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PU BLISH ER’S NOTE

Socialism, Utopian and Scientific necds no 
prcfacc. İt ranks with thc Comnıunist Manifesto 
as onc of thc indispensable books for any onc dc- 
siring to understand the modern socialist move- 
ment. !t has been translated into every languagc 
where capitalism prevails, and its circulation is 
more rapid than ever beforc.

In 1900, whcn our publishıng housc had just 
oegun thc circulation of socialist books, we 
brought out the first American reprint of thc 
authorized translation of this work. The many 
editions required by the growing demand have 
worn out thc plates, and wc arc now reprint- 
ing it in morc attractivc form.

It will bc obscrrcd that thc auther in his in- 
troduetion says that from 18S3 to '892, 20,000 
copies of the book were sold in Germnny. Our 
own sales of the book in America from 1900 to 
1908 wcrc not less than 30,000.

Last year wc publishcd thc first English ver- 
sion of thc largcr work to whicb the a.tthor 
refers in thc opening page of his introdnot:on. 
The translation is by Austin Lcvvis, and bcars

7
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the tide “  Landmarks of Scientific Socialism ”  
(cloth, $t.oo). Iı includes the greater portion of 
tbe orıginal work, oraitting what is presentcd 
here, and also some of the personalities due to 
thc hcat of controversy.

Frcdcrick Engcls is sccond only to Kari Marx 
araong socialist writcrs, and his influcnce in thc 
United States is only beginning.

C. H. K.
Junc, 1908.

8 PUBLİSHEKS n o te
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INTRODUCTION
The present little book i», originılly, a part of a 

larger whole. About 1875, Dr. E. Duhrine,/»'*- 
t>at doçent at Berlin University, suddenly and 
rat her clamorously announced his conversion to 
Socialism, and presentcd the German public not 
only with an elaborate Socialist thcory, but also 
with a complete practical plan for the rcorganiza- 
tion of society. As a matter of course, he fcll 
foul of his predecessors; above ali, he honored 
Marx by pouriag out upon hira the full vials of 
his wrath.

This took place about the time when the two 
sections of the Socialist party in Germany — 
Eisenachers and Lassaliians — had just effected 
their fusıon, and thus obtained not only an im- 
mense incrcase of strength, but, what was more, 
the faculty of cmploying the wholc of this 
strength against the coramon enemy. The So­
cialist party in Germany was fast becoming a 
power. But to make it a power, the first condi- 
tion was that the newly-conquered unity should 
not be imperiled. And Dr. Duhring opcnly pro- 
ceeded to form around himself a sect, the nucleu* 

Q
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IO INTRODUCTİON

of a future scparatc party. It thus bccame ncc- 
cssary to take up the gauntlet thrown down to 
us, and to fight out thc strugglc whether we likcd 
it or not.

This, howcvcr, though it might not be an över 
difficult, was evidently a Iong-winded, busincss. 
As is wcll known, we Gertnans are of a terribly 
ponderoııs Grûndlichkeit, radical profundity or 
profound radical i ty, \vhatever you may like to 
cali it. Whencvcr anyone of us expounds what 
he considers a new doctrine, he has fırst to elab- 
oratc it into an all-comprising system. He has 
to provc that both thc first principlcs of 
logic and the fundamental laws of the universe 
had existcd from ali ctcrnity for no otlıer pur- 
pose tlıan to ultimately lead to this newly-discov- 
ered, cro\vning thcory. And Dr. Dülıring, in tlıis 
respect, vvas quite up to the national mark. Noth- 
ing less than a complete “  System of Philosophy,” 
mental, moral, natural, and historical; a conıplete 
“ System of Political Economy and Socialism "; 
and, finally, a “  Critical History of Political Econ­
omy ” — tlıree big volumes in oetavo, hcavy ex- 
trinsically and intrinsically, tlıree arıııy-corps of 
arguments mobilized against ali previous philoso- 
phers and ecoııomists in general, and against 
Marx in particular — in fact, an attempt at a com­
plete “  revolution in Science ”— these were wlıat 
I slıotıld lıave to tackle. I had to trcat of ali and 
cvery possible subject, from the concepts of time 
and space to Rimetallism; from the eternity of
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INTRODUCTION I I

matter and motion to thc perishable nature of 
moral ideas; from Darwin’s natural selection to 
the cducation of youth in a future society. Any- 
how, the systematic comprehensiveness of my 
opponent gave mc thc opportunity of developing, 
in opposition to him, and in a more connected 
form than had prcviously becn done, the vicws 
hcld by M arx and myself on this great varicty of 
subjects. And that was the principal rcason 
whieh made me undertake this otherwise ungrate- 
ful task.

My reply was first publishcd in a series of arti- 
cles in the Leipzig “  Vorwârts,” the chief organ 
of the Soeialist party, and later on as a book: 
“  Herrn Eugen Dühring’s Umwâlzung der Wis- 
sensehaft”  (Mr. E. Dülıring's “  Revolution in 
Science"), a second edition of which appeared 
in Zürich, 1886.

A t the request of my friend, Paul Lafargue, 
now representative of Lillc in the French Cham- 
ber of Deputies, I arranged three ehapters of this 
book as a pamphlet, which he translated and pub- 
lished in 1880, ıındcr thc title: “  Socialisme 
utof>ique et Socialisme scientiHque.”  From this 
French tcxt a Polish and a Spanish edition were 
prepared. In >883, our Gcrman fricnds brought 
out the pamphlet in thc original language. Ital- 
ian, Rnssian, Danish, Dııtch, and Roumanian 
translations, based upon the German tcxt, havc 
since been published. Thus, with the present 
English edition, this little book circulates in ten
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12 INTRODUCTION

languages. I am not aware that any other Social- 
ist work, not cven our “ Communist Manifesto ” 
of 1848 or M arx's “  Capital," has bcen so often 
translated. In Germany it has had four editions 
of about 20,000 copies in ali.

The eeononıic terms used in this work, as far as 
thcy are ncw, agrce with those used in thc English 
edition of M arx’s “  Capital.”  We cali '* produc- 
tion of commodities ”  that eeonomic phase wlıerc 
article^  y e  produccd not only_for_thc_usc_Df thc 
.produccrs. but also for tnrrposes--^d--»KctT3VigC-:

as usc-valucs. This 
phase cxtcnds from thc first beginnings of produc- 
tion for exehange down to our present time; it 
attains its full developmcnt under capitalist pro- 
duction only, that is, under conditions vvhere the 
capitalist, thc owner of thc means of production. 
employs, for vvages, laborers, people deprived of 
ali means of production cxccpt thcir own labor- 
powcr, and pockets thc excess of the selling price 
of thc products över his outlay. We dividc the 
history of industrial production since thc Middle 
Agcs into three periods: ( 1 )  handicraft, small
master craftsmen vvith a fcw joumcymcn and ap- 
prcntices, vvhere each laborer produces thc com- 
plete article; (2) manufacture, vvhere greater 
numbers of workmcn, groupcd in one large es- 
tablishment, produce the complete article on the 
principle of division of labor, each workman per- 
forming only one partial operation, so that the 
produet is complete only after having passed suc-
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INTRODUCTION »3

cessively through the hands of ali; (3) modern 
industry, wherc thc produet is produccd by ma- 
chinery driven by power, and whcre the work of 
the laborer is limited to superintending and cor- 
reeting the pcrformances of the mechanical 
agent.

I am perfectly aware that the contents of this 
work will meet with objeetion from a consider- 
able portion of thc British public. But if we 
Continentals had taken the süghtest notice of 
thc prejudices of British “  respectability,”  we 
should be even worse ofT than we are. This 
book defends what we cali “  historical mate- 
rialism,” and the word materialism grates ııpon 
the cars of the immense majority of British 
rcaders. “  Agnosticism ”  might be tolerated. but 
materialism is uttcrly inadmissible.

And yet the original home of ali modern mate­
rialism, from the seventeenth century omvards, 
is England.

“ Materialism is the natural-born son of Great 
Britain. Already the British sehoolman, Dtıns 
Scotus, asked, ‘ svhether it was impossible for 
matter to think? ’

“  In order to etîect this miracle, he took refuge 
in God’s onınipotcnce, i.e., he made thcolog)’ 
preach materialism. Moreover, he was a nomi- 
nalist. Nominalism, the first form of materialism, 
is chiefly found among the English sehoolmen.'

“ The real progenitor of English materialism is 
Bacon. To him natural philosophy is the only

Ücretsiz PDF Kitap Arsivi - https://rantey.org



14 INTRODUCTION

truc philosophy, and physics bascd upon the ex- 
perience of the senses is the chiefest part of 
natural philosophy. Anaxagoras and his homoi- 
omerije, Demoeritus and his atoms, he often 
quotcs as his authorities. According to him the 
senses are infallible and the source of ali knowl- 
cdge. AH Science is bascd on cxperience, and 
consists in suhjccfîng the data furnished by the 
senses to a rational method of investigation. In- 
duetion, analysis, comparison, observation, cx- 
periment, are the prineipal forms of such a ra­
tional method. Aınong the qualities inherent 
in matter, nıotion is the first and foremost, not 
only in the form of mechanical and nıathematical 
nıotion. but chietly in the form of an impulse, a 
vital spirit, a tension — or a 1 qual/ to use a 
ternı of Jacob Böhme’s 1— of matter.

“  In Bacon, its first creator, materialism stili 
occludcs within itself tlıc germs of a nıany-sidcd 
developnıent. On the one hand, matter, sur- 
rounded by a sensuous, poetic glamour, seems to 
attract ıııan's \vholc entity by winning smiles. 
On the ot her, the aphoristically formulated doc- 
trine pullulates with inconsistencies imported 
from theology.

* "  Q ual ”  i* a  p h ilosophiıal p lay  upon wor«l*. Q ual üter- 
a lly  m can* to rtm r, a  pain  vrhich d rive*  to aetion o f  m rot 
k in d ; at the *am e tim e the m ystic Böhtne puta in to  the Ger- 
m an *<m ] M n if lb ın j o f  tbe m raning o f  the L atin  q u a lıt ıu ; 
h is “  <jua1 “  » a s  the aetivatin e  prm ciple  a r is ın *  from . *nd 
nrom oiiıta in it* tu rn , the spontanrous developm ent o f  the 
m ın g. m aiKM i. or ı>rrson »ubjcct to it, in  con tradıstin ction  to 
\  pain in flk ted  from  withoot.
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“  In ifcs furthcr evolution, matcrialism becomes 
one-sided. Hobbes is the man who systematizes 
Baconian matcrialism. Knowledge based upon 
thc scnses loses its poctic blossom, it passcs into 
the abstract expcricnce of thc mathematician; 
geometry is proclaimed as the quecn of Sciences. 
Matcrialism takes to misanthropy. I f  it is to 
ovcrcome its opponcnt, misanthropic, flcshlcss 
spiritualism, and that on the latter’s own ground, 
materialism has to chastisc its own flesh and 
turn ascctic. Thus, from a sensual, it passcs into 
an intellcctual, cntity; but thus, too, it evolvcs 
ali the consistency, regardless of consequcnces, 
characteristic of thc intellect.

“ Hobbes, as Bacon’s continuator, argues thus: 
if ali human knowledge is furnished by the senses, 
then our concepts and ideas are but the phan- 
roms, divestcd of tlıeir sensual forms, of the real 
world. Plıilosophy can but give natnes to tıiese 
phantoıns. One name may be applied to more 
tlıan one of them. There may even be names of 
namcs. It wou!d imply a contradiction if, on the 
one hand, wc maintaincd that ali ideas had their 
origin in thc vvorld of sensation, and, on the 
othcr, that a word was more than a word; that 
bcsidcs thc beings known to us by our scnses, 
beings which are one and ali individuals, there 
existed also beings of a general, not individual, 
nature. An unbodily substancc is thc samc ab- 
surdity as an unbodily body. Body, bcing, sub- 
stance, are but differcnt terms for the same

15
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ı6 INTRODUCTİON

reality. İt is imposstble to separate thoughl from 
mat ter that thinks. This matter is the substratunt 
of ali changcs going on in the world. The word 
infinite is meaningless, unless it States that our 
mind is capablc of performing an endlcss process 
of addition. Only matcrial things being per- 
ceptible to us, w e cannot know anything about 
the existcncc of God. My own existcnce alonc 
is certain. Every lıunıan passion is a tneehanical 
movement which has a beginning and an end. 
The objccts of impulse are what we cali good. 
Man is subject to the same laws as nature. 
l ’otver and frccdom are idcntical.

‘‘ Ilobbes had systematized Bacon, witlıout, 
however, furnishing a proof for Bacon’s funda- 
mental principle, the origin of ali human knowl- 
edge from the vvorld of sensation. It w as Locke 
who, in his Essay on tlıc Human Undcrstanding, 
supplied this proof.

“  Hobbes had shattered the theistic prejudices 
of Baconian materialism; Coilins, Dodwall, 
Coward, Hartley, Priestley similarly shattered the 
last thcological bars that stili hemmed-in Lockc’s 
sensationalism. At ali events, for practical ma- 
terialists, Theism is but an easy-going way of 
getting rid of religion." 1

Thus Kari M arx wrote about the British origin 
of modem materialism. I f  Englishmen nowa- 
days do not exactly relish the compliment he

• M arx  »nd E n gels. M D ie H eilig e  F a n il ik ."  F ra n k fu rt  a. 
M . 18 4 5 . PP- ao 1 -*04 .
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INTRODUCTION *7

paid their ancestors, more’s the pity. It is none 
the less undeııiable that Bacon, Hobbes, and 
Locke arc the fathers of that brilliant schoot of 
Frcnch matcrialists which madc the eighteenth 
century, in spite of ali battles on land and sea 
won över Frenchmen by Gernıans and English- 
men, a prc-cminently French ccntury, cvcn bc- 
forc that crowning Frcnch Rcvolution, the rcsults 
of which we outsiders. in F.ngland as well as in 
Germany, are stili trying to acclimatize.

Thcre is no dcnying it. About the middlc of 
this ccntury, what struck every cultivated for- 
eigner who set up his residence in England, was, 
wlıat he was then bound to consider the religious 
bigotry and stupidity of the English respectable 
middle-class. We, a; tha/ tinıe, were ali mate- 
rialists, or, at least, very advanced freethinkers, 
and to us it appeared inconceivable that alnıost 
ali educated pcople in England should believe in 
ali sorts of inıpossible nıiracles, and that even 
geologists like Buckland and Mantell should con- 
tort the facts of their scicnce so as not to clash 
too trnıch with the myths of the book of Gencsis; 
while, in ordcr to find people who darcd to use 
their own intellcctual faculties with regard to 
religious mattcrs, you had to go amongst the un- 
edueated, the “  great unwashcd,”  as they were 
then called, the working people, especiaily the 
Owenite Socialists.

But England has been “  civilized " since then. 
The exhibition of 1851 sounded the knell o f Eng-

Ücretsiz PDF Kitap Arsivi - https://rantey.org



lisfı insular exclusivencss. England bccamc grad* 
ually internationalizcd, in dict, in manners, in 
idcas: so much so that I bcgin to \vish that somc 
English manners and customs had madc as much 
hcadway on thc Contincnt as other Continental 
habits have madc here. Anyhow, thc introduc- 
tion and sprcad of salad-oil (bcforc 1851 known 
only to the aristocracy) has been accompanied by 
a fatal spread of Continental sccpticism in mat- 
tcrs rcligious, and it has comc to this, that ag- 
nostıcism, though not yet constdcrcd “  the thing”  
quite as much as thc Church of England, is yet 
vcry ncarly on a par, as far as respectability 
goes, with Baptism, and decidedly ranks above 
thc Salvation Army. And I cannot hclp bc- 
lieving that under these circumstances it will be 
consoling to nıany who sincerely regret and con- 
demn this progrcss of infidelity, to learn that 
these “ new-faııgled notions ” are not o f foreign 
origin. are not “ rııade in Germany,”  like so many 
other articles of daily use. but are undoubtcdly 
Old English, and that their British originators 
two hundred years ago went a good deal further 
than their dcscendants no\v dare to venture.

What. indeed, is agnosticism, but. to use an 
cxprcssive Lancashire term, “  shamefaced"  ma- 
terialism? The agnostic’s conception of Nature 
is materialistic throughout. The entire natural 
vvorld is governed by law. and absolutely excludes 
the intervention of aetion from without. But, 
he adds, w e have no means either o f asccrtaining

l8  INTRODUCTION
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INTRODUCTION 19

or o f disproving thc cxistence of sonıe Supreme 
Being beyond the known univcrsc. Now, this 
might hold good at the time when Laplace, to 
Napoleon’s question, why in the grcat astron- 
omer's Mecaniyue celeste the Creator was not 
even mentioned, proudly rcplicd: J e  n’avais pas 
besoin de cette hypothtee. But nowadays, in our 
evolutionary conception of the univcrsc, there is 
absolutcly no room for eithcr a Creator or a 
Ruler; and to talk of a Supreme Being shut out 
from the whole existing world, implies a con- 
tradiction in tcrms, and, as it sccms to me, a 
gratuitous insult to the feelings o f religious pco- 
ple.

Again, our agnostic admits that ali our knowl- 
cdge is based upon the information imparted to 
us by our senscs. But, he adds, how do we know 
that our senses give us correct representations of 
the objects we perceive througlı them? And he 
proceeds to in form us that, whcnevcr hc spcaks 
of objects or their qualities, he does in rcality 
not mean these objects and qualities. of whieh he 
cannot know anything for certain, but merely 
the imprcssions which they ha ve produccd on 
his senses. Now, this Üne of reasoning seems 
undoubtedly hard to bcat by mere argumentation. 
But bcfore there was argumentation, there was 
aetion. Im Anfanf> war die That. And human 
aetion had solved thc difficulty long before human 
ingenuity invented it. The proof of the pudding 
is in the cating. From the moment we turn to
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20 INTRODUCTION

our own use thcse objccts, according to thc qual- 
ities we perceive in them, wc put to an infallible 
test thc correctnoss or othcrvvise of our sense- 
pcrceptions. I f  thcse perceptions have beer. 
vvrong. then our estimate of the use to which an 
objeet can be turned must also be wrong, and our 
attempt must fail. But if we succeed in accom- 
plishing our aim, if wc find that the objeet does 
agree with our idca of it, and does answer the 
purpose we intended it for, then that is positive 
proof that our perceptions of it and of its qual- 
itics, so (ar, agree with reality outside ourselves. 
And whenever we fınd ourselves facc to face with 
a  failure, then wc generally are not long in mak- 
ing out the cause that made us fa il; we find that 
the perception upon which we actcd was either 
incomplcte and supcrficial. or combined with the 
results o f other perceptions in a way not war- 
ranted by them — what we cali defeetive reason- 
ing. So long as we takc çare to train and to use 
our senses propcrly, and to keep our aetion within 
the limits preseribed by perceptions propcrly 
made and propcrly used, so long we shall find 
that the result of our aetion proves the con- 
formity of our perceptions with the objeetive 
nature of the things perceivcd. Not in one sin- 
gle instancc, so far, have we been led to the con- 
clusion that our sense-perceptions, scientifically 
rontrolled, induce in our minds ideas respeeting 
the outer world that are. by their very nature. 
at variance with reality. or that there is an in-
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INTRODUCTION 21

hercnt incompatibility between the outer world 
and our sense-perceptions of it.

