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Foreword

At the request of the Educational Committee of our
party at Hremen I gave a lecture on Karl Marx in that city
on December 17th of the preceding year. Some of the
Bremen Comrades who had heard this lecture urged me to
Issue it in pamphlet form, since it was calculated, in their
opinion, (o correct widespread errors concerning the mean-
ing of Marxism and the achievement of Marx. Herewith
1 comply with this Invithtion, without, however, limiting
myself to a mere reproduction of that lecture. 1 have en-
larged it at differnt points for publication, particularly in
its first part.

It f5 not a culogy on Karl Marx, which I bring bere.
Such a thing would not suit the proud mind of the man
whose motto was: “Follow your course and let the peo-
ple talk.'"

Moreover, it would be out of place at a time when his
personal significance s recognized by all the world.

[ s rather lnterested In facilitating the understand-
ing of the gift of Marx to the world. This is by no means
0 generally known as would be necessary at a time, when
bitter controversies are carried on for and against Marx.
Many a one may find on reading the following lines, that
thoughts, which have become matters of fact today, had
to be discovered by Marx and Engels through hard work,
Thoy will lso find that ideas; which are offered to us today
as surprising and new discoveries, by which the “obso-
leto” Marxism {8 supposed to be overcome or further de-
veloped. are at bottom nothing but the revival of concep-
tions and modes of thought which were In voguc before
Marx and were wearing away, and which were overcome
precisely by rx, although they always reappear to the
mew generations, who are strangers to the history of our
movement.

For this reason this work Is not written merely as a
contribution to the history of our party, but also as a
contribution to the settlement of pending questions.

Friedenan, February 1908, K. KAUTSKY.

Introduction

On March 14th, 1908, it will be 25 years since Marx
died, and In the beginning of the same year it was six
decades since the “Communist Manifesto” appeared, in
whick his new teaching found its first comprehensive ex-
pression. Theso are long periods for tmes as fast as
ours, which change thelr sclentific and artistic conceptions
s quickly as thelr style of dressing. But nevertheless
Karl Marx still lives among us in his full strength, and he
dominates the thought of our times more than ever, in
spite of oll crises of Marxism, in spite of all refutations
and defeats by the chairs of capitalist sclence.

This amazing and ever increasing influence would be
wholly inexplicable, if Marx had not succeeded in laylng
bare the last roots of capltalist soclety. If he has done
that, then it Is a fact that, so long as this form of soclety
endures, no new social discoveries of any fundamental na-
ture can be made beyond those of Marx. And I that
case the way shown by him will remain theoretically and
practically far more effective than any other. The powerful
influence of Marx upon modern thought would, however,
bo uninteligible, if he had not been ablo to grow mentally

beyond the confines of the capitalist mode of production, |

to recognize the tendencles, which lead on beyond it to-
wirds o higher order of soclety, and in this way to hold
up to our view remote aims, which shall become more dis-
tinct and tangible through the further progress of histor-
feal development. To the same extent will the magnitude
of the man be revealed, who was the first to understand
them clearly.

It is the rare combination of sclentific depth with
revolutionary daring, which causes Karl Marx to live far
more powertully among us now, a quarter of a century
after his death, two generations after the beginning of his

“public career, than he did when he was actually alive.

Let us try to gain a clear conception of the nature of
the historical achievement of this wonderful man. We
shall then realize that it may most appropriately be regard-
ed as a work of unification, & unification of different, and
often seemingly antagonistic fields in a higher unity. Above
all we mean the unification of matural science and men-
tal sclonce, of Eoglish, French and German thought, of
the labor movement and soclalism, of theory and practice.
That he succeeded In all this, that he was not only famil-
far with all theso flelