liable to deportation as non-Prussians. Nothing could be done against it, as long as a
whole army corps stood behind the government. We had to surrender
our fortress, but we withdrew with our arms and baggage, with band
playing and flag flying, the flag of the last issue, a red issue, in which
we warned the Cologne workers against hopeless putsches, and called to
them: “In taking leave, the editors of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung thank
you for the sympathy you have shown them. Their last word will always
and everywhere be: The Emancipation of the Working Class!”
Thus the Neue Rheinische Zeitung came to an end, shortly before it
had completed its first year. Begun almost without financial resources—
the little that had been promised it very soon, as we said, was lost to it—
it had achieved a circulation of almost 5,000 by September. The state of
siege in Cologne suspended it; in the middle of October it had to begin
again from the beginning. But in May 1849, when it was suppressed,
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it already had 6,000 subscribers again, while the “Kölnische”132 at that
time, according to its own admission, had not more than 9,000. No
German newspaper, before or since, has ever had the same power and
influence or been able to electrify the proletarian masses as effectively as
the Neue Rheinische Zeitung.
And that it owed above all to Marx.
When the blow fell, the editorial staff dispersed. Marx went to
Paris where the dénouement, then in preparation there, took place on
June 13, 1849; William Wolff now took his seat in the Frankfurt parliament—now when the Assembly had to choose between being dispersed
from above or joining the revolution, and I went to the Palatinate and
became an adjutant in Willich’s volunteer corps.133

132
The Kölnische Zeitung (Cologne Gazette)—a German daily newspaper which
appeared in Cologne from 1802. During the revolution of 1848-49 and the reign of
reaction that followed, the newspaper reflected the cowardly and treacherous policy
of the Prussian liberal-bourgeoisie and constantly made violent attacks on the Neue
Rheinische Zeitung.
133
With regard to Engels’ participation in the Baden-Palatinate uprising of 1849,
when he fought in the ranks of Willich’s volunteer corps, see F. Engels “The Campaign for the Imperial Constitution in Germany,” in Collected Works, Vol. X, Lawrence & Wishart, 2010.
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