Dut thcn comc the Neo-Kantian agnostics and 
say: VVe may correctly pcrccivc the qualitics of 
a thing, but we cannot by any sensible or mental 
process grasp the thing in itself. This “  thing 
in itse lf”  is beyond our kcn. To this Hcgel, 
long since, has replied: I f  you know ali the 
qualities of a thing, you know the thing itself: 
nothing remains but the fact that the said thing 
cxists without us: and whcn your senses have 
taught you that fact, you have grasped the last 
remnant o f the thing in itself, Kant's celebrated 
unknowable Ding an sich. To which it may be 
added, that in Kant’s time our knowledge of nat- 
ural objects was indccd so fragmentary that he 
might wcl! suspect, behind the little wc knew 
about each of them, a mystcrious “  thing in 
itself.”  But onc af ter another these ungraspable 
things have bcen grasped, analyzed, and, what 
is more, reproduccd by the giant progress of 
Science; and what \ve can produce, we certainly 
cannot consider as unknowable. To the ehem- 
istry o f the first half of this century organic 
substances were such mysterious objects: now, 
we leam to build them up one after another from 
their Chemical elements without the aid of or­
ganic processes. Modern ehemists declare that 
as soon as the Chemical constitution of no mat- 
ter what body is known, it can be built up from 
it* elements. We are stili far from knowing the

Ücretsiz PDF Kitap Arsivi - https://rantey.org



22 INTRODUCTİON

constitution of the highest organic substances. 
the albuminous bodics; but thcre is no reason 
why we should not, ıf  only after centuries, ar- 
rivc at that knovvledge and, armcd with it, pro- 
duce artificial albumcn. But if wc arrive at that, 
wc shall at the samc time have produced organic 
life, for life, from its lowcst to its highest forms, 
is but the normal mode of existence of albuminous 
bodics.

As soon. hovvcver, as our agnostic has madc 
these formal mental reservations, he talks and 
acts as the rank materialist he at bottom is. He 
may say that. as far as w e  know, matter and 
motion, or as it is now called, energy, can 
ncithcr be crcatcd nor destroyed, but that we 
have no proof of their not having bcen crcatcd 
at somc time or other. But if you try to use 
this edmission against him in any particular case, 
he will quickly put you out of court. I f  he 
admits the possibilitv of spiritualism in abstracto, 
he will have nonc of it t» concreto. As far as 
we know and can know, he wfll teli you there 
is no Creator and no Rulcr of the universe; as 
far as we arc conccrncd, matter and energy can 
neitlıer be created nor annihilated; for us. mind 
is a mode of energy, a funetion of the brain; 
ali we know is that the material world is gov- 
erned by immutable laws, and so forth. Thus, 
as far as he is a scicntific man, as far as he 
knoîvs anvthing. he is a materialist: outside his 
Science, in spheres about which he knows nothing,
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he translates his ignorance into Greek and calls
it agnosticism.

A t ali events, one thing seems clcar: even if  I 
was an agnostic, it is evident that I could not 
describc thc conccption of history skctchcd out 
in this Iittle book, as “  historical agnosticism." 
Rcligious people woııld laugh at me, agnostics 
would indignantly ask, was I going to make fun 
of them? And thus I hopc evcn British re- 
spectability will not be overshocked if I use, in 
English as well as in so many other languages, 
the tcrm, ** historical materialism," to dcsignate 
that view of the course of history, which sccks 
the ultimate cause and the great moving power 
of ali important historic events in the economic 
development of society, in the changes in the 
modes of produçtjon and exchange, in the con- 
sequent division of society into distinct classes. 
and in thc struggles of thesc classes against one 
anothcr.

This indulgcnce will pcrhaps be accorded to 
me ali the sooner if I show that historical ma­
terialism may be of advantage even to British 
rcspectability. I have mcntioned the fact, that 
about forty or fifty ycars ago, any cultivatcd 
foreigncr settling in England was struck by what 
he was then bound to consider the religious big- 
otry and stupidity of the English respectable 
middle-class. I  anı now going to prove that the 
respectable English middle-class of that time was 
not quite as stupid as it looked to the intelligent
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forcigncr. Its religious lcanings can be ex- 
plaincd.

When Europe cmergcd from the Middlc Agcs, 
thc rising middle-class of thc towns constitutcd 
its rcvolutionary element. It had conquered a 
reeognized position within mediîtval fcudal or- 
ganization, but this position, also, had bccomc too 
narrow for its expansivc power. The develop- 
nıent of the middle-class, the bourgcoisie, became 
incompatible with the maintenancc of the feudal 
system; thc feudal system, therefore, had to fail.

But the great international çenter of feudalisnı 
was the Koman Catholic Clıurch. It United the 
whole of fcudalized VVestcrn Europe, in spite 
o f ali iııtcrnal vvars, into one grand political Sys­
tem. opposed as much to the schismatic Greeks 
as to thc Mohammedian countries. It surrounded 
feudal institutions with the halo of divine con- 
secration. It had organized its own hierarchy 
on thc feudal model, and, lastly, it was itself by 
far the most powcrful feudal lord, holding, as it 
did, fully one-third of the soil of the Catholic 
world. Before profane feudalism could be suc- 
cessivcly attackcd in cach eountry and in detail, 
this. its sacred Central organization, had to be 
destroyed.

Morcover. parallcl with the rise of the middle- 
class went on the great revival of sciencc: as- 
tronomy, mechanics, physics, anatomy, physiol- 
ogy. were again cultivated. And the bourgeoiıie, 
for the development o f its industrial produetion,
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rcquircd a Science which ascertained the phys- 
ical propcrties of natural objecls aıul the modes 
of action of the forccs of Naturc. Now up to 
then Science had but been the humble handmaid 
of the Church, had not been allovved to overstep 
he limits set by faith, and for that reason had 

been no Science at ali. Science rebelled against 
the Church; the bourgeoisie could not do with- 
out scicncc, and, therefore, had to join in the 
rebellion.

The above, thouglı touching but two of the 
points wlıcre the rising middle-class was bound 
to corac into collision with the cstablished re- 
ligion, will be sufficient to show, first, that the 
elass most dircctly interested in the stnıgglc 
against the pretensions of the Roman Church 
was the bourgeoisie; and sccond, that every 
strtıggle against feudalism, at that time, had to 
take on a religious disguise, had to be direeted 
against the Church in the first instance. But if 
the univcrsities and the traders of the cities 
«tarted the cry, it was sure to find. and did find,

strong ccho in the masses of the country peo-, 
ple, the pcasants, who evcrywhcre had to strug- 
glc for thcir very existence with their feudal 
lords, spiritual and temporal.

The long fıght of the bourgeoisie against feu­
dalism culminated in three great. decisive bat- 
tîes.

The first was what is callcd the Protestant 
Information in Germany. The war-cry raised
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agaiııst the Church by Luthcr was responded to 
by two insurrcctions of a political nature: first, 
that of the lower nobility under Franz von 
Sickingcn (152 3), then the great Peasants' War, 
1525. Both were defeated, chiefly in consequence 
of the indecision of the parties most interested, 
the burghcrs of the towns — an indecision into 
the causes of which \ve cannot here enter. From 
that moment the struggle degenerated into a 
fight bctwccn the local princcs and the centra! 
power, and ended by blotting out Germany, for 
two hundred years, from the politically aetive 
nations of Europe. The Lutheran reformation 
produced a ncw creed indeed, a religion adapted 
to absolute monarehy. No sooner wcre the 
peasants of North-cast Germany convcrted to 
Lutheranism than they wcrc from freemen re- 
duccd to serfs.

But where Luthcr failcd, Calvin won the day. 
Calvin’s creed was one fit for the boldest o f the 
hourgeoisic of his time. His predestinatİon doc- 
trine was the religiotıs expression of the fact 
that in the commercial vvorld of competition suc- 
ccss or failurc docs not depend upon a man’s 
activity or eleverness, but upon circumstances 
uncontrollablc by lıim. It is not of him that 
willeth or of him that runncth, but of the merey 
of unknown superior economic powers; and this 
was espccially true at a period of economic rev- 
olution, when ali old commercial routes and cen- 
ters were replaced by new ones, when India and
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America were opencd to thc world, and when 
cven the most sacred economic artides of faith 
— thc valuc of gold and silver — bcgan to totter 
and to brcak down. Calvin’s church constitution 
was thoroughly democratic and republican; and 
where thc kİngdom of God was republicanizcd, 
could the kingdoms of this world remain subject 
to monarchs, bishops, and lords? While Gcr- 
man Lutheranism becanıe a wilüng tool in thc 
hands of princcs, Calvinism founded a rcpublic 
in Holland, and activc republican partics in Eng­
land, and, above ali, Scotland.

In Calvinism, the second great bourgcois up- 
heaval found its doctritıe ready cut and dried. 
This uplıeaval took placc in England. The mid- 
dle-class of the towns brought it on, and the 
yeomanry of thc country districts fought it out. 
Curiously cnough, in ali thc three great bour- 
geois risings, the peasantry furnishes the army 
that has to do thc fighting; and thc peasantry is 
just thc elass that, thc victory önce gained, is 
most surcly ruincd by thc economic consequences 
of that victory. A  hundred ycars after Crom- 
well, the yeomanry of England had almost dis- 
appcarcd. Anyhow, had it not becn for that 
yeomanry and for thc plebeian element in the 
tovvns, the bourgeoisie alonc would never ha ve 
fought the matter out to thc bitter end, and wou!d 
never havc brougltt Charles I. to the scaffold. In 
order to sccure even those conquests of the bour­
geoisie that were ripe for gathering at thc time,
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the revolution had to carried considerably 
further— exactly as in 1793 in France and 1848 
in Gcrmany. This seems, in fact, to be onc of 
the laws of cvolution of bourgeois society.

Well, upon this excess of revolutionary activ- 
ity there necessarily fo!lowcd the incvitable reac- 
tion which in its turn went bcyond the point 
where it might have maintained itself. After a 
series of oscillations, the ncw çenter of gravity 
\vas at last attaincd and became a ncw starting- 
point. The grand period of English history, 
known to res|>ectability under the name of “  the 
Great Rebellion," and the strugglcs succceding 
it, were brought to a elose by the comparativcly 
puny event cntitle<l by Liberal historians, “ the 
Glorious Revolution."

The nevv starting-poİnt \vas a compromise be- 
t\vccn the rising middlc-class and the ex-feudal 
landowners. The latter, though called, as now, 
the aristocracy, had been long since on the way 
which led them to beconıe what Louis Philippe 
in France became at a nıuch later period, “  the 
first bourgeois o f the kingdom.” Fortunately 
for England, the old feudal baroııs had killcd on< 
another during the VVars o f the Roses. Theiı 
succcssors, though mostly scions of the old fam- 
ilies, had been so much out of the direct üne of 
descent that tlıey constituted quite a new body, 
with habits and tendencies far more bourgeois 
than feudal. They fully understood the valııe of 
money, and at önce began to inerease ^VeîT’ ents
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by tuming hundreds of small farmers out and 
replacing thcm by shccp. Hcnry V III., whilc 
squandering the Church lands, created fresh 
bourgeois landlords by wholesaIc; the innumera- 
blc confiscations of estatcs, rcgranted to absolutc 
or relative upstarts, and continued during the 
who!e of the seventeeıUh century, had the same 
rcsult. Consequently, ever since Henry V II., the 
English “  aristocracy,”  far from conteracting the 
development of industrial produetion, had, on 
the contrary, sought to indircctly profit thcreby; 
and there had always been a seetion of the great 
Iandowners wi!ling, from economical or political 
reasons, to co-opera»e with the leading men of 
the financial and industrial bourgcoisic. The 
compromise of 1689 was. therefore, easily accom- 
plished. The political spoils of “  pelf and place "  
were left to the great land-owning families, pro- 
vidc<l the cconomic interests of the financial, 
manufacturing, and commcrcial middle-class 
were sufficiently attended to. And these economic 
interests were at that time powerful enough to 
determine the general policy of the nation. 
There might be squabbles about matters of de- 
tail, but, on the whole, the aristocratic oligarehy 
knew too well that its own economic prosperity 
was irretrievably bound up with that o f the in­
dustrial and commcrcial middle-class.

From that time, the bourgeoisie \vas a hura- 
ble, but stili a reeognized component of the rul- 
ing elasses of England. With the rest of thcm,i
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it had a common interest in keeping in sub 
jcction thc grcat working mass of thc nation. 
The merehant or manufacturcr himself stood in 
the position of master, or, as it was until lately 
callcd, of “  natural superior ”  to his elerks, his 
workpcop!e, his domcstic servants. His interest 
was to get as much and as good work out of 
them as hc could; for this end they had to be 
trained to proper submission. He was himself 
rcligious; his religion had supplicd thc Standard 
under \vhich he had fought thc king and thc 
lords; he was not long in discovering the oppor- 
tıınities this samc religion offcred b>m for vvork- 
ing upon thc minds of his natural inferiors, and 
making them submissivc to thc behests of the 
masters it had pleascd God to place över them. 
In short, the Etıglish bourgeoisie now had to take 
a part in kccping down the "lower orders,”  thc 
great producing mass o f the nation, and one of 
the means employed for that purpose was the 
influcnce of religion.

There \vas another fact that contributcd to 
strengthen the religious leanings of the bour­
geoisie. That was the risc of materialism in 
England. This new doctrine not only shockcd 
the pious fcclings o f the middle-class; it an- 
nounced itself as a philosophy only fit for sehol- 
ars and cultivated men of thc world, in contrast 
to religion which \vas good cnough for the un- 
educatcd masses, ineluding the bourgeoisie. 
With Hobbes it stepped on thc stagc as a de-
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fcndcr of royal prerogativc and omnipotcncc; it 
called upon absolute monarehy to keep down that 
pucr robujtus sed malitiosus, to wit, the people. 
Sinıilarly, with the successors of Hobbcs, with 
Bolingbroke, Shaftesbury, ete., the new deistic 
form of matcrialism remained an aristocratic. 
esoteric doctrine, and, therefore, hateful to the 
middle-class both for its rcligious heresy and for 
its anti-bourgeois political connections. Accord- 
ingly, in opposition to the materialism and deisnı 
of the aristocracy, those Protcstant sccts which 
had fumishcd the flag and the fighting contin- 
gent against the Stuarts, continued to furnish 
the main strcngth of the Progressive middle- 
class, and form even to-day the backbonc of 
“  the Great Liberal Party.”

In the meantime materialism passed from Eng- 
land to France, where it met and coalcsccd vvith 
another materialistic school of philosophers, a 
branch of Cartesianisın. In France, too, it re­
mained at fırst an exclusively aristocratic doc- 
trine. But soon its revolutionary character a s- ‘ 
serted itself. The Freııch materialists did not 
limit thcir eriticisin to matters of rcligious belief: 
they extcnded it to vvhatever scientifıc tradition 
or political institution they met with; and to 
prove the claim of their doctrine to univcrsal 
application, they took the shortest cut, and boldly 
applied it to ali subjects of knovvledge in the 
giant work after \vhich they \vere namcd — the 
Encyclopâdie. Thus, in one or the other of its
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two form s—avowed materialism or deism—  it 
bccame the crecd of the whole cultured youth of 
Francc; so much so that, whcn the grcat Rcvo- 
lution broke out, the doctrine hatched by Eng- 
lish Royalists gave a theoretical flag to French 
Rcpublicans and Terrorists, and furnishcd the 
text for the Declaration of the Rights of Man. 
The grcat French Revolution was the third up- 
rising of the bourgeoisie, but the first that had 
entirely cast ofî the religious cloak, and was 
fought out on undisguiscd political lincs; it was 
the first. too, that was really fought out to the 
destruction of one of the combatants, the aris- 
tocracy, and the complcte triumph of the other, 
the bourgeoisie. In England the continuity of 
pre-revolutionary and post-revolutionary institu- 
tions, and the compromise between landlords and 
capitalists, foutıd its expression in tlıe continuity 
of judicial prcccdents and in the religious 
preservation of the feudal forms of the law. In 
France the Revolution constituted a complcte 
breach with the traditions o f the past; it cleared 
out the very last vestiges of feudalisın, and cre- 
ated in the Code Civil a masterly adaptation of 
the old Roman law — that almost perfect expres- 
sion of the juridical relations corresponding to 
the ccononıic stagc callcd by M arx the produc- 
tion of commodities — to modern capitahstic con- 
ditions: so masterly that this French revolution- 
ary code stili servcs as a model for reforms of 
the law of property in ali other countries. not
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excepting England. Lct us, howevcr, not forgct 
that if English law continucs to cxprcss thc 
cconomic rclations of capitalistic society in that 
Darbarous fcudal languagc which corrcsponds to 
the thing expresscd, just as English spelling 
corrcsponds to English pronunciation — v o u j  

tcrives Londrcs ct vous prononccz Constanti- 
nople, said a Frcnehman — that same English 
3aw is the only one vvhich has prcscrvcd through 
ages, and transmitted to America and thc Col- 
onies the best part of that old Germanic personal 
freedom, local self-government, and indcpcndcncc 
from ali intcrfercncc but that of the la\v courts, 
which on the Continent has been lost during the 
pcriod of absolutc monarchy, and has nowhere 
bcen as yet fully rccovcrcd.

To return to our British bourgeois. The 
Erench Kevolution gave him a splendid oppor- 
tunity, with thc hclp of the Continental ıııon- 
archies, to destroy French maritime comnıerce, 
to annex French colonies, and to crush the last 
French prctensions to maritime rivalrv. That 
\vas one rcason why he fought i t  Another was 
that the \vays of this revolution went very much 
against his grain. Not only its “  exccrablc "  ter- 
rorism, but the ver)' attcmpt to carry bourgeois 
rule to extremes. What should the British 
bourgeois do svithout his aristocracy. that taught 
him manners, such as thcy sverc, and invcnted 
fashions for him — that furnished officers for the 
army, which kept order at home, and the navy.
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which conqucrcd colonial posscssions and ncw 
markets abroad? Thcre was indeed a Progres­
sive minority of the bourgeoisie, that nıinority 
whosc interests were not so well attended to 
under the compromise; this seetion, composed 
cniefly of the less wealthy middle-class, did sym- 
pathizc with tlıe Rcvolution, but it was powcr- 
less in Parliament.

Tfıus, if nıaterialism bccame the creed of the 
Prench Rcvolution, the God-fcaring English 
bourgeois held ali the faster to his religıon. Had 
not the rcıgn of terror in Paris proved what was 
the upshot, if the religious instinets of the 
masses werc lost? The more nıaterialism spread 
from France to neighboring countrics, and was 
reinforced by similar doctrinal curretıts, notably 
by Gertnan philosophy, the more, in fact, ma- 
terialisııı and freethouglıt generally becaıne, on 
the Continent, the necessary qualifıcations of a 
cultivatcd man, the more stubbornly the English 
middle-class stuck to its manifold religious 
ereeds. Thcsc crceds might differ from onc 
another, but tlıey were, ali o f them, distinctly 
religious, Clıristian crceds.

Whilc the Rcvolution cıısured the political tri- 
umph of the bourgeoisie in France, in England 
Watt, Arkwright, Cartwright, and others, ini- 
tiated an industrial revolution. vvhich completely 
shifted the çenter of gravity of economic power. 
Thc wealth of the bourgeoisie incrcased consid- 
crably faster than that of the landed aristocracy.
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VV'ithcn »he bourgeoisie itsclf, the financial aris­
tocracy, thc bankers, ctc., were raore and morc 
pushed into thc background by thc manufact- 
urers. The compromise o f 1689, evcn after thc 
gradual changes it had undergone in favor of 
the bourgcoisie. no longer corrcsponded to the 
relative position of the partics to it  The char- 
aeter of these parties, too, had changed; the 
bourgeoisic of 1830 was very different frora that 
of the preccdiııg century. The political powcr 
stili left to the aristocracy. and used by them to 
resist thc pretensions of the ne w industrial bour- 
geoisie, became inconıpatible vvith thc new eco- 
nomic interests. A fresh struggle with the 
aristocracy \vas necessary; it could end only in a 
victory o f thc ncw ccononıic power. First, thc 
Reform Act was pushed through, in spite o f ali 
resistance, under the impulse of the French Revo- 
lution of 1830. It gave to the botırgeoisie a 
rccognizcd and powcrful placc in Parliamcnt. 
Then the Repeal o f thc Corn I j w s , which settled, 
önce for ali, the suprcmaey of the botırgeoisie, 
and cspecially o f its most aetive portion, thc 
manufacturers, över thc landcd aristocracy. 
This was thc greatest victory of the botırgeoisie : 
it was, however, also the last it gained in its 
own, exclusive interest. VVhatever triumphs it 
obtained later on, it had to sharc with a new 
social power, first its ally, but soon its rival.

The industrial revolution had created a elass 
o f lafge manufacturing capitalists, but also a
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class — and a far more numerous onc — of man- 
ufacturing work-peoplc. This class gradually In- 
creased in numbers, in proportion as the indus 
trial revolution seized upon onc branch of manu- 
facturc aftcr anothcr, and in the same proportion 
it increased in power. This power it proved as 
early as 1824, by forcing a reluctant Parlıamcnt to 
repcal the acts forbidding combinations of work- 
men. During the Reform agitation, the working- 
nıen constitutcd the Radical wing of the Reform 
party; the Act of 1832 having excluded them from 
the sufîrage, they formulated their denıands in tlıc 
Pcoplc’s Chartcr, and constituted themselves, in 
opposition to the great bourgeois Anti-Corn Law 
party, into an indepcndcnt party, the Chartists, 
the first working-nıen’s pany of modern times.

Then came the Continental revolutions of 
February and March, 1848, in which the vvork- 
ing people played such a prominent part, and, at 
İcast in Paris, put for\vard denıands which werc 
certainly inadmissible from the point of view of 
capitalistic society. And then came the general 
reaction. First the defeat of the Chartists on 
the loth April, 1848, then the crushing of the 
Paris ıvorking-men’s insurreetion in June of the 
same ycar, then the disasters of 1849 in Italy, 
Hungarv. South Germany, and at last the victory 
of Louis Bonaparte över Paris, 2nd December, 
1851. For a time, at least, the bugbear of work- 
ing-class pretensıons was put down, but at what 
eoatl T t tnc British Imurgeois had becn con-
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vinced beforc of the necessity of maıntaiulng th* 
common people in a religious mood, lıow much 
more must he feel ihat necessity after ali thcsc 
experienccs? Rcgardless of the sneers of his 
Continental compeers, he continued to spcnd tlıou- 
sands and tens of thousands, year after year, 
upon the cvangelization of the lower orders; not 
content with his own native religious machinery, 
he appealed to Brother Jonathan, the greatest 
organ izer in existwıce o i religion as a tradc, and 
imported from America revivalism, Moody and 
Sankey, and the like; and, linally, he accepted the 
dangcrous aid of the Salvation Army, which rc- 
vivcs the propaganda of early Christianity, ap- 
peals to the poor as the elect, fights capitalism in 
a religious way, and thus fosters an element of 
early Christian elass antagonism, vvhich one day 
may bccomc troublesome to the wcll-to-do peo­
ple who now find the ready money for it.

It sccms a law of historical development that- 
thc bourgeoisic can in no European country get 
hold of political powcr — at least for any length 
of time — in the same exclusive way in which 
the fcudzl aristocracy kept hold of it during the 
Middle Ages. Even in Francc, wherc feodalism 
was complctcly extinguishcd, the bourgeois:e, as 
a whole. has held full possession of the Govern­
ment for very short periods only. During Louis 
Philippe’s rcign. 1830-48, a very small portion 
of the bourgeoisie rulcd the kingdom: by far the 
larger part were excluded from the suffrage by
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the high qualifıcation. Under tlıe sccond Repub- 
lic, 1848-51, the whole bourgcoisie ruleti, but for 
three years on ly ; their itıcapacity brought en tlıe 
sccond Enıpire. It is only now, in the third 
Republic, that the bourgeoisie as a \vhole have 
kept possession o£ the helm for more than twenty 
years ; and they are already showing lively signs 
o f decadence. ? A  durable reign of the bourgeoisie 
has been possible only in countrics like America. 
\vhere feudalism was unknown, and society at 
the very beginning started from a bourgcois 
basis. /A nd even in France and Am erica, the 
successors o f the bourgeoisie, the tvorking peo- 
plc, are already knoeking at the door.

A n  England, the bourgeoisie never held undi- 
vidcd sw a y ./E v e n  the victory o f 1832 left the 
landed aristocracy in almost cxclusive possession 
o f ali the İcading Government officcs. The 
mcckness \vith which tlıe wealthy middle-class 
submitted to this, remained inconccivablc to mc 
until the great Liberal manufaeturer, M r. W. A. 
Forster, in a public speech implored the young 
men o f Bradford to İcarn Frcnch, as a means 
to get on in the vvorld, and quoted from his own 
experience how sheepish hc Iooked when, as a 
Cabinct M inistcr, hc had to movc in society 
where French was, at least, as neccssary as Eng- 
lis h ! The fact was, the English middle-class of 
that time wcrc, as a rule, quitc uncducatcd up- 
starts, and could not help leaving to the aris­
tocracy those superior Government places where
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other qualifications wcrc rcquired than mere in- 
sular narrowncss and insular conceit, seasoncd 
by business sharpness.1 Evcn now the cndlcss 
newspaper debatcs about middlc-class cducation 
show that thc English middlc-class does not yet 
considcr itsclf good enough for the best cduca­
tion, and looks to something morc modcst. Thus, 
even after thc Rcpeal of the Corn Laws, it ap- 
pearcd a nıatter of course, that the men who had 
carried the day, the Cobdens, Brights, Forstcrs, 
ete., should remain excludcd from a share in the 
official government o f the country, until twenty

1 A n d  ev e n  in  b u g in rt*  mat te rs , the co n ce it o f  n atiou al 
C h au vin iem  is  but a  s o rry  a d v ise r . U p  to  q u ite  rc e en tly , thc 
a v e ra g e  E n g lith  m a n ııfn ctu re r co n tid ere d  it d e ro g ato ry  fro m  
a n  E n gtiahn ıan  to  speak » n y  la n g u a g e  but h is  ow n , an d  fe lt  
ra th e r  p rou d  th an  o th erw ise  o f  th e  fa c t  th at “  poor d c v ila  ”  o f  
fo rc ig n e rt  »cttlcd  in  F .n gU n d an d  took ofT hi* ham i» th e  trou* 
b l*  o f  d isp o sin g  o f  h is  p ro d u ets  abroad . H e  n e v e r  noticcıi 
th at th esc  fo re ig n e ra , rao stly  G erraan *. th us got com m and o f  
a  v e r y  la rg e  p art o f  B r i l i th  fo re lg n  ira d e , im port» a n d  cx- 
p orts . an d  th at th e  d ire c t  fo re ıg n  trad e  o f  E n g lish m e n  bceam e 
lim ited , a ln ıo st e n tire ly , to  tbe co lo n ics. C h in a , th e  U n ited  
S ta te s , an d  S o u th  A m e ric a . N o r  d ıd  be n otice  that th esc 
G e rm a n s  tra d e d  w ith  o th er G erm an » ab ro ad , w ho g ra d u a lly  
organ  i ıe d  a  com plete  n etw o rk  o f  eom m ercia l co lo n ies  a li ö v er 
tb e  w orld . B u t  » h e ri G e rm a n y , about fo r ty  y e a r t  ago . seri- 
o u s ly  b rg a n  m a n u fa e tu r in g  fo r  e tp o r t ,  th ia  n etw o rk  acrveıi 
h er a d m ira b ly  in  h er tra n a fo rm atio n , in  so  s hor t  a  tim e, frotn  
a  e o rn -e xp o ıtin g  in to  a  fırtt-ra te  m a n u fa e tu r in g  co u n try . 
T h e n , about ten  y e a r s  ago . th e  B r it ish  m a n u fa ctu re r  got 
fr ig h tc n e d , and askeri b it  a m b a u a d o ra  an d  c o n tu lt  hov* it 
w aa  th at h e  cou ld  n o  I on g e r  keep  h is  custocners tog eth er. 
T h e  u n an im ou s & nsw er w aa : ( ı )  Y o u  d o n 't  ie a m  y o u r cut- 
to m rr ’ t  la n g u sg e  but exj>ect him  to  «peak y o u r  o w n ; ( a )  Y o u  
d o n 't ev e n  t r y  to  sü it y o u r cu stom cr’ s  w ant», babits, an d  
taates, but exp«ct h im  to c o n fo rm  to  y o u r  E n g lish  ones.
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years aftervvaıds, a new Reform Act opened to 
thcm thc door of the Cabinct. The English 
bourgeoisie are, up to the present day, so deeply 
penetrated by a sense of thcir social inferiority 
that they kccp up, at their own expcnsc and that 
of the nation, an ornamental castc of drones to 
represent the nation worthily at ali State func- 
tions: and they consider themselves highly hon- 
ored whenever one of themselves is found worthy 
of admission into this select and privileged body, 
manufactured, after ali, by themselves.

The industrial and commercial middle-class 
had, therefore, not yet succeeded in driving thc 
landed aristocracy complctely from political 
]H>wcr when another competitor, the vvorking- 
elass, appeared on thc stage. The rcaction after 
the Chartist movement and the Continental revo- 
lutions, as well as the unparalleled extension of 
English tradc from 1848-1866, (aseribrd vulgarly 
to Frce Trade alone, but due far more to the 
colossal development of railvvays, ocean steamers. 
and mcans of intereourse gcnerally), had again 
driven the working-elass into the dependeney of 
the Liberal party, of which they formed, as in 
pre-Chartist times, the Radical wing. Thcir 
claims to the franehise, however, gradually be- 
came irresistible: while thc \Vhig leaders of the 
Liberals “  funked." Disraeli showcd his superior- 
ity by making the Tories seire the favorable 
moment and introduce household snffra^e in the 
horoughs. along '»ith a redistribution of seats.
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Then followcd thc ballot; thcn in 1884 thc cx- 
tension of houschold suffrage to the counties 
and a fresh redistribution of seats, by which 
electoral districts werc to some cxtent cqualizcd.1 
Ali thcse mcasurcs considerably increased thc 
electoral power of the \vorking-class. so much so 
that in at least 150 to 200 constituencies tlıat 
class now furnishes thc majority of voters. B u t1 
parliamcntary government is a Capital school for 
teachiııg respect for tradition; if thc middlc-class 
look with awc and vcncration upon what Lord 
John Manners playfully called “ our old nobil- 
i t y t h e  mass of the working-people then lookcd 
up with rcspect and dcfcrcncc to what uscd to 
be designated as “  thcir bcttcrs,” thc middlc-class. 
Indecd, the British workman, some fifteen years 
ago, was the model \vorkman, whose respect ful 
regard for thc position of his mastcr, and whosc 
sclf-rcstraining modcsty in claiming rights for 
himself, consoled our German economists of the 
Kathcder-Socialist school for the incurablc com- 
munistic and revolutionary tcndencics of thcir 
own working-men at home.

But the English middle-class — the good men 
of busiııess as thcy are — saw fartlıcr than thc 
German professors. Thcy had sharcd their 
powcr but rcluctantly with the working-class. 
Thcy had learnt, during the Chartist years. what 
that puer robustus sed maliliosus, the pcople, is 
capable of. And since that time, thcy had been 
compclled to incoroorate the better part of thc
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Pcoplc’s Charter in the Statutes of the United 
Kingdom. Now, if ever, the people must be kept 
in order by moral means, and the first and forc- 
most of ali moral means of action upon the 
masses is and remains — religion. Hence the 
parsons’ majoritics on the School Boards, hence 
the inereasing sc!f-taxation of the bourgeoisic 
for the support of ali sorts o f revivalism, fronı 
ritualism to the Salvation Artny.

And now came the triumph of British respeeta- 
bility över the freethought and rcligious laxity 
of the Continental bourgeois. The workmen of 
France and Germany had become rebcllious. 
They wcrc thoroughly infccted vvith socialism. 
and, for very good reasons. were not at ali par- 
ticular as to the legality of the means by which 
to securc their own asccndcncy. The puer ro- 
bustus, here, turned fronı day to day more 
maliliosus. Nothing remained to the French 
and Gcrman lx>urgeoisie as a last rcsource but to 
silently drop their freethought, as a youngster, 
whcn sca-sickncss ereeps upon him, quietly drops 
the burning cigar he brought sıvaggeringly on 
board; onc by one, the scofTers turned pious in 
outward bchavior, spoke with respect of the 
Church, its dogmas and rites, and even conformed 
with the latter as far as could not be helped. 
French bourgcoisie dined tnaigre on Fridays, and 
German ones sat out long Protcstant sermons in 
their pews on Sundays. They had come to grieî 
with materialisnı. “  Die Religion tnuss dem
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Volk erhalten vuerden,"— religion must be kept 
alive for the people — thal was the only and the 
last means to save society from utter ruin. Un- 
fortunately for themselves, thcy did not find this 
out until thcy had done their level best to break 
up religion for ever. And no\v it \vas tlıc turn 
of the British bourgcois to snccr and to say : 
“  Why, you fools, I could have told you that two 
hundred years ago !”

Howevcr, I am afraid ncithcr the rcligious 
stolidity of the British, nor the post festum con- 
version of the Continental bourgcois will stem 
the rising Prolctarian tide. Tradition is a great 
rct&rding force, is the vts inertice of history, but, 
being mcrely passivc, is sure to be broken down: 
and thus religion will be no lasting safeguard to 
capiıalist socicty. I f  our juridical, philosophical, 
and rcligious ideas are the morc or less remote 
offslıoots of the economical relations prevailing 
in a giveıı society, such ideas caıınot, in the loııg 
run, withstand the cfîects of a completc change 
in ihese relations. And, unless wc believe' in 
supernatural revelation, wc must admit that no 
rcligious tenets vvill ever süflice to prop up a 
tottering society.

In fact, in England, too, the working-peoplc 
have begun to movc again. Thcy are, no doubt 
shackled by traditions o f various kinds. Bour- 
geois traditions, such as the vvidcsprcad belief 
that tlıere can be but two parties, Conscrvatives 
and Liberals, and that the working-class must
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work out its salvation by and through ihe great 
Liberal party. VVorking-men’s traditions, inher- 
ited from their fırst tentative efforts at independ- 
ent action, such as the exclusion, from ever so 
many old Trade Unions, of ali applicants who 
have not göne through a regular apprcnticeship; 
which mcans the breeding. by every such union, 
of its own blacklegs. But for ali tlıat the Eng- 
lish working-class is moving, as cven Professor 
Brenuno has sorrovvfully had to report to his 
brother Katlıeder-Socialists. It moves, like ali 
things in England, with a slow and measured 
step, with hesitatiou here, with nıore or less un- 
fruitful, tentative attempts there; it moves now 
and then with an ovcr-cautious mistrust of the 
name of Socialism, \vhile it gradually absorbs 
the substancc; and the movement spreads and 
seizes one layer o f the workers after another 
It has now shaken out o f their torpor the un- 
skilled laborers of the Kast End of London, and 
we ali know what a splendid impulse these fresh 
forccs have given it in return. And if  the pace 
of the movement is not tıp to the impatience of 
somc pcoplc, let them not forget that it is the 
working-class which kccps alivc the finest qual- 
ities of the Ençlish eharacter, and that, if  a step 
in advarce is önce gained in England, it is, as a 
rule, never lost afterwards. I f  the sons of the 
old Chartists, for reasons explained abovc. vvere 
not qti'tc up to the mark, the grandsons hid fair 
to be worthy of their forefathers.
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But the triumph of the European vvorking-class 
docs not depend upon England alone. It can 
only be securcd by the co^operation of, at least, 
England, France, and Germany. In both the lat- 
ter counlries tl>e working-class nıovement is weli 
ahead of England. In Germany it is even within' 
ıneasurable distance of success. The progress 
it has there made durİng the last twenty-five years 
is unparalleled. It advanccs with ever-increasing 
velocity. I£_ the German middle-class have 
shown themselves lamentaoly deficient in political 
capacity, discipline, courage, energy, and perse- 
verancc, the German working-class have given 
ample proof o f ali these qualities. Four hundred 
years ago, Germany was the starting-point of the 
first uphcaval of the European middle-class; as 
things are now, is it outside the limits of possi- 
bility that Germany will be the scene, too, of the 
first great victory of the European proletariat?

F. E n g el».
A pril 20//», 1893.
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SOCIALISM
U T O P IA N  A N D  S C I E N T I F I C

I

Modern Socialism is, in its essence, the di- 
rect product of the recognition, on the one 
hand, of the class antagonisms, existing in 
the society of to-day, betwecn proprietors 
and non-proprietors, between capitalists and 
wage-workers; on the other hand, of the an- 
archy existing in j>roduction._ But, in ıts 
theoretical form, modern Socialism origi- 
nally appears ostensibly as a more logical 
extension of the principles laid down by the 
great French plıilosophers of the eighteenth 
century. Like every new theory, modern 
Socialism had, at first, to conneet itsclf with 
the intellectual stock-in-trade ready to its 
hand, however deeply its roots lay in mate- 
rial economic facts.

The great men, who in France prepared 
47
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men's minds for the com irg ıcvototıon 
wcre thcmselves extreme rcvolutionists. 
Thcy rccognized no extemal authority of 
any kind whatever. Religion, natural Sci­
ence, society, political institutions, every- 
thing, \vas subjected to the most unsparing 
criticism: everything must justify its exis- 
tence before the judgment-seat of reason, 
or give ııp existence. Reason became the 
sole measure o f everything. It was the 
time when, as Hegel says, the world stood 
upon its head; 1 first, in the sense that the 
luıman head, and the principles arrived at

1 T h ls  is  the paM »ge on the F rench  R evolu tion : 
“  T hought, the concept o f l»w , s il at önce m ade it se lf  feK , 
and agaın st thts Ihe old acaffold ing o f  » ro n g  could tn ıke  no 
»tand. In  thi* cor-ception o f  la » ,  th erefo re . a  conatıiution 
ban n o »  l<een ettablitlıed , and h eneeforth  every th in g  must be 
b ıaed  upon thi». S in ce  the su n  had been in  the firmam ent, 
and the planet» d r d e d  round hin», the »ight had n evcr been 
w c n  o f  man stan d in g upon hia head —  t.»., on the Idea —■ 
and b u ild in r rea lity  a f te r  thi» iraagc. A n atau o ra*  firat « id  
that the N ous, reason, n ite* the » o r ld ;  but n o » , fo r  the Sr«t 
tim e, had man come to reco g n iıe  that the Id ea  m ust ru l*  the 
m ental re a lity . A n d  thia » a t  a  m agniftcent «unrtae. A li 
ih in b in g Bcing» have participated in ce lrh ratin g  thi» boly day. 
A  aublim e em otion » » ayed  m en at that time, an enthuaiasm  
o f  reaton  pervaded the » o r l J ,  a* i f  n o *  had coıur the rrcön ­
c i! ia lion  o f  the D iv in e  Prin cip le  w ith the » o r ld ."  fH e g e l: 
“  Ph ilotophy o f  H i»tory,”  1S40 , p. S J J -1 I *  •* no* high »'*** 
to aet the an ti-Socialist l a »  in action agalnat such teaching*. 
au b vertivc  and  to the common d an ser, by the la le  P ro feasor 
H egel?
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by its thought, claimed to be the Uasis of ali 
human action and association; but by and 
by, also, in the widcr sense that the reality 
which was in contradiction to these princi- 
ples had, in fact, to be turned upside down. 
Every form of society and governmcnt then 
existing, every old traditional notion was 
flung into the Uımber-room as irrational: 
the vvorld had hitherto allowed itself to be 
led solely by prcjudices; everything in the 
past deserved only pity and contempt. 
No\v, for the first time, appeared the light 
of day, the kingdom of reason; henceforth 
superstition, injustice, privilege, oppres- 
sion, were to be superseded by eternal truth. 
eternal Right. equality based on Nature and 
the inalienable rights of man.

We knovv to-day that this kingdom of 
reason was nothing more than the idealized 
kingdom of the bourgeoisie; that this eter­
nal Right found its realization in bourgeois 
justice; that this equality reduced itself to 
oourgeois equality before the la\v; that bour­
geois property was proelaimed as one of the 
essentiâl rights of man; and that the gov- 
trnment of reason, the Contrat Socıal of

U TO PIAN  AND SCIENTIFIC  49
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Rousseau, camc into being, and only coald 
come into being, as a democratic bourgeois 
republic. The great thinkers of the eight- 
eenth century could, no more than their 
predecessors, go beyond the limits imposed 
upon them by their cpoch.

But, side by side \vith the antagonism of 
the feudal nobility and the burghers, who 
claimed to reprcsent ali the rest of society, 
was the general antagonism of exploiters 
and exp!oited, p f rich idlers and poor work- 
ers. It was tlıis very circumstance that 
made it possible for the representatives of 
the bourgeoisie to put themselves fonvard 
as representing, not one special class, but 
the whole of suffering humanity. Stili 
further. From its origin, the bourgeoisie 
vvas saddled with its antithesis: capi- 
talists cannot exist without wage-workers, 
and, in the same proportion as the mediaeval 
burgher of the guild developed into the 
modern bourgeois, the guild journeyman 
and the day-laborer, outside the guilds, de­
veloped into the prolctarian. And although, 
upon the whole, the bourgeoisie, in their 
struggle with the nobility, could claim to
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represcnt at the samc time the interests of 
the different working-classes of that period, 
yet in every great bourgeois movement there 
were independent outbursts of that class 
which was the forerunner, more or less de- 
veloped. of the modern proletariat. For 
example, at the time of the German refor- 
mation and the peasants’ war, the Anabap- 
tists and Thomas Münzer; in the great Eng- 
lish revolution, the Levellers; in the great 
French revolution, Baba*u f.

There \vere theorctical enutıciations cor- 
responding with tlıese revolutionary upris- 
ings of a dass not yet developed; in the six- 
teenth and seventeenth centuries, Utopian 
pictures of ideal social conditions; in the 
eighteenth, aetual communistic theories 
(Morelly and Mably). The demand for 
equality vvas no longer limited to political 
rights; it was cxtended also to the social 
conditions of individuals. It was not sim-' 
ply class privileges that \vere to be abolished, 
but class distinetions themselves. A  Çom- 
munism, ascetic. denouncing ali the pleas- 
ures of life, Spartan, was the first form of 
the new teaching. Then came the three

UTOPIAN AND SCIENTIFIC $1
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great Utopians; Saint Simon, to whom the 
middle-class movement. side by side with 
the proletarian, stili had a certain signifi- 
cance: Fourier; and Qwcn, who in the coun- 
try where capitalist produetion was most 
developed, and under the influence of the 
sntagonisms begotten of this, worked out 
his proposals for the removal of elass dis- 
linction systematically and in direct relation 
to Frcnch materialism.

One tlıing is common to ali three. Not 
one of them appears as a representative of 
the interests of that proletariat, which his- 
torica! development had. in the meantime, 
produced. Like the French philosophers, 
they do not claim to emancipate a particular 
elass to begin with, but ali humanity at 
önce. Like thetn, they wish to bring in the 
kingdem of ret son and etcrnal j  us tice, but 
this kingdom. as they see it, is as far as 
heaven from earth, from that of the French 
philosophers.

For, to our three social refonners, the 
bourgeois world, based upon the principles 
of these philosophers. is quite as irratioııal 
and unjust, and, therefore, finds its way **
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the dust-hole quite as readily as feudalism 
and ali the earlicr stages of society. If 
püre reason and justice have not, hitherto, 
ruled the world, this has been the case only 
because men have not rightly understood 
them. What was wanted was the individ- 
ual man of genius, \vho has now arisen and 
who understands the trııth. That he has 
now arisen, that the tnıth has now been 
clearly understood, is not an inevitabie event, 
following of necessity in the chain of his- 
torical development. but a mere happy ac- 
cident. He miglıt just as \ve11 have been 
bora 500 years earlier, and might then have 
spared humanity 500 years of error, strife, 
and suffering.

Wc saw how the l'rcnch philosoplıers of 
the eighteenth century, the forerunners of 
the Revolution, appealed to reason as the 
sole judge of ali that is. A  rational gov- 
cmmcnt, rational socicty. werc to be 
founded; everything that ran counter to 
eternal reason \vas to be retnorselessly done 
a\vav witlı. We saw also that this eternal 
reason was in reality nothing but the ideal- 
ized understanding of the eighteenth cen-
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turıf citizen, just then evolving into thc bour- 
geois. The Frcnch Revolution had rcal- 
ized this rational society and govemment.

But the new orde? of things, rational 
enough as compared with earlier conditions, 
turned out to be by no means absolutely 
rational. The State based upon reason 
coınpletely collapsed. Rousseau’s Contrat 
Social had found its realization in the Reign 
of Terror, from \vhich thc bourgeoİsie, who 
had lost confidcnce in their o\vn political ca- 
pacity, had taken refuge first in the corrup- 
tion of the Directorate, and, fınally, under 
the wing of the Napoleonic despotisın. Tlıe 
promised eternal peace was turned into an 
cndless war of conquest. The society based 
upon reason had fared no better. The an- 
tagonism betvveen rich and poor, instead of 
dissolving into general prosperity, had be- 
come intensified by the removal of the guild 
and other privileges, which had to some ex- 
tent bridged it över, and by the removal of 
the charitable institutions of the Church. 
The “  freedom of property ”  from feudal 
fcttcrs, no w veritably accomplishcd, turned 
out to be, for the small capitalists and small



proprictors, the freedom to seli their small 
propcrty, crushed under the overmastering 
competition of the largc capitalists and 
landlords, to these great lords, and thus, as 
far as the small capitalists and peasant pro- 
prietors were concerned, became “  freedom 
frovt property.”  The development of in- 
dustry upon a capitalistic basis made pov- 
erty and misery of the \vorking masses con- 
ditions of existence of society. Cash pay- 
ment became more and more, in Carlyle’s 
phrase, the sole nexus between man and 
man. The number of crimes increased 
from ycar to year. Formerly, the feudal 
vices had openly stalked about in broad day- 
light; tlıough not eradicated, they were 
now at any rate thrust into the backgTOund. 
In their stead, the bourgeois vices, hitherto 
practiccd in sccrct, bcgan to blossom ali the 
more luxuriantly. Trade became to a 
greater and greater extent cheating. The 
u fraternity ”  o f the revolutionary motto 
was realized in the chicancry and rivalries of 
the battle of competition. Oppression by 
force \vas replaced by corruption; the 
sword, as the first social lever, by gold.
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The right of the first night was transferred 
from the feudal lords to the bourgeois man- 
ufacturers. Prostitution increased to an ex- 
tent never heard of. Marriage itself re- 
mained, as before, the legally recognized 
form, the official cloak of prostitution, and, 
moreover, was supplemented by rich crops 
of adultery.

In a \vord, compared with the splendid 
promises of the philosophers, the social and 
political institutions born of the “  triumph 
of reason ”  were bitterly disappointing cari- 
catures. AH that \vas wanting was the men 

~to formulate this disappointment, and they 
came vvith the turn of the century. In 1802 
Saint Simon’s Geneva letters appeared; in 
1808 appeared Fourier's first work, al- 
though the groundwork of his theory dated 
from 1799: on January 1, 1800. Robert 
Owen undertook the direction of New Lan- 
ark.

At this time, however, the capitalist mode 
" o f  production, and with it the antagonism 

between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. 
was stili very incompletely developed. 
Modern Industry, which had just arisen in
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England, was stili unknown in France. 
But Modern Industry develops, on the one 
hand, the conflicts which make absolutely 
necessary a revolution in the mode of pro- 
duction, and the doing a\vay with its capi- 
talistic character —  conflicts not only be 
tween the classes begotten of it, but ak o 
between the very productive forces and the 
forms of exchange created by it. And, on 
the other hand. it develops, in these very gi- 
gantic productive forces, the means of end- 
ing these conflicts. If, therefore. about the 
year 1800, the conflicts arising from the new 
social order were only just beginning to take 
shape, this lıolds stili more fully as to the 
means of ending them. The “ have-noth-^ 
ing ”  masses of Paris, during the' Reign of 
Terror, were able for a moment to gain the 
mastery, and thus to lead the bourgeoi> 
revolution to victory in spite of the bour- 
geoisie themselves. But, in doing so, they 
only proved hovv impossible it was for their 
domination to last under the conditions then 
obtaining. The proletariat, which then for 
the first time evolved itself from these 
H have-nothing ”  masses as the nucleus of a
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nevv class, .as yet quite ineapable of inde- 
pendent political aetion, appeared as an op- 
pressed, suffering order, to whom, in its 
incapacity to help itsel f, help could, at best, 
be brought in from without, or down from 
above.

This historical situation also dominated 
the founders of Socialism. To the crude 
conditions of Capitalistic produetion and the 
crude class conditions corresponded crude 
theories. The solution of the social prob- 
lems, which as yet lay hidden in undeveloped 
economic conditions, the Ulopians at- 
tempted to evolve out of the hııman brain. 
Society presented nothing but wrongs; to 
remove these was the task of reason. It 
was necessary, then, to discover a new and 
ınore perfect system of social order and to 
impose this upon society from without by 
propaganda, and, vvherever it was possible, 
by the example of model experiments. 
These nc\v social systems w ere foredoomed 
as Utopian; the more completely tlıey were 
worked out in detail. the more they could 
not avoid driftnıg off into püre plıantasies.

These facts önce established, we ııctd not
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dwell a moment longer upon this side of the 
question, now wholly belonging to the past. 
We can leave it to the literary small fry to 
solemnly quibble över these phantasics, 
which to-day only make us smile, and to 
crow över the superiority of their own bald 
reasoning. as compared with such “  insan- 
ity.”  For ourselves, we deüght in the stu- 
pendously grand thoughts and germs of 
thought tlıat everywhere break out through 
their phantastic covering, and to which these 
Philistines are blind.

Saint Simon was a son of the great 
French Revoiution, at the outbreak of which 
he was not yet thirty. The Revoiution was 
the victory of the third estate, i.e., of the 
great masses o f the nation, ıvorking in pro- 
duetion and in trade, över the privileged 
idle elasses, the nobles and the priests. But 
the victory of the third estate soon reveaîed 
itsel f as exelusively the victory" oF a  small 
part of this “  estate/* as the conguest o f po- 
litical power by the sociaİIy priyileged sec- 
tion of it, i.e., the propcrtied bourgeoisie. 
And the bourgeoisie had certainly developed 
rapidly during the Revoiution, partly by
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spcculation in the lands of the nobility and 
of the Church, confiscated and aftervards 
put up for sale, and partly by frauds upon 
the nation by means of army contracti. It 
was the domination of these svvindlers that, 
under the Directorate, brought France to 
the verge of ruin, and thus gave Napoleon 
the pretext for his coup-d’itat. 

r~' Hence, to Saint Simon the antagonism 
between the third estate and the privtleged 
classes took the form of an antagonism be- 
t\veen “  workers "  and “  idlers." The id- 
lers were not merely the old privileged 
classes. but also ali who, without tak:ng any 
part in produetion or distribution, livcd on 
their incomes. And the workers were not 
only the wage-workers, but also the man- 

__ufacturers, the merehants, the bankers. 
That the idlers had lost the capacity for 
intelleetual leadership and political suprem- 
acy had been proved, and was by the Rev- 
olution finally settled. That the non-posses- 
ing classes had not this capacity seemed to 
Saint Simon proved by the experiences of 
the Reign of Terror. Then, who was to
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lead and command? According to Saint 
Simon. Science and industry, both united by 
a ne\v religious bond, destined to restore 
that unity of religious ideas \vhich had bcen 
lost since the time of the Reformation —  a 
necessarily mystic and rigidly hierarchic 
“  new Christianity/' But Science, that was 
the seholars; and industry, that was in the 
first place. the working bourgeois. manufac- 
turers, merehants, bankers. These bour- 
geoisie were certainly, intended by Saint 
Simon to transform themselves into a kind 
of public officials, of social trustees; but 
they were stili to hold, vis-â-vis of the work- 
ers, a commanding and economically privi- 
leged position. The bankers especially \vere 
to be called upon to direct the whole of so­
cial produetion by the regulation of credit. 
This conception was in exact keeping with a 
time in which Modern industry in France 
and. vvith it, the chasm bct\vcen bottrgeoisie 
and proletariat was only just Corning into 
existence. But \vhat Saint Simon especially 
lays stress upon is this: vvhat interests him 
first, and above ali other things is the lot
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of the class that is the most numerous and 
the most poor ( “  la classe la plus notnbreuse 
et la plus pauvre ” ) .

Alrcady, in his Geneva letters, Saint Si- 
mon lays down the proposition that “  ali 
men otıght to work.”  In the same work He 
recognizes also that the Reign of Terror 
was the reign of the non-possessing masses. 
“  See,”  says he to them, “  what happened 
in Francc at the time whcn your comradcs 
held sway thcre; thcy brought about a fam- 
ine.”  But to recognizc the French Revotu- 
tion as a class war, and not simply one bc- 
tween nobility and bourgeoisie, but betvveer 
nobility. bourgeoisie, and the non-possessers 
was, in the ycar 1802, a most pregnant dis- 
covery. In 1816 , he declares that politict 
is the Science of production, and foretells the 
complete absorption of politics by econom- 
ics. The kno\vledge that economic condi- 
tions are the basis of political institutions 
appears here only in embryo. Yet vvhat is 
here already very plainly expressed is the 
idea of the future conversion of political 
rule över men into an administration of 
things and a direetion of processes of pro-



duction —  that is to say, the “  abolition of 
the State,”  about which recently there has 
been so much noise.

Saint Simon shows the same superiority 
över his contemporaries, when in 1814 , im- 
mediately after the entry of the allies into 
Paris, and again in 18 15 , during the Hun- 
dred Days’ War, he proelaims the alliance 
of France with England, and then of both 
these countries with Germany, as the only 
guarantee for the prosperous development 
and peace of Europe. To preach to the 
French in 18 15  an alliance with the victors 
of VVaterloo required as much courage as 
historical foresight.

If in Saint Simon \ve find a comprehen- 
sive breadth of view, by virtue of wlıich 
almost ali the ideas of later Socialists, that 
are not strictly economic, are found in him 
in embryo. we find in Fourier a criticism of 
the existitıg conditions of society genuinely 
French and vvitty, but not upon that account 
any the less thorough. Fourier takes the 
bourgeoisic, their inspired prophets before 
the Revolution. and their interested eulo- 
gists after it, at their own word. He lays
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bare remorsely the material and moral mis- 
ery of thc bourgeois world. IIc confronts 
it with thc carlicr philosophers' dazzling 
promiscs of a socicty in which reason alone 
should rcign, of a civilization in which hap- 
pincss should be universal, of an illimitable 
human perfectibility, and with the rose- 
colored phraseology of the bourgeois ideolo- 
gists of his time. He points out how evcry- 
where the most pitiful reality corresponds 
\vith the most high-sounding phrases. and 
he overwhelms this hopeless fiasco of phrases 
with his mordant sarcasm.

Fourier is not only a critic; his imperturb- 
ably serene nature makes him a satirist. and 
assurcdly one of thc greatest satirists of ali 
time. He depicts, with equal po\ver and 
charnı, the swindling speculations that blos- 
somed out upon the downfall of the Revolu- 
tion. and the shopkeeping spirit prevalent in. 
and characteristic of, French commerce at 
that time. Stili morc maşterlyj s  his erir- 
icism of the bourgeois form of thç rçbtions 
bet \veen the sexes. and the _position of 
vyoman in bourgeois society.— He-^vas the 
first to declare that in any given society ih e
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degree of woman,s emancipation is the nat- 
ural measure of the general emancipation.

But Fourier is at his greatest in his con- 
ception of the history of society. He di- 
vides its \vhole course, thus far. into four 
stages of evolution — savagery, barbarism 
the patriarclıate, civilization. This last is 
identical with the so-called civil, or bour- 
geois, society of to-day —  i.e., with the so- 
cial order that came in \vith the sixteenth 
century. He proves “  that the civilized 
stage raises cvery vice practiced by barbar­
ism in a simple fashion, into a form of ex- 
istence, complex, ambiguous, equivocal, hyp- 
ocritical ” —  that civilization moves in “  a 
vicious circle,”  in contradictions \vhich it 
constantly reproduces without being able 
to solve them; bence it constantly arrives at 
the very opposite to that \vhich it \vants to 
attain. or prctcnds to want to attain, so that, 
e, g., “  under civilization poverty is born ot 
superabundance itself.”

Fourier. as we see, uses the dialectic 
metlıod in the same masterly \vay as his con- 
temporary Hcgcl. Using thcse same dia- 
lectics, he argues. against the talk about
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illimitable human perfectibility that evcry 
historical phase has its period of ascenl 
and also its period of descent, and he aj>- 
plies this observation to the future of the 
w hole human race. As Kant introduced 
into natural Science the idca of the ultimate 
destruetion of the earth, Fourier introduced 
into historical Science that of the ultimate 
destruetion of the human race.

YVhilst in France the hurricane of the 
Revolution swcpt över the land, in Engiand 
a quieter, but not on that account less tre- 
mendous, revolution was going on. Steam 
and tlıe nevv tool-making machinery \vere 
transforming manufacture into modern in- 
dustry. and tlıus revolutionizing the whole 
foundation of bourgeois society. The slug- 
gish march of development of the manufac- 
turing period changed into a veritable storm 
and stress period of productİon. With con- 
stantly inereasing swiftness the splitting-up 
of society into large capitalists and non-pos- 
sessing proletarians wcnt on. Bctween 
these. instead of the former stable middle- 
class, an unstable nıass of artisans and small 
shopkeepers, the most fluetuating portion of



thc population, now Ied a precarîous ex- 
istence.

The new mode of produetion was. as yet. 
only at thc beginning of its period of ascent; 
as yet it was the normal, regular method 
of produetion —  the only one possible un- 
der existing conditions. Nevcrthcless, even 
then it was producing crying social abuses —  
the herding together of a homeless popula­
tion in the \vorst quarters of the large towns; 
the loosening of ali traditional moral bonds, 
of patriarchal subordination, of family rela- 
tions: ovenvork, especially of women and 
children, to a frightful extent; complete de- 
moralization of the working-class, suddenly 
flung into altogether new conditions, from 
the country into the town, from agriculture 
into modern industry, from stable conditions 
of existence into insecure ones that changed 
from day to day.

At this juneture there came fonvard as 
a reformer a manufacturer 29 years old —  
a man of almost sublime, childlike simplicity 
of character. and at the same time one of 
the few bom leaders of men. Robert Owen 
had adopted the teaching of the materialistic
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philosophers: that man’s charactcr is tlıe 
product, on the one hand, of hcredity, on 
the other, of the environment of the indi- 
vidual during his lifetime, and especially 

' during his period o f development. In the 
industrial revolution ınost of his class savv 
only chaos and confusion, and tlıc oppor- 
tunity of fislıing in these troubled \vatcrs 
and making large fortunes quickly. He 
saw in it the opportunity of putting into 
practice his favorite theory. and so of bring- 
ing order out of chaos. He had already tried 
it vvith success, as superintendent of more 
than five hundred men in a Manchester fac- 
tory. From  1800 to 1829, he direeted the 
great cotton mili at New Lanark. in Scot- 
land, as managing partner, along the same 
lines, but with greater freedom of aetion 
and vvith a success that made him a Euro- 
pean reputation. A population. originally 
consistiııg of the most diverse and. for the 
most part, very demoralized elements, a 
population that gradually grew tc 2.500. 
he turned into a model colony. in which 
drunkenness, poliçe, maglstraîc'.. îavvsuits, 
poor laws, charity, wer«. vırknön’n. And



ali this simply by placing thc people in 
conditions worthy of human beings, and 
especially by carefully bringiııg up thc 
rising generation. He \vas thc founder of 
infant schools, and iııtro<luccd them first 
at K ew  Lanark. A t thc agc of two the 
children camc to school, \vhere they en- 
joyed tlıemselves so much t hat they could 
scarcely be got home again. YVhilst his 
competitors worked their people thirtecn 
or fourtccn lıours a day, in Ne\v Lanark 
the working-day was only ten and a half 
hours. VVhen a crisis in cotton stopped 
work for four months, his workers received 
their full wages ali the time. And with 
ali this thc business more than doubled in 
valuc. and to the last yielded large profits 
to its proprietors.

In spite o f ali this, Owen was not con- 
tent The existence which he secured for 
his workers \vas, in his eyes, stili far from 
bcing worthy of human beings. “  The 
people were slaves at my merey.”  The 
relatively favorable conditions in which he 
had placed them were stili far from allo\v- 
jn g  a rational development o f the clıaracter
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and of thc intellect in ali dircctions, much 
Icss of the free exercise of ali their facul- 
ties. “  And yet, the working part of this 
population of 2,500 persons was daily pro- 
ducing as much real \vealth for society as, 
less than half a century before, it would 
have required the working part of a pop­
ulation of 600,000 to create. I asked my- 
self, what became of the difference between 
the wealth consumed by 2.500 persons and 
that which would havc bcen consumed by 
600.000? ”  1

The answer \vas elear. It had been used 
to pay the proprietors of the establishmcnt 
5 per çent, on the Capital tlıey had laid out, 
in addition to över £300,000 elear profıt. 
And that \vhich held for Ne\v Lanark held 
to a stili greater extent for ali the factorieı 
in England. “  I f  this nevv \vealth had not 
l>een created by machinery, imperfectly as 
it has been applied, the wars o f Europe, 
in opposition to Napoleon, and to support

1 From  "  T h e Revolution  in M ind  and  P ra c tic e ,"  p. a ı ,  
a  tnemorial addretted  lo  a li the ** ted  Republicana, Comtnu- 
n ists and SocıalıtM  o f  E u ro p e ."  and sent to the proviatonal 
{overnm eııt o f P ran ce, and  a lto  ** to Queen VTetoria
and  he? retponsible a 'lv i te r s ."



the aristocratic principles of society, could 
not havc bcen maintained. And yet this 
new power was thc creation of the work- 
ing-classes.” 1 T o  them, tlıerefore, the 
fruits o f this ne\v po\ver belonged. The 
newly-created gigantic productive forces. 
hithcrto uscd only to enrich individuals and 
to cnslave the masses, ofFered to 0\ven the 
foundations for a reconstruction of society; 
they were destined, as the common prop- 
erty of ali. to be \vorked for the common 
good of ali.

Owen’s Communism was based upon this 
purely business foundation, the outcome, 
so to say, of commercial calculation. 
Throughout, it maintained this practical 
character. Thus, in 1823. Owen proposed 
the relief of the distress in Ireland by 
Communist colonies, and drew up complete 
estimates o f costs o f founding them, yearly 
expenditure, and probable revenue. And 
in his definite plan for the future, the tech- 
nical \vorking out of details is managed 
with such practical knowledge —  ground 
plan, front and side and bird’s-eye views
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ali induded —  that the Owen method of 
social reform önce accepted, there is from 
the practical point of view little to be said 
against the actual arrangement of details.

His advance in the direction of Commun- 
ism was the turning-point in Owen’s life. 
As long as he was simply a philanthropist, 
he was rewarded \vith nothing but weaîth, 
applause, lıonor, and glory. He was the 
ınost popular man in Europe. Not only 
men of his o\vn elass, but statesmen and 
princes listencd to him approvingly. But 
when he came out with his Communist 
theories, that was quite another tlıing. 
Tlıree great obstacles seemed to him es- 
pecially to block the patlı to social reform: 
private property, religion. the present form 
of marriage. He kneu* what confrontcd 
him if he attacked these —  outlawry, ex- 
communication from ofTicial socicty, the loss 
of his \vhole social position. But nothing 
of this preveııted him from attacking them 
without fcar of consequences, and \vhat he 
had foreseen happened. Banished from 
official society, with a conspiracy of silence 
against him in the press, ruiııed by his



unsuccessful Communist experiments in 
America, in which he sacrificed ali his for- 
tune, he tumed directly to the working-class 
and continued \vorking in their midst fori 
thirty ycars. Every social movement, every 
real advance in England on behalf of the 
\vorkers links it self on to the name of Rob- 
ert Owen. He forced through in 1819, 
after five years’ fighting, the first law limit- 
ing the hours of labor of women and chil- 
dren in factories. i le  was president of the 
first Congress at \vhich ali the Trade Unions 
of England united in a single great trade 
association. He introduced as transition 
measures to the complete communistic or- 
ganization of society, on the one hand, co- 
operative societies for retail trade and pro- 
duetion. These have since that time, at 
least, given practical proof that the merehant 
and the manııfacturer are socially quite un- 
necessary. On the other hand, he intro- 
duced labor bazaars for the exchange of 
the produets of labor through the medium 
of labor-notes, whose unit was a single hour 
of work; institutions neccssarily doomed to 
failure. but completely anticipating Proud-
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hon's bank of exchange of a much later 
period, and diffcring entirely from this in 
that it did not claim to be the panacea for 
ali social ills, but only a first step tovvards 
a much more radical rcvolution of society.

The Utopiana’ modg_of thought has for 
a İong time governed the sociafıst uleas 
of the ninetccııth century, and stili governs 
some of tlıem. Until very recently ali 
french and English Socialists did homage 
to it. The earlier German Communism, in- 
cluding that of \Veitling, was of the same 
school. To ali these Socialism is the ex- 
pression of absolute truth, reason, and jus- 
tice, and has only to be discovered to con- 
quer ali the uorld by virtue of its o\vh 
power. And as absolute truth is independ- 
*nt of time, spacc, and of the historical 
development of man, it is a mere accident 
•vhen and \vhere it is discovered. With ali 

, this, absolute truth, reason, and justice are 
j difTerent \vith the founder of each different 
[school. And as each onc’s special kind of 

absolute truth, reason, and justice is agahı 
conditioned by his subjective understanding, 
his conditions of existeııcef the measure of



U'i tAN AND SCIENTIFIC 75

his knmvledge and his intellectual training, 
»here is no othcr cnding possible in this 
conflict of absolute truths than that thcy 
shall be mutually exclusive one of the other. 
Hence, from this nothing coııld come but a 
kind of eclectic, average Socialism, which, 
as a matter of fact. has up to the preseni 
time dominated the minds of most of the / 
socialist workcrs in France and E ngland. 
Hence, a mish-nıash allovving of the most 
manifold slıades of opitıioıı; a nıish-ınash of 
such critical statements. ecoııomic theories, 
pictures of future socicty by the founders 
of differcnt sccts, as cxcite a minimum of 
opposition; a mish-nıash which is the more 
easily breıved the nıore the defınite sharp 
edges of the individual coııstituents are 
rubbcd down in the stream of debatc, like 
roundcd pcbbles in a brook.

To make a Science of Socialism, it had 
first to l>e placed upon a real basis.
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II

In thc meantime, along with and aftcr 
thc French philosophy of the cightcenth 
century had arisen the new German phi­
losophy, culminating in Hegel. Its greatest 
merit \vas the taking up again of dialectics 
as the highest form of reasoning. The old 
Greck philosophers were ali born natural 
dialecticians, and Aristotle, the most en- 
cyclopaedic intellect of them, had already 
analyzed the most essential forms of dialec- 
tic tlıought. The newer philosophy. on the 
othcr lıand, although in it also dialectics had 
brilliant exponents (e. g. Descartes and Spi- 
noza), had, especially through English in- 
flucnce, become morc and more rigidly fixed 
in the so-called metaphysical mode of reason­
ing. by which also the French of the eigh- 
teenth ccntury were almost vvholly dom- 
inatcd, at ali events in their special plıilo- 
sophical work. Outside philosophy in thc 
restrictcd sense, the French neverthcless
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produced nıasterpieces of dialectic. Wc 
need only cali to mind Diderot’s “  Le 
Ncvcu de Rameau,”  and Rousseau’s “  Dis- 
cours sur Toriğine et les fondements de 
Tinegalite parmi les hommes.”  VVe give 
here, in brief, the essential character of these 
two modes of thought.

When \ve consider and reflect upon na- 
ture at large, or the history of mankind, 
or our own intellectual activity, at fırst we 
see the picture of an endless entaııglement 
of relations and reactions, permutations 
and combinations, in which nothing remains 
\vhat, where, and as it was, but evcrything 
ınoves, changes, comes into being and passes 
away. \Ve see, therefore, at fırst the picture 
as a \vhoIe, with its individual parts stili 
tııore or less kept in the background; we 
observe the movcmcnts, transitions, connec- 
tions, ratlıcr than the things that move,f 
combine. and are connected. This primitive, 
na’ive, but intrinsically correct conception 
of the \vorld is that of ancicnt Grcek phi- 
losophy, and was first clcarly formulated by 
Heraclitus: everything is and is not. fo r, 
evcrything is fluid, is constantly changing.
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constantly coming into being and p&ssing 
/  away.

But this conccption, correctly as it ex- 
presses the general eharacter of the pictııre 
of appeafanccs as a whole, does not suffice 
to explain the details of which this picture 
is made up, and so long as we do not under- 
stand tlıese, we lıave not a clear idea of the 
ıvhole picture. In order to understand these 
details \ve must detach them from their 
natural or historical connection and ex- 
amine each one separately, its nature, special 
causes, effects, ete. This is, primarily, the 
task of natural Science and historical re- 
search; branehes of Science which the Greeks 
of classical times, on very good grounds, 
relegated to a subordinate position, because 
they had first of ali to collect materials 
for these Sciences to work upon. A  certain 
amount of natural and historical material 
must be collected before there can be any 
critical analysis, comparison, and arrange- 
ment in elasses, orders, and species. The 
foundations o f the exact natural Sciences 
\vere, therefore, first worked out by the 
Greeks of the Alexandrian period, and later
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on, in the Middle Ages, by the Arabs. Real 
natural Science dates from the second half 
of the fifteenth century, and thence onvvard 
it has advanced with constantly increasing 
rapidity. The analysis of Nature into its 
individual parts, the grouping of the differ- 
ent natural processes and objects in definite 
classes, the study of the internal anatomy 
of organized bodies in their manifold forms 
—  these wcre the fundamental conditions 
of the gigantic strides in our knowledge of 
Nature that have bccn made during the last 
four hundred years. But this nıetlıod of 
work has also left us as legacy the habit of 
observing natural objects and processes in 
isolation, apart from their connection with 
the vast wholc; of observing them in repose, 
not in nıotion; as conslants, not as essen- 
tially variables; in their death, not in their 
life. And \vhen this way of looking at 
things was transferred by Bacon and Locke 
from natural Science to philosophy, it begot 
the narrow, metaphysical mo<lc of thought 
peculiar to the last century.

To the metaphysician, things and their 
mental reflexes. ideas. are isolatcd, are to be
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considercd one after thc other and apart 
from cach other, are objects of investiga- 
tion fixed, rigid, given önce for ali. He 
thinks in absolutely irreconcilable antitheses. 
“ His communication is ‘ yea, yea; nay, 
n a y ; ’ for vvhatsoever is more than these 
cometh o f evil.”  Fo r lıim a thing either 
cxists or does not exist; a  thing cannot at 
the same time be itself and something else. 
Positive and negative absolutely exclude 
one another; cause and eflfect stand in a 
rigid antithesis one to the other.

A t first sight this mode of thiııking seems 
to us very luminous, because it is that of 
so-called sound commonsense. Only sound 
commonscnse, rcspectable fello\v that he is, 
in thc homely realm of his own four \valls, 
has very vvonderful adventures directly he 
ventures out into the wide \vorld o f research. 
And the metaphysical mode of thought, jus- 
tifiable and necessary as it is in a number 
o f domains \vhose extcnt varies according 
to the nature of the particular object of 
mvestigation, sooner or later reaches a limit, 
beyond \vhich it becomes one-sided. re- 
stricted* abstract, lost in insoluble contradic-
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tions. In the contemplation of individual 
things, it forgets the conneetion bet\veen 
thenı; in the contemplation of their exist- 
ence, it forgets the beginning and end of 
that cxistcnce; o f their repose, it forgets 
their motion. It cannot see the wood fo. 
the trees.

For everyday purposes we kno\v and can 
say e. g ., whether an animal is alive or not. 
But, upon closcr inquiry, we find that this 
is, in many cases, a very complcx question, 
as the jurists know very well. They have 
cudgelled their brains in vain to discover 
a rational limit beyond \vhich the killing of 
the child in its mother’s  womb is nıurder. 
It is just as impossible to dctermine abso- 
lutely the moment of death, for physiology 
proves that death is not an instantaneous, 
momentary phenonıenon, but a very pro- 
tractcd process.

In like manner, every organized being is 
every moment the same and not the same; 
every moment it assimilates matter supplied 
from without. and gets rid of other m atter; 
every moment some cells of its body die 
and others build themselves anew; in a
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longer or shorter time tlıe matter of its 
body is completely renc\ved, and is replaccd 
by otlıer nıolecules of matter, so that evcry 
organizcd lıeiııg is always itşelf, and yet 
something otlıer thanitsejf.

Further, \ve find upon closer investigatioıı 
# that thc two polcs of an antithesis, positive 

and negative, e. g., are as inscparable as they 
arc opposed, and that despite ali their oppo« 
sition. they mutually interpenetrate. And 
we find, in like manner, that cause and 
effect are conceptions \vhich only hold good 
in tlıeir application to individual cases; but 
as soon as we consider tlıe individual cases 
in their general connection with tlıe universe 
as a whole, they run into each other, and 
they become confounded when \ve contem- 
plate that universal action and reaction in 
which causes and effects are eternally chang> 
ing places, so that what is effect here and 
no\v will be cause there and then, and VİC4 
versâ.

Nonc of thcse processcs and modes of 
thought cntcrs into thc framework of meta- 
plıysical reasoııing. Dialectics, on the other 

I hand, comprehends things and their repre-
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,entations, ideas, in their essential connec- 
;ion, concatenation, motion, origin, and end- 
ing. Such processes as those mçntioned 
abovc arc, thercfore, so many corroborations 
of its own mcthod of proccdure.

Nature is the proof of dialectics, and it 
must be said for modern Science that it 
has furnished this proof witlı very rich 
materials increasing daily, and thus has 
shown that. in thc last resort, Nature works 
dialectically and not metaphysically; that \ /  
she does not move in the eternal oneness 
of a perpetually recurring circle, but goes \ J  
through a real historical evolution. In this 
connection Darwin must bc named bcforc 
ali others. He dealt thc mctaphysical con- 
ception of Nature the heaviest blow by his 
proof that ali organic beings, plants, ani- 
mals, and man h imself, arc thc products of 
a process of evolution goiııg on through 
millions of years. But the naturalists who 
have learned to think dialectically are fe\v 
and far betvveen, and this conflict of the 
results of discovery \vitlr preconceived 
modes of thinking explains the endless con- 
fusion now reigning in theoretical natural
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scicncc, the dcspair of teachers as well as 
learners, of authors and readers alike.

An oxact reprcscntation of the universe, 
)f its evolution, of the development of man- 

kind, and of the reflection of this evolution 
in the minds of men, can therefore only be 
obtained by the methods of dialcctics with 
its constant regard to the innumerable 
actions and reactions of life and dcath, of 
Progressive or retrogressive changes. And 
in this spiril the nevv Gennan philosophy 
has \vorked. Kant began his career by 
resolving the stable solar system of Newton 
and its etcrnal duration, after the famous 
initial impulse had önce bccn given, into 
the result of a historic process, the forma- 
tion of the sun and ali the planets out of 
a rotating nebulous mass. From this he at 
the same time drew the conclusion that, 
given this origin of the solar system, its 
future death followed of necessity. His 
theory half a century latcr was established 
mathematically by Laplace. and half a cen­
tury after that the spectroscope proved the 
existence in space of such incandescent



masses of gas in various stages of conden- 
sation.

This ncw German philosoplıy culminated 
in the Hegelian system. In this systern —  
and hcrcin is its great merit —  for the fırst 
time the wholc world, natural, lıistorical, 
intellectual, is represented as a process, i. e., 
as in constant motion, change, transforma- 
tion, dcvelopment; and the attempt is tnade 
to trace out the intemal connection that 
makes a continuous who!c of ali this move- 
ment and developmeııt. From this point 
of view the history of mankind no longerl 
appcared as a wild whirl of senseless deeds 
of violence, ali equally condcmnablc at the 
judgment seat of mature philosophic reason, 
and \vhich are l>est forgotten as qııickly as 
possible; but as the process of evolution, 
of man h imsel f. It was no w the task of 
the intellect to follovv the gradual march of 
this process through ali its devious ways, 
and to trace out tlıc inner la\v running 
through ali its apparently accidental phe- 
nometıa.

That the Hegelian system did not solve
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the problem it propounded is here imma- 
terial. Its epoch-making merit was that it 
propouneled the problem. Tlıis problem is 
one that no single individual will ever be 
able to solve. Although Hcgel \vas —  with 
Saint Simon — the most encycloptedic mind 
of his time, yet he was limited, first, by 
the necessarily limited extent of his ovvn 
knovvledge. and, second, by the limited ex- 
tent and (lepth of the knowledge and con- 
ceptions of his age. To these limits a third 
must be added. Hegel \vas an idealist. To 
him the thoughts within his brain \vere 
not the more or less abstract pictures of 
aetual things and processes, but, conversely, 
things and tlıeir evolution \vcre only the 
realized pictures of the “  Idea,”  existing 
somewhere from eternity before the world 
was. This way of thinking turned every- 
thing upside do\vn, and completely reversed 
the aetual connection of things in the >vorld. 
Correctly and ingeniously as many indi­
vidual groups of facts were grasped by 
Hegel. yet, for the reasons just given, there 
is much that is botehed, artificial, labored, 
in a word, wrong in point of detail. The



Hcgelian System, in itsel f, \vas a colossal 
miscarriage—  but it \vas also tlte last of, 
its kind. It was suflfering, in fact, from 
an intemal and incurable contradiction. 
Upon the one hand. its essential proposition 
was the conception that human history is 
a process of evolution, which, by its very 
nature, cannot find its intelleetual final term 
in the discovery of any so-called absolute 
truth. But. on the other hand. it laid daim 
to being the very essence of this absolute 
truth. A system of natural and historical 
knovvledge, embracing everythiııg, and final 
for ali time, is a contradiction to the funda- 
meııtal law of dialectic reasoning. This 
law, indeed, by no means exc!udes, but, on 
the contrary, ineludes the idea that the sys- 
tematic knovdedge of the external universe 
can make giant strides from age to age.

The perception of the fundamental con­
tradiction in German idealism led neces- 
sarily back to materialism, but nota bene, 
not to the simply metaphysical, exclusively 
mechanical materialism of the eighteenth 
century. Old materialism looked upon ali 
previous history as a erude heap of irration-
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ality and violence; modern materialism sees 
in İt the p r a g y  rvnlnİİnn nf hıım anity , 

and aims at discovering the laus thereof. 
With the French of the eighteenth century, 
and even with Hegel, the conception ob- 
tained of Nature as a vvhole, moving in 
narro\v circlcs, and forever immutable, with 
its cternal cclcstial bodics, as Ne\vton, and 
unalterablc organic specics, as Linnscus, 
taught. Modem materialism embraces the 
more rccent discoveries of natural Science, 
according to which Nature also has its his- 
tory in time, the celestial bodies, like the 
organic species that. under favorable con- 
ditions, people them, being born and perish- 
ing. And even if Nature, as a who1e. must 
stili be said to move in recurrent cycles, 
these cycles assume infinitely larger dimen- 
sions. In both aspects, modern materialism 
ıs essentially dialectiç. and no longer re- 
quircs the assistance of that şort of philoso- 
phy which, queen-like, pretended to rule 
the remaining mob of Sciences. As soon 
as each special Science is bound to make 
clear its position in the great totality of 
things and of our knowledge of things. a
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special Science dealing with this totality is 
supcrfltıous or unncccssary. That \vhich 
stili survives of ali earlier philosophy is 
the Science of thought and its laws — 
formal logic and dialcctics. Everytlıing 
else is subsumed in the positive Science of 
Nature and history.

Whilst, ho\vever, the revolution in the 
conception of Nature could only be made in 
proportion to the correspondiııg positive 
materials furnished by research. already 
much earlier certain historical facts had oc- 
curred which led to a decisive change in 
the conception of history. In 1831. the first 
vvorking-class rising took place in Lyons; 
between 1838 and 1842, the first national 
vvorking-class movement. that of the Eng- 
lish Chartists. reached its lıeight. The class 
struggle betvveen proletariat and bourgeoisie 
came to the front in the history of the most 
advanccd countrics in Europe. in proportion 
to the development, upon the one hand, of 
modern industry, upon the otlıer, of tlıe 
newly-acquired political supremacy of thej 
bourgeoisie. Facts more and more strenu- 
ously gave the lie to the teachings of bour-
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geois cconomy as to the identity of thc 
interests of Capital and labor, as to thc 
universal harmony and universal prosperity 
that would be the consequence of unbridled 
competition. AH these things could no 
longer be ignored, any more than the 
French and English Socialism, which was 
their theoretical, though very imperfect, ex- 
pression. But the old idealist conception 
of history, which was not yet dislodgcd, 
knew nothing of class struggles based upon 
economic interests, knew nothing of eco­
nomic interests; produetion and ali eco- 
nonıic relations apı>eared in it only as 
incidental, subordinate elements in the “  his­
tory of civilization.”

The new facts made imperative a new 
examination of ali past history. Then it 
was seen that ali past history, with the 
exception of its primitive stages, was the 
history of class struggles; that these war- 
ring elasses of society are always the prod- 
ucts of the modes of produetion and of 
exchange —  in a word, of the economic 
conditions of their time; that the economic 
strueture of society ahvays furnishes the



real basis, starting from which we can alone 
work out the ultimate explanation of the 
whole superstructurc of juridical and polit- 
ical institutions as wcll as of the religious, 
philosophical, and other ideas of a 
historical period. Hegel had freed 
from metaphysics —  hc had made it dialec- 
tic; but his conception of history was essen- 
tially idealistic. But now idealism was 
driven from its last rcfuge, the philosophy 
of history; now a matcrialistic treatment 
of history w as propounded, and a method 
found of explaining man’s “  kno\ving ”  by 
his “  being,”  instead of, as heretofore, his 
“  being ” by his “  knowing.”

From that time fonvard Socialism was 
no longer an accidental discovery of this or 
that ingenious brain. but the necessary out- 
come of the struggle betvrcen two histor- 
ically developed elasses —  the proletariat 
and the bourgeoisie. Its task was no longer 
to manufacture a system of society as perfect 
as possible, but to examiııe the historico- 
cconomic succession of events from which 
these elasses and their antagonism had of 
necessity sprung. and to discover in the
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economic conditions thus created thc means 
of ending the conflict. But the Socialism 
of carlier days was as incompatible with 
this materialistic conception as the concep- 
tion of Nature of the French materialists 
>vas with dialectics and modern natura! Sci­
ence. The Socialism of earlier days cer- 
tainly criticised the existing capitalistic 
mode of production and its consequences. 
But it could not exp!ain them. and, tlıere- 
fore, could not get thc mastery of them. It 
could only simply rcject them as bad. The 
more strongly this earlier Socialism de- 
nounccd the exp!oitation of the \vorl'ing- 
class, inevitable under Capitalism, the less 
able \vas it clearly to show in what this 
expIoitation consisted and ho\v it arosc. 
But for this it \vas nccessary —  ( i ) to 
present the capitalistic method of production 
in its historical connection and its inev- 
itableness during a particular historical 
period, and therefore, also, to present its 
inevitable downfall; and (2) to lay bare 
its csscntial character, which \vas stili a 
sccrct. This \vas done by the discovery of 
surplus-value. It \vas shown that the appro-



priatîon of unpaid labor is the basis of the 
capitalist mode of production and of the 
expIoitation of the worker that occurs under 
it; that cvcn if the capitalist buys the labor- 
povver of his laborer at its full value as a 
commodity on the market, he yet extracts 
more value from it than he paid for: and 
that in the ultimate analysis this surplus- 
value forms those sums of value from \vhich 
are heaped up the constantly increasing 
masscs of Capital in the hands of the pos- 
sessing classes. The genesis of capitalist 
production and the production of capital 
vvere both explained.

These t\vo great discoveries, the material- 
istic conccption of history and the revclation 
of the secret of capitalistic production 
through surplus-value, we o\ve to Marx. 
With these discoveries Socialisnı became a 
Science. The next thing was to work out 
ali its dctails and relations.
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III

The materialist conception of lıistory 
starts froın the proposition that the produc- 
tion of the means to support lıuman life 
and, next to production. the exchange of 
things produced, is the basis of ali social 
structure; that in every society that has ap- 
peared in history, the manner in which 
\vealth is distributed and society divided 
into classes or orders, is depcndent upon 
what is produced, lıovv it is produced, and 
ho\v the products are exclıanged. From 
this point of view the final causcs of ali 
social changcs and political revolutions are 
to be sought, not in men’s brains. not in 
man’s better insight into eternal truth and 
justice, but in changcs in the modes of pro­
duction and exchange. They are to be 

^  sought. not in the philosophy, but in the 
cconomics of each particular cpoch. The 
growing perccption that existing social in- 
stitutions are unreasonable and unjust, that



reason has become unreason, and right 
wrong, is only proof that in the mcxles ot 
production and exchange changes have 
silently takcn placc, with which the social 
ordcr, adaptcd to earlier econoınic condi- 
tions, is no longer in keeping. From this 
it also follows that the means of getting 
rid of the incoııgruities that have been 
brought to üght. must also be present, in 
a morc or less dcveloped condition, within 
the changed modes of production them- 
selves. These means a re not to be invented 
by deduction from fundamental principles, 
but are to be discovered in the stubborn 
facts of the existing systcm of production.

VVhat is, then, the position of modern 
Socialism in this connection ?

The present structure of society —  this is 
novv pretty generally conceded —  is the cre- 
ation of the ruling class of to-day, of the 
bourgeoisie. The ınode of production pecul- 
iar to the bourgeoisie. kno\vn, since Marx, 
as the capitalist mode of production, was 
incompatiblc with the feudal system, with 
the privileges it confcrred upon individuals. 
entire social ranks and local corporations.
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as well as with thc hcreditary tics of sub- 
ordination whiclı constitutcd thc framevvork 
of its social organization. The bourgeoisie 
broke ııp the feudal systcm and built upon 
its ruins the capitalist order of society. the 
kingdom of free competition, of personal 
liberty, of the cquality, bcfore the law, of 
ali commodity ovvncrs, of ali thc rest of the 
capitalist blessings. Thencefonvard the 
capitalist mode of production could develop 
in freedom. Since steam, machinery, and 
the making of tnachines by machinery trans- 
formed the older manufacture into modern 
industry, the pro<luctive forces evolved 
under the guidance of the bourgeoisie de- 
veloped \vith a rapidity and in a degree 
unheard of before. But just as the older 
manufacture, in its time, and handicraft, 
becoming more developed under its influ- 
ence. had comc into collision with the feudal 
trammcls of the guilds, so now modem in­
dustry, in its more completc development, 
comcs into collision with the bour.ds \vithin 
which the capitalistic mode of promıcîion 
holdr. it confined. The new productive 
forces have already outgrown the Capital-



»Stic modc of using tlıcm. And this conflict 
betwcen productivc forces and modes of pro- 
duction is not a conflict cngcndercd in the 
mind of man, like that betvveen original 
sin and divine justice. It exists, in fact, 
objcctively, outsidc us, independently of the 
will and actions cven of the men that have 
brought it on. Modem Socialism is noth- 
ing but the reflex, in thoııght, of this con­
flict in fact; its ideal reflection in the nıinds, 
first, of the dass directly suffering under it, 
the working-class.

Now, in what does this conflict consist?
Before capitalistic production, i. e., in the 

Middle Agcs, the system of petty industry 
obtained generally, based upon the private 
property of the laborers in their tncans of 
production; in the country, the agriculture 
of the small peasant, freeman or serf; in 
the tovvns, the handicrafts organized in 
guilds. The Instruments of labor —  land, 
agriculttıral implenıents, the workshop, the 
tool —  were the instruments of labor of 
single individuals, adapted for the use of 
one \vorker, and, therefore, of necessity, 
small, dwarfish, circumscribed. But, for
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this very reason they belonged, as a rule, to 
thc producer himself. To concentrate these 
scattered, limited means of production, to 
enlarge thcm, to tum thcm into the powcr- 
ful levers of production of thc prcscnt day 
— this \vas preciscly thc historic role of 
capitalist production and of its upholder, 
thc bourgeoisie. In the fourth seetion of 
“  Capital ”  Marx has explaitıed in detail, 
how since the fıfteentlı century this has 
bcen historically vvorked out through the 
three phases of simple co-operation. manu- 
facture, and modern industry. But thc 
bourgeoisie, as is also shovvn there, could 
not transform these puny means of pro­
duction into mighty produetive forccs, with- 
out transforming thcm. at thc same time, 
from means of pro<luction of thc individual 
into social means of production only worka- 
ble by a collectivity of men. The spinning- 
vvheel, the handloom, the blacksmith’s ham- 
nıer, were replaced by the spinning-machine. 
the povver-loom. the steam-hammer; the 
individual \vorkshop. by thc factory imply- 
ing the co-operation of hundreds and thou- 
sands of workmen. İn like manner, pro-



duction itself changed from a series of in- 
dividual into a series of social acts. and 
the products from individual to social prod­
ucts. The yarn, the cloth, the metal 
articles that now came out of the factory 
were the joint product of many workers 
through whosc hands tlıey had successively 
to pass before tlıey w ere ready. No one 
person could say of tlıem: “  I made that; 
this is my product.”

But wlıere, in a given socicty. the funda- 
mental form of production is that spon- 
taneous division of lahor \vhich creeps in 
gradually and not upon any preconceived 
plan, thcre tlıc products takc on the form of 
commoditics, whose mutual exchange, buy- 
ing and selling, enable the individual pro- 
ducers to satisfy their manifold wants. 
And this was the case in the Middle Ages. 
The peasant. e. g., sold to the artisan agri- 
cultural products and bough* from him the 
products of lıandicraft. Into this society 
of individual prodtıcers, of conımodity-pro- 
ducers, the new mode of production thrust 
itself. In the midst of the old division of 
labor, grown up spontaneously and upon
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no definite plan, which had govcrncd. the 
whole of society, now arose division of 
labor upon a definite plan, as organized in 
the factory; side by side with individual 
production appeared social production. The 
Products of both were sold in the same 
market, and, therefore, at prices at least 
approximately equal. But organization 
upon a definite plan was stronger than 
spontaneous division of labor. The fac- 
tories \vorking \vith the combined social 
forces of a collectivity of individuals pro- 
duced their commodities far more cheaply 
than the individual small producers. indi­
vidual production succumbcd in one de- 
partment aftcr another. Socialized produc­
tion revolutionized ali the old methods of 
production. But its revolutionary character 
was. at the same time, so little recogııized, 
that it was, on the contrary, introduced as 
a means of increasing and devcloping the 
production of commodities. When it arose, 
it found rcady-made, and made liberal use 
of. ecrtain machinery for the production 
and exclıange of commodities; merchants’ 
Capital, lıandicraft. \vage-labor. Socialized
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production thus introducing itsel f as a ne w 
form of the production of commodities, it 
was a matter of course that under it the old 
forms of appropriation remained in full 
swing, and were applied to its products as 
wcll

In the mediacval stage of evolution of the 
production of commodities, the qııestion as 
to the owner of thç product of lahor could 
not arise. The individual producer, as a 
rule, had, from raw material belonging to 
himself, and generally his own handi\vork, 
produced it with his own tools, by the labor 
of his own hands or of his family. There 
\vas no need for him to appropriate the new 
product. It bclongcd \vholly to him, as a 
matter of course. His property in the prod­
uct was, therefore, based upon his ourtı 
labor. Even vvhere external help was used, 
this was, as a rule, of little importance, and 
very generally was compensated by some- 
thing other than vvages. The apprentices 
and joumeymen of the guilds \vorked less 
for board and wages than for education. in 
order that they might become master crafts- 
men themselves.
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Thcn camc thc coııcentration of the 
means of production and of thc produccrs 
in large workshops and manufactories, their 
transformation into actual socialized means 
o f production and socialized producers. 
But the socialized producers and ıneans of 
production and their products were stili 
treated, after this change, just as they had 
been before,». e., as the means of production 
and the products o f individuals. Hithcrto, 
the owner of the Instruments o f labor had 
himself appropriated the product, because, 
as a rule, it was his own product and the 
assistance o f others was the exception. 
Now the owner of the instruments o f labor 
always appropriated to himself the product, 
although it \vas no longer his product but 
exclusively the product of the labor of 
others. Thus, the products now produced 
socially were not appropriated by those who 
had actually set in motion the means of pro­
duction and actually produced the commodi- 
ties, but by the capitalists. The means of 
production, and production itself, had be- 
come in essence socialized. But they were



subjected to a form of appropriation vvhich 
prcsupposcs the private production of indi- 
viduals, under which, thercfore, every one 
ovvns his own product and brings it to 
market. The mode of production is sub- 
jected to this form of appropriation. al- 
though it abolishes the conditions upon 
\vhich the latter rests.1

This contradiction. which gives to the 
ncvv mode of production its capitalistic 
character, contains the gem i o f the ıvhole 
o f the soctal antagonisms o f to-day. The 
greater the mastery obtained by the new 
mode of production över ali im|>ortant fields 
of production and in ali maııufacturing 
countries, the more it reduced individual 
production to an insignificant residııunı.
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1 It n  hırılly necessary in ılıi» connection to point uut. that, 
even i l  the form o f appropriation rctnaina the ume, the 
e h tro c ltr  o f  the appropriation is just as rauch rcvolutioniıcd 
as production is bjr the changes dcscribed ahove. İt  is, o f 
conrse, a very different mat ter »hetber I appropriate to my- 
self my own product or that o f a not her. Sote in passing 
that waee tabor, srhich contains the whole capitaliatie mode 
o f  production in embryo, is very ancient; in a sporadic. 
•catterrd form it esisted lor centuries atongsidc o f slave- 
labor. But the embryo could doly develop into the capital­
istic mode o f  production only w ben the necesury histurical 
precoodiıions had heen furnished.
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the more clcarly was brought out the m- 
compatibility of socialized production ıvith 
capiialistic appropriation.

The first capitalists found, as we lıave 
said, alongside of other form? of lahor, 
wage-labor ready-made for thcm on the 
market. But it \vas exccptional, comple- 
mentary. accessory, transitory wage-labor. 
The agricultural laborer, though, upon oc- 
casion, he hired himself out by the day, had 
a few acres of his o\vn land on vvlıich he 
eould at ali events live at a pinch. The 
guilds \vere so organized that the joumey- 
man of to-day becamc the master of to- 
morro\v. But ali this changed, as soon as 
the means of production became socialized 
and concentrated in the hands of capitalists. 
The means of production, as well as the 
product of the individual produccr becamc 
more and more worthlcss; there was noth- 
ing Ieft for him but to turn wagc-\vorker 
under the capitalist. Wage-labor, afore- 
time the exception and accessory, no w be­
came the rulc and basis of ali production; 
aforetime complementary, it now became 
the sole remaining function of the worker.



The wage-worker for a time became a 
wage-\vorker for life. The number of these 
permanent wage-workers was further enor- 
mously incrcascd by the breaking-up of the 
feudal system that occurred at the same 
time, by the disbanding of the retainers of 
the feudal lords, the eviction of the peas 
ants from their homesteads, ete. The sepa- 
ration was made complete betvveen the means 
of produetion concentrated in the hands of 
the capitalists on the one side, and the pro- 
ducers, possessing nothing but their labor- 
power, on the other. The contradiction be- 
tween socialized produetion and capitalistie 
appropriation mani fes t ed itself as the an- 
tagonism of proletariat and bourgeoisie. 1 

We have seen that the capitalistie mode 
of produetion thrust its way into a society 
c f  commodity-producers, of individual pro- 
ducers, whose social bond was the exchange 
of their produets. But every society, bascd 
upon the produetion of commodities, has 
this peculiarity: that the producers have lost 
control över their own social inter-relations. 
Each man produces for himself with such 
means of produetion as he may happen to
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havc, and for such exchange as hc may re~ 
quire to satisfy his remaining wants. No 
one knows how much of his particular 
article is coming on the market, nor how 
much of it will be wanted. No one knovvs 
whether his individual product will meet an 
actual demand, whether he will be able to 
make good his cost of production or even 
to seli his commodity at ali. Anarchy 
reigns in socialized production.

But the production of commodities, like 
every other form of production, has its 
peculiar inherent Iaws inseparable from it ; 
and these lavvs work, despite anarchy, in 
and through anarchy. They reveal them- 
selves in the only persistent form of social 
inter-relations, i. e., in exchange, and here 
they affect the individual producers as com- 
pulsory laws of compctition. They are, at 
first, unknown to these producers them- 
selves, and havc to be discovered by them 
gradually and as the result of experience. 
They work themselves out, therefore. inde- 
pendently of the producers, and in antag- 
onism to them, as inexorable natural laws



of their particular form of production. The 
product governs the producers.

In mediaeval society especially in the ear- 
lier centurics, production was essentially 
directed tovvards satisfying the wants of the 
individual. It satisfied, in the main, only 
the wants of the producer and his family. 
Where relations of personal dcpendence ex- 
isted, as in the country, it also helped to 
satisfy the wants of the feudal lord. In 
ali this there was, therefore, no cxchange; 
the produets, cotısequently, did not assume 
the character of commodities. The family 
of the peasant produced almost everything 
they wanted: clothes and furniture, as well 
as means of subsistence. Only when it be- 
gan to produce more than was sufficient 
to supply its own wants and the payments 
in kind to the feudal lord, only then did 
it also produce commodities. This surplus, 
thro\vn into socialized exchange and offered 
for sale, became commodities.

The artisans of the to\vns, it is true, had 
from the first to produce for exchange. 
But they, also, themselves supplied the
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greatest part of their own individual wants. 
They had gardens and plots of land. They 
tumed thcir cattle out into the communal 
forcst, which, also, yielded them timbcr and 
firing. The women spun flax, wool, and 
so forth. Production for the purpose of 
exchange, production of commodities. was 
only in its infancy. Hence, exchangc was 
restricted, the market narrovv, the methods 
of production stable; there was local ex- 
clusiveness vvithout, local unity \vithin; the 
mark 1 in the country, in the town, the 
guild.

But with the extension of the production 
of commodities, and especially with the in- 
troduetion of the capitalist mode of pro­
duction, the laws of commodity-production, 
hitherto latent, came into aetion more openly 
and vvith greater force. The old bonds 
were loosened, the old exclusive limits 
broken through, the producers were more 
and more tumed into independent, isolated 
producers of commodities. It became ap- 
parent that the production of society at 
large \vas ruled by absence of plan, by

1 S t t  A t f t n d i* .



accident, by anarchy; and this anarchy grew 
to greater and greater height. But the chief 
means by aid of which the Capital İst mode 
of production intensified this anarchy of 
socialized production, was the exact oppo- 
site of anarchy. It was the increasing organ- 
ization of production, upon a social basis, 
in cvery individual productive establish- 
ment. By this, the old, peaceful, stable 
condition of things was ended. Wherever 
this organization of production was intro- 
duced into a branch of industry, it brooked 
no other method of production by its side. 
The ficld of labor became a battle-ground. 
The great geographical discoveries, and the 
colonization following upon them, multi- 
plied markets and quickened the transfor- 
mation of lıandicraft into manufacture. The 
war did not simply break out between the 
individual producers of particular localities. 
The local struggles begat in tlıeir turn na- 
tional conflicts, the commercial \vars of the 
seventcenth and the eighteenth centuries.

Finally, modem industry and the opening 
of the world-market made the struggle uni- 
versal, and at the same time gave it an
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unheard-of virulence. Advantages in nat- 
ural or artificial conditions of production 
now decide thc cxistcncc or non-existence 
of individual capitalists, as well as of vvhole 
Industries and countries. He that falls is 
remorsefessly cast aside. It is the Dar- 
winian struggle of the individual for cx- 
istence transferred from Nature to society 
with intensified violence. The conditions 
of existence natural to the animal appear 
as the final term of human develooment. 
The contradiction between socialized pro­
duction and capitalistic appropriation now 
presents itself as an antagonism bekveen the 
organization of production in the individual 
urorkshop and the anarehy of production in 
society gencrally.

The capitalistic mode of production 
moves in these two forms of the antagonism 
immanent t® it from its very origin. It is 
never able to get out of that “  vicious 
circle.”  which Fourier had already discov- 
ered. What Fourier could not, indeed, 
see in his time is, that this circle is gradu- 
ally narrowing; that thc movement becomes 
more and more a spiral, and must come l ı
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an end, like the movement of the planets. 
by collision with the çenter. It is the com- 
pelling force of anarchy in the productioıı 
of society at large that more and more com- 
pletely tums the great majority of men into 
prolctarians; and it is the masses of the 
proletariat again who will fınally put an 
end to anarchy in production. It is the 
compelling force of anarchy in social pro­
duction that turns the limitless pcrfectibility 
of machinery under modem industry into 
a compulsory law by vvhich every individual 
industrial capitalist must perfect his machin­
ery more and more, under penalty of ruin.

But the perfeeting of machinery is the 
making human labor superfluous. I f  the 
introduetion and inerease of machinery 
means the displacement of millions of man- 
ual, by a fcw machine-workers, improve- 
ment in machinery means the displacement 
of more and more of the machine-workers 
themselves. It means, in the last instance, 
the production of a number of available 
\vage-workers in excess of the average neetls 
of capita!. the formation of a complete indus*
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trial reserve army, as I  called it in 1845,1 
available at the times when industry is 
vvorking at high prcssure, to be cast out 
upon the Street when the inevitable crash 
comes, a constant dead weight upon the 
limbs o f the vvorking-class in its struggle 
for existence with Capital, a regülatör for 
the keeping o f vvagcs down to the lo\v level 
that suits the intcrests o f Capital. Thus 
it comes about, to quote M arx, that ma- 
chinery bccomes the nıost powerful weapon 
in the war o f Capital against the vvorking- 
class; that the instruments of labor con- 
stantly tear the mcans o f  subsistence out 
of the hands of the laborer; that the very 
product of the worker is turned into an 
instrument for his subjugation. Thus it 
comes about that the economizing of the 
instruments o f labor becomes at the same 
time, from the outset, the most reckless 
vvaste of Iabor-power, and robbery based 
upon the normal conditions under vvhich 
labor functions; that machinery. “ the most 
povverful instrument for shortening Iabor-

* * T h »  C otıd iiion o f  tkc \V o rk in g -C U »  in  E n g U n d  "  (Son - 
ncnıcbcin t  Co ). p. 84.



time, becomes the most unfailing nıeans 
for placing every moment of the laborer’s 
time and that o f his family at the disposal 
of the capitalist for the purpose of expand- 
ing the value o f his Capital”  ("C a p ita l,” 
American edition, p. 445). Thus it comes 
«bout that over-vvork of some becomes the 
preliminary condition for the idleness of 
others, and that modern industry, vvlıich 
hunts after new consumers över the \vhole 
\vorld, forces the consumption of the masses 
at homc down to a starvation minimum, and 
in doing thus destroys its own homc market. 
"  The law that alvvays equilibrates the rela- 
tive surplus population, or industrial re- 
serve army, to the extent and energy of 
accumulation, this law rivets the laborer 
to Capital more firmly than the vvcdges of 
Vulcan did Prometlıeus to the rock. It 
cstablishes an accumulation of misery, cor- 
Tesponding with accumulation of capital. 
Accumulation of wealth at one pole is, 
therefore, at the same time, accumulation of 
misery. agony of toil, slavery, ignorance, 
brutality, mental degradation, at the oppo- 
site pole, i. e., on the side of the elass that
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prodııces its own product in the form of 
C a p i t a l (Marx* “ Capital”  Vol. I [Kerr 
& Co.]. p. 709.) And to expect any other 
division of thc products from thc capitalistic 
modc of production is the same as expccting 
thc electrodes of a battery not to decomposc 
acidulated water, not to liberate oxygen at 
the positive, hydrogen at the negative pole, 
so long as they are connected with the bat­
tery.

We have seen that the ever-inereasing 
perfectibility of modern machinery is, by 
the anarehy of social production, turned 
into a compulsory law that forces the in- 
dividual industrial capitalist al\vays to im- 
prove his machinery always to inerease 
its produetive force. The bare possibil- 
ity of extending the field of production 
is transformed for him into a similar 
compulsory law. The enormous expan- 
sive force of modern industry, compared 
with which that of gases is mere child's 
play. appears to us now as a necessity 
for expansion, both qualitative and quanti- 
tativc, that laughs at ali rcsistancc. Such 
resistance is offered by consumption, by

1 1 4



sales, by the markets for t he products of 
modem industry. But the capacity for ex- 
tension, extcnsive and inteıısive, of the 
markets is primarily governed by quite dif- 
ferent laws, that work much less energet- 
ically. The extension of the markets can 
not keep pace with the extension of produc- 
tion. The collision bccomes inevitable, and 
as this cannot produce any real solution 
so long as it does not break in pieces the 
capitalist mode of production, the collisions 
become periodic. Capitalist production has 
begotten another “  vicious circle.”

As a matter of fact, since 1825, when the 
first general crisis broke out, the whole 
industrial and commercial world, produc­
tion and exchange among ali civilized peo- 
ples and their more or less barbaric hangers- 
on, are thro\vn out of joint about önce 
every ten years. Commerce is at a stand- 
still, the markets are glutted, products ac- 
cumulate, as multitudinous as tlıey are un- 
saleable, hard cash disappears, credit van- 
ishes, factories are closed, the mass of the 
workers are in want of the means of sub- 
sistence, because tlıey have produced too
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much of the means of subsistence; bank- 
ruptcy fol!ows upon bankruptcy. execution 
upon execution. The stagııation lasts for 
years; productive forces and products are 
wasted and destroyed who1esale. until the 
accumulated mass of commodities finally 
filter off, more or less depreciated in value. 
until production and exchange graclually 
begin to move again. Little by little the 
pace quickens. It bccomes a trot. The in- 
dustrial trot breaks into a cantcr, the canter 
in turn grows into the headlong gallop of 
a perfect steeplechase of industry, commer- 
cial crcdit, and speculation, \vhich finally. 
after breaktıeck leaps, ends where it began 
—  in the ditch of a crisis. And so över 
and över again. We have now, since thc 
year 1825, göne through this five times. and 
at the present moment (18 77) we are going 
through it for the sixth time. And the 
character of tlıese crises is so dearly <lefined 
that Fourier hit ali of them off. \vhen he 
describcd the first as “ erişe plithorique,”  
a crisis from plethora.

Tn these crises, the contradiction between 
socialized production and capitalist appro-



priation cnds in a violent explosion. The 
circulation of commodities is, for the time 
being, stopped. Money, the rneans of cir­
culation, becomes a hindrance to circulation. 
AH the la\vs of production and circulation 
of commodities are turned upside down. 
The economic collision has reached its apo- 
gee. The mode of production is in rebcllion 
against the mode of exchange.

The fact that the socialized organization 
of production vvitlıin the factory has devel- 
oped so far that it has become incompatible 
with the anarchy of production in society, 
which exists side by side with and dom- 
inates it, is brought home to the capitalists 
themselves by the violent concentration of 
Capital that occurs during crises. through 
the ruin of many large, and a stili greater 
number of small, capitalists. The \vhole 
mechanism of the capitalist mode of pro­
duction breaks down undcr the prcssure 
of the productive forces, its own creations. 
İt is no longer able to turn ali this mass 
of means of production into Capital. They 
lie fallow, and for that very reason the 
industrial reserve army must also lie fal-
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low. Mcans of production, means of sub- 
sistencc, available laborers, ali the elcments 
of production and of general wealth, arc 
present in abundance. But “  abundance be- 
comes the source of distress and want ”  
(Fourier), because it is the very thing tlıat 
prevents the transformation of the means 
of production and subsistence into Capital. 
For in capitalistic society the means of pro­
duction can only function when they ha ve 
undergone a preliminary transformation 
into Capital, into the means of exploiting 
human labor-povver. The necessity of this 
transformation into Capital of the means of 
production and subsistence stands like a 
ghost betvveen thcsc and the workers. It 
alone prevents the coming togcther of the 
material and personal levers of production; 
it alone forbids the means of production to 
function, the workers to work and live. 
On the one hand, therefore, the capitalistic 
mode of production stands convicted of its 
own incapacity to further direct these pro- 
ductive forces. On the ot her, these pro- 
ductive forces themselves, with increasing 
energy, press forward to the removal of the



existing contradiction, to the abolition of 
their quality as Capital, to the practical rec- 
ognition o f their character as social pro- 
ductive forces.

This rebellion of thc productive forces, 
as thcy grow more and more powerful, 
against their quality as capital this stronger 
and stronger command that their social 
character shall be recognized, forces the 
capitalist class itself to treat them more and 
more as social productive forces, so far 
as this is possible under capitalist condi- 
tions. The period of industrial high pres- 
sure, with its unbounded inflation of credit, 
not less than the crash itself, by the collapse 
of great capitalist establishments, tends to 
bring about that form of the socialization 
of great masses of means of production, 
which we meet with in the different kinds of 
joint-stock companies. Many of these 
means of production and of distribution are, 
from the outset, so colossal, that, like the 
railroads, they exclude ali other forms of 
capitalistic exploitation. At a further stage 
of evolution this form also becomes insuffi- 
dent. The producers on a large scale in a
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particular branch of industry in a particular 
country uııitc in a “  Trust,”  a union for the 
purpose of regulating produetion. They 
determine the total amount to be produced, 
parcel it out among themselves, and thus 
enforce the selling price fixed beforehand. 
But trusts of this kind, as soon as business 
becomes bad, are generally liable to break 
up, and, on this very account, compel a 
yet greater concentration of association. 
The whole o f the particular industry is 
tumcd into one gigantic joint-stock com- 
pany; internal competition gives place to 
the internal monopoly of this one company. 
This has happened in 1890 w itli the English 
alkali produetion, which is novv, after the 
fusion o f 48 large works, in the hands of 
one company, conducted upon a single plan, 
and with a Capital of £6,000,000.

In the trusts, freedom of competition 
changes into its very opposite —  into monop­
o ly ; and the produetion without any def- 
inite plan of capitalistic society capitulates 
to the produetion upon a dsfinite plan of 
the invading socialistic society. Certainly 
this is so far stili to the benefıt and ad-



U T O P IA N  A N D  S C IE N T IF IC 121

vantage of the capitalists. But in this case 
the exp!oitation is so palpable that it must 
break down. No nation will put up with 
production conducted by trusts, \vith so 
barefaced an exploitation of the community 
by a small band of dividend-mongcrs.

In any case, with trusts or \vithout, the 
official rcprescntative o f capitalist society 
—  the State —  will ultimately have to 
undertake the direction of production.1 
This necessity for conversion into State- 
property is fclt first in the great institutions 
for intercourse and communication —  the 
postofhce, the telegraphs, the railvvays.

I f  the crisis demonstrate the incapacity of 
the bourgeoisie for managing any Ionger

* I say  “  h a re  to ."  F o r o n ly  when the raeans o f  produc- 
tıon and  d iıtrib u t on have actu ally  ou t*row n  the form  o f 
raanagrm ent hjr jo ın t-ıloek  com panics, and *>hen, thercTore. 
the tak in * them ö re r  by the S ta te  has btcom c eeonom ıcally  
in evltable, on ly then —  evet» i f  it  is  the S tate  o f  to-day that 
e ffects th is —  is there an cconoreic advance. the atıatnm rnt o f 
anotber step preüratnary to the tak ın* ö ver o f  a li p roductire 
fo rte *  by so rirty  itse lf. Hut o f  late, since Bism arek «rent in 
fo r  State-ow ncrship  o f in du ttria l establithraent*. a  kind o f 
spurlous Socialism  has arisen . degen eratin g, n o *  and again. 
into something o f flunkeyism . that » ith ou t more ado declarca 
ali State-ow nership. ev  en o f  the B ism arekian  şo rt, to be 
tocislistic- C erta in ly , i f  the tak in g  ö ver by the S ta te  o f  the 
tobacco in du stry  ia aoehliatic . then Napoleon and M ettem kh  
m ust be num tıered am ong tbe foundera o f  SociaUam. I f  the
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modern productive forces, the transforma- 
tion of the great establishments for produc- 
tion and distribution into joint-stock com- 
panies. trusts, and State property, show 
how unnecessary the bourgeoisie are for 
that purpose. A li the social functions of 
the capitalist are no\v pcrformcd by salaried 
employees. The capitalist has no further 
social function tlıan that of pocketing divi- 
dends, tearing off coupons, and gambling 
on the Stock Exchange. where the dilîerent 
capitalists despoil one another of their Capi­
tal. At first the capitalistic mode of pro- 
duction forces out the workers. Now it 
forces out the capitalists, and reduces them, 
just as it reduced the \vorkers, to the ranks 
o f the surplus population, although not im-

R elgian S ta te , fo r  quite o rd ın ary  p o litk a l and finan cial rea- 
•on s, it se lf  constnacıed ita ch ie f r a i l» a y  lin ea ; i f  D um arck, 
not under an y econom k com pulaion, took ö ver fo r  the State 
t be ch ie f P ru tsian  lin et, aım ply to be the bettcr ab lc to 
have them in  hand İn caae o f  «rar, to  b rin g  up the railvray 
em ployee» aa  votıng  cattle  fo r  the G overnm ent, and  espe- 
cialljr to create fo r  him aclf a  nevr aotıree o f  incorae inde 
pendent o f  p a rlia ın rn tary  votea —  th b  wa», in no sen te, a 
socialistic m eaaure. d irectly  or in dıreetly, eonaeioualy or un- 
conackm aly. O tb c rv iae . the R oyaJ M aritirae Companjr. the 
Rojral porcelain m an u factu re . and  even the regim ental ta ilo r 
o f  the arm y «rould a lto  be aociaiiatic inatltutiont, or even. 
aa waa serio u tly  propoıed by a  aly dog in  P red erick  VVilliaaa 
I l l . ’a  reign , the tak in g  ö ver by the S tate  o f  the brothelg.



mediately into those of the industrial reserve 
army.

But the transformation, either into joint- 
stock companies and trusts, or into State- 
ownership does not do away with the capi- 
talistic nature of the productive forces. In 
the joint-stock companies and trusts this is 
obvious. And the modern State, again, is 
only the organization tlıat bourgeois society 
takes on in order to support the external 
conditions of the capitalist mode of pro- 
duction against the encroachments, as well 
of the workers as of individual capitalists. 
The modern State, no matter what its form, 
is essentially a capitalist machine, the State 
of the capitalists, the ideal personification 
o f the total national Capital. The more it 
proceeds to the taking över o f productive 
forces, the more does it actually becorne the 
national capitalist, the more citizens does it 
exploit. The vvorkcrs remain wage-work- 
ers —  prolctarians. The capitalist relatioıı 
is not done away with. It is ratlıer brought 
to a head. But, brought to a head, it top- 
ples över. State-ownership of the produc­
tive forces is not the solution of the conflict,
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but concealed within it are the technical 
conditions that form the elements of that 
solut ion.

This solution can only consist in the prac- 
tical recognition of the social nature of the 
modern forces of production, and there- 
fore in the harmonizing the modes of pro­
duction, appropriation, and exchange with 
the socialized character of the means of 
production. And this can only come about 
by socicty openly and directly taking pos- 
session of the productive forces which have 
outgrovvn ali control except that of society 
as a whole. The social character of the 
means of production and of the products to- 
day rcacts against the producers, period- 

Jcally  djsrupts ali production and exchange, 
acts only, likc_.a ,law of Nature working 
blindly, forcibly, destructively. But wıth 
the taking över by society of the produc­
tive forces, the social character of the means 
of production and of the products vvill be 
utilized by the producers with a perfect un- 
derstanding of its nature, and instead of be- 
ing a source o f disturbance and pcriodical



collapsc, wiU becomc thc most powcrful 
iever of production itsel f.

Active social forces work exactly like 
natural forces: blindly, forcibly, destruc- 
tively, so long as \ve do not understand, and 
reckon with, them. But when önce we un­
derstand thcm, when önce we grasp their 
action, their direction, their effects, it de- 
pends only upon ourselves to subject them 
more and morc to our own yJIC and by 
means of them to reach our own ends. And 
tfiîs lıolds quite especially of the mighty 
produetive forces of to-day. As long as we 
obstinately refuse to understand the nature 
and the character of these social means of 
action —  and this understanding goes 
against the grain of the capitalist mode of 
production and its defenders —  so long 
these forces are at work in spite of us, in 
opposition to us, so long they master us, 
as we have shovvn above in detail.

But when önce their nature is under- 
stood, they can, in the hands of the pro- 
ducers working together, bc transformed 
from master demons into willing servants.
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The diflerence is as that betvveen the de- 
structive force of electricity in the lightning 
of the storm, and electricity under command 
in the telegraph and the voltaic arc; the dif- 
ference between a conflagration, and fire 
working in the service of man. With this 
recognition at last of the real nature of the 
productive forces of to-day, the social anar- 
çhy of production gives place to a social 
regulation of production upon a definite 
plan, according to the needs of the com- 
munity and of each individual. Then the 
capitalist mode of appropriation, in which 
the product enslaves first the producer and 
then the appropriator, is replaced by the 
mode of appropriation of the products that 
is based upon the nature of the modern 
means of production; upon the one hand, 
direct social appropriation, as means to the 
maintenance and extension of production —  
on the other, direct individual appropriation, 
as means of subsistence and of enjoyment.

Whilst the capitalist mode of production 
more and more completely transforms the 
great majority of the population into prole- 
tarians, it creatcs. the power which, under
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oenalty of its own destruction, is forccd to 
accomplish this revolution. \Vhilst it forces 
on more and more the transformation of 
the vast means of production, alrcady so- 
cialized, into State property, it slıovvs itself 
thc way to acçpmplishing this revolution. 
The proletariat setse s political penver and 
turns the means of produetion into State 
property.

But in doing this,-it abolishes itself. as 
proletariat, abolishes ali. elass distinetions 
and. elass antagonisms, abolishes also the 
State as S tate .̂ Society thus far. based 
upon elass antagonisms, had need of the 
State. That is, of an organization of the 
particular elass which was pro tempore the 
exploiting elass, an organization for the pur- 
pose of preventing any interference from 
without \vith the existing conditions of pro­
duetion, and thereforc, especially, for the 
purpose of forcibly keeping the exploited 
elasses in the condition of oppression cor- 
responding with the given mode of produe­
tion (slavery, serfdom, wage-labor). The 
State w as the orfkial representative of so- 
ciety as a whole ; the gathering of it together
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into a visiblc embodiment But ıt vvas this 
only in so far as it was the State of that 
class which itself represented, for the time 
being, society as a whole; in ancient times, 
the State of slave-owning citizens; in the 
middle ages, the feudal lords; in our own 
time, the bourgeoisie. When at last it be- 
comes the real representatixe_of the whole 
of society, it renders itself unneçessary.V As 
soon as t here is no longer any social cfass 
to be held in subjection; as soon as class 
rule, and the individual struggle for exis- 
tence based upon our present anarchy in 
production, with the collisions and exeesses 
arising from these, are removed, nothing 
more remains to be repressed, and a spccial 
repressive Jorce, a State, is no longer 
necessary. The first act by virtue of vvhich 
the State ı*6ally constitutes itself the repre- 
sentative of the whole of society —  the tak- 
ing posscssion of the means of production 
in the name of society —  this is, at the same 
time, its last independent act as a State. 
State intcrference in social relations be- 
comes, in one domain after another. super- 
fluous, and then dies out of itself; the gov-



emment of pcrsons is replaced by the ad- 
ministration of things, and by the conduct 
ot processes of production. Xhe_ State, is
not “  abolished,”_i t  dies out. This gives
the measure of the value of the plırase '* a 
free Stgtet”  both as to its justifiable use at 
timcs by agitators, and as to its ultimate 
scientifıc insufticiency; and also of the de- 
mands of the so-called anarchists for the 
abolition of the State out of hand.

Since the historical appearance of the 
capitalist mode of production, the appropria- 
tion by socicty of ali the means of production 
has often becn dreanıcd of, more or less 
vaguely, by individuals, as well as by sects. 
as the ideal of the future. But it could be- 
come possible, could become a historical 
nccessity, only whcn the actual conditions 
for its realization wcrc thcre. Like every 
other social advance, it becomes practicable. 
not by men understanding that the existence 
of classes is in contradiction to justice. 
equality, ete., not by the mere willingness 
to abolish these classes, but by virttıe of cer- 
tain new economic conditions. The sepa> 
raıion of society into an exploiting and an

UTOPIAN AND SCIENTIFIC 129



130 S0C1AL1SM

exploited class, a ruling and an oppressed 
class, was thc nccessary consequencc of 
the deficient and rcstricted devclopmcnt of 
production in formcr times. So long as the 
total social lahor only yields a produce which 
but slightly exceeds that barely necessary 
for the existence of ali; so long, therefore, 
as labor engages ali or almost ali the time 
of the great majority of the members of 
society —  so long, of necessity, this society 
is divided into elasses. Side by side with 
the great majority, exclusive!y bond slaves 
to labor, arises a class freed from directly 
produetive labor, vvhich looks after the gen­
eral affairs of society; the direetion of labor, 
State business, law, Science, art, ete. Q t  is, 
therefore, the law of division of labor that 
lies at the basis of the division into elasses. 
But this does not prevent this division into 
elasses from being carried out by means of 
violence and robbcry, trickery and fraud. 
It does not prevent the ruling class, oııce 
having thc upper lıand, from consolidating 
its power at thc expensc of the working- 
ciass, from tuming their. social leadership



into an intcnsified exploitation of thc 
ma s ses.

But if, upon this shovving, division into 
classes has a certain historical justification, 
it has this only for a given period, only 
under given social conditions. It was based 
upon the insufficiency of production. It will 
l>e swept away by the complete development 
of modern productive forces.  ̂.And, in fact, 
the abolition of classes in society presup- 
poses^a degree ~ol Historical evolution, at 
vvhich the exjstence, not simply of this or 
that particular ruling class, but of any rul- 
ing class at ali, and, therefore, the existence 
of class distinction itself has become an ob- 
solete anacHrömsmT irpresupposesTThere- 
fore. the development of production carricd 
out to a degree at vvhich appropriation of 
the means of production and of the products, 
and, with this, of political domination, of 
the monopoly of culture, and of intellectual 
leadcrslıip by a particular class of society, 
has become not only superfluous, but eco- 
nomically. politically, intellectually a hin- 
drance to development.
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This point is no w reached. Thcir politi- 
cal and intellectual bankruptcy is scarcciy 
any longer a secret to thc bourgeoisie them- 
selves. Thcir cconomic bankruptcy recurs 
regıılarly every ten ycars. In every crisis, 
society is suffocated beneath thc vveight of 
its own produetive forccs and produets, 
which it cannot use, and stands helpless. face 
to face with thc absürd contradiction that 
the producers havc nothing to consuırıc. bc- 
cause consumers are wanting. The expan- 
sive force of the means o f produetion bursts 
the bonds that the capitalist mode of produe­
tion had imposed upon them. Their deliv- 
erance from these bonds is the one precondi- 
tion for an unbroken, constantly-accelerated 
development o f the produetive forces, and 
therevvith for a practically unlimited in- 
crease o f produetion itself. Nor is this ali. 
The socialized appropriation o f the means 
o f produetion does a\vay, not only with the 
present artificial restrictions upon ptoduc- 
tion. but also with the positive waste and 
devastation o f produetive forces and prod­
uets that are at the present time the inevita- 
ble eoncomitants o f produetion, and that

*3*
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reach their height in thc criscs. Further, it 
sets free for thc community at largc a mass 
o f means of production and of products, by 
doing a\vay with the senseless extravagance 
o f the ruling classcs of to-day, and their po- 
litical representatives. The possibility of se- 
curing for every member of society, by 
means of socialized production, an existence 
not only fully sufficient materially, and be- 
Corning day by day more full, but an exis-( 
tence guarantecing to ali the free develop- 
ment and exercise of their physical and men- 
tal faculties —  this possibility is no\v for the 
first time here, but it ».f here.1

With the seizing of thc means of produc­
tion by society, production of commodities 
is done aw ay with, and, simultaneoıısly, the

* A  f f *  figüre* majr şerre to g ire  an spproximatc idca ot 
the etıormous expanxive force o f the modem means ot pro­
duction. eren under capitalist pressure. According to Mr. 
Giffen. the tota! wealth o f G ıcat Britain and Ireland 
amounted, in round numbera. in

1814 to £1,100,000,000.
1865 to £6.100.000,000.
1875 to £8.500.000,000.

A s an instance o f the sq uan dcrin g  o f  means o f produetios 
and o f Products d u rin g  a  eritiş, the total loss in the Germaa 
ıron industry alone, in the erisia o f  >873-78, w ı s  giren at «bo 
second German Industrial Congress (Berlin , February s ı .  
1878) as £ a a ,750,000.
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mastery of the product över tht prodmeı 
Anarchy in social production is repbced bj 
systematic, definite organization. Th«

. struggle for individual existence disappears. 
Then for the first time, man, in a cerfâuT 
sen.se. iş fınally marked oflf from the rest of 
the animal kingdom, and emerges from nıere 
animal conditions of existence into really 
human_pneş^ The whole sphere of the con­
ditions of life which environ man, and which 
have hitherto ruled man, now comes under 
the dominion and control of man, who for 
the first time becomes the real, conscious 
lord of Nature, because he has no\v become 
master of his own social organization. The 
laws of his o\vn social action, hitherto 
standing face to face with man as laws of 
Nature foreign to, and dominating, him, 
will then be used \vith full understanding, 
and so mastered by him. M an* s own social 

b/ prganization, hitherto confronting him as 
a  ncccssity imposed by Nature and history,’  
now bccomes the result of his own free ac­
tion. The extraneous objective forces that̂  
have hitherto governecTlustÖfv7~^ass untler



the control of man himself. Only from that 
time will man himself, more and more 
consciously, make his own history —  only 
from that time will the social causes set in 
movement by him have, in the main and in 
a constantly growing measure, the results 
intended by him. It is the ascent of man 
from the kingdom of necessity to the king- 
dom of freedom.

Let us briefly sum up our sketeh of his- 
torical evolution. I.

I. Medûeval Society.—  Individual pro- 
duetion on a small scale. Means of pro- 
duetion adapted for individual use; hence 
primitive, ungainly, petty, d\varfed in ac- 
tion. Production for imınediate consump- 
tion, either of the producer himself or of 
his feudal lord. Only where an excess of 
production över this consumption occurs is 
such excess offered for sale, enters into ex- 
change. Production of commodities, there- 
fore, only in its infaney. But already it 
contains within itself, in embryo, onarehy 
in the production of society at large.
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II. Cafritalist Revolution.—  Transforma- 
tion of industry, at first by means of simple 
co-opcration and manufacture. Concentra- 
tion of the means of production, hitherto 
scattered, into great vvorkshops. As a con« 
sequence, their transformation from individ- 
ual to social means of production —  a trans­
formation vvhich does not, on the who!e, af- 
fect the form of exchange. The old forms 
of appropriation remain in force. The cap- 
italist appears. In his capacity as owner of 
the means of production, he also appropri- 
ates the produets and turns them into com- 
modities. Production has become a social 
act. Exchange and appropriation continue 
to be individual acts, the acts of individuals. 
The social produet is appropriated by the 
individual capitalist. Fundamental contra- 
diction, uhence arise ali the contradictions 
in which our present day society moves, and 
\vhich modern industry brings to light.

A. Severance of the producer from the 
means of production. Condcmnation of the 
\vorker to wage-labor for life. Antagonism 
bettveen the preletariat and the bourgeoisie.

130



B. Gro\ving prcdominance and increasing 
effectiveness of thc laws govcrning the pro- 
duction of commodities. Unbridled compe- 
tition. Contradiction betice en socialized or­
ga nisa t ion in the individual factory and so- 
cial anarchy in production as a ıvhole.

C. On the one hand, perfecting of machin- 
cry, made by competition compulsory for 
each individual manufacturer, and comple- 
mented by a constantly grovving displace- 
ment of laborers. Industrial reserve-army. 
On the other hand. unlimited extension of 
production, also compulsory under compe­
tition, for every manufacturer. On both 
sides, unheard of development of productive 
forces, excess of supply över demand, over- 
production, glutting of the markets, crises 
every ten years, the vicious circle: excess 
here, of means of production and products 
—  excess there, of laborers, vvithout employ- 
ment and \vithout means of existence. But 
these tvvo levers of production and of social 
well-being are unable to \vork together, be- 
eause the capitalist form of production 
prevents the productive forces from vvorking
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and tlıe products from circulating, unlcss 
they are first tumed into Capital —  wluth 
their very superabıındance prevents. The 
contradiction has grown into an absurdity. 
The tnode of produetion rises in rebellion 
against the form o f exchange. The bour- 
geoisie are convicted of incapacity further 
tc manage their own social produetive 
îorces.

D. Partial recognition of the social char- 
aeter of the produetive forces forced upon 
the capitalists themselves. Taking över of 
the great institutions for produetion and 
communication, first by joint-stock compan- 
ics. later on by trusts, then by the State. 
The bourgcoisie demonstrated to bc a super- 
fluous elass. Ali its social funetions are 
now performed by salaried employees.

U I. Proletarian Revolution.—  Solution 
o f the contradictionsT The protetariat 
seizes the public power, and by meâns of 
this transforms the socralized tneans of pro­
duetion, slipping from the hands of the bour- 
geoisie, into public oroperty. By_this ack
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the proletariat frccs thc mcans of produc- 
tiori~Irönrthe~character of Capital tHey~K2vc 
thus fa7 ~Tx>rne~ and~gîves thelr socialized 
characteT compteîe freertom tu vvork itse l t 
out. Socialized production- ûpöiTVprede- 
termined pîan becomes lıenceforth ~possibie. 
The development of production makes the 
existence of different classcs of socîety 
thenccforth an anachronism. In proportion 
as”aharchy in social production vanishes, the 
political authority of the State dies out. 
Man. at last the master of his own form of 
social orgariîzafîorfr~Becorhes at the same 
time the lord över Nature, his own master 
—  free.

To accomplish this act of universal eman- 
cipation is the historicaf nıisşion of the mod­
ern proletariat. To thoroughly comprehend 
the historical conditions and thus the very 
nature of this act, to impart to the now op- 
pressed proletarian class a full knowledge 
of the conditions and of the meaning of the 
momentous act it is called upon to accom­
plish. this is the task of the theoretical ex- 
pression of the proletarian movement, scien- 
tific Socialism.



CAPITAL
A  C ritiq u e  o f P o litic a l E conom y  

By Kari M arx
Thia work i» beyond compariaon the greateat o f ali 

Socialiat booka. It ia a acientific analyaia o f the aocietjr in 
which we live, »hovring the preciae method by which the 
capitaliata grow rich at the ezpenae of the wage-workera.

VO LÜ M E I. entitled "T h e  Proceaa o f Capitaliat Produc- 
don ," ia practically complete in itaelf. İt ezplaina the thing 
which, up to the time that Marz came on the acene, had 
confused ali the economista, namely, Surplua Value. İt ez> 
plaina ezactly how the capitaliat eztracta hia profil». Thia 
volüme might be called the keyatone of the Socialiat arch. 
669 pagea, $2.50.

VOLÜM E II, ‘.'The Proceaa o f Circulation o f Capital," 
ezplaina the part that the merchant and the banker play in 
the preaent »yatem, and the lawa that govern aocial Capital. 
Unravela knota in which previoua writera had become en- 
tangled. 616 pagea, $2.50.

VOLÜM E III, in aome reapecta the moat intereating of ali, 
treata of "T h e  Proceea o f Capitaliat Production aa a Whole.”  
Predicta the Riae of Truata and makea clear the Cauae of 
Panica and Induatrial Criaea. Showa how the amali capitaliat ia 
awallowed. Ezplaina for ali time the aubjecta o f Land, Rant 
and Farming. 1,048 pagea, $2.50.

The complete work aella for $7.S0, and containa oveı 
2.500 Iarge pagea. in three handaome volüme», bound in 
cloth and atamped in gold. An y capitaliat publiahing houae 
would charge at leaat double our price. Oura ia a aocialiat 
co'operative houae. owned by three thouaand comradea who 
ezpect no dividenda but have aubacribed for aharea to make 
posaible the circulation of the beat aocialiat literatüre at the 
lovreat poaaible pricea. Aak for catalog.
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The Ancient Lowl
A  History of the Ancient Working People From the 

Times lo the Adoption o f Christianity by Constantine

By C. Osborne Ward. Cloth, two volumes, 690 and 
pages. Each $2.50. Either volüme sold separately.

Before written history began, society was already div 
into exploiting and exploited classes, master and slave, 
and subject, ruler and ruled. And from the hrst the n 
class has written the histories, written them in accordance 
its own interests and from its own point of view.

To  arrive at the real story of the life o f the oppre 
classes in ancient times w as a task of almost incredible * 
culties. T o  this work Osborne Ward gave a lif etime of 
gent research, and his discoveries are embodied in the 
volumes entitled The Ancient Lowly. He has gatherec 
gether into a connected narrative practically everything 
taining to his subject in the published literatüre of Greece 
Rome, incloding in his inquiry many rare works only b 
consulted in the great European libraries. But he did not 
here. Many of the most important records of the an* 
labor unions are preserved only in the form of stone ta’ 
that have withstood the destructive forces of the centT 
and the author traveled on foot many hundreds of r 
around the Mediterranean Sea, deciphering these inscript

Perhaps the most startling of his conclusions is 
Christianity w as originally a movement of organized lı 
The persecution o f the early Christians is shown to have a 
from ti.e age-long class struggle between exploiters anc 
ploited. And the most dangerous thing about the book 1 
the capitalist view-point is that the author does not m- 
make assertions; **- nroves them.
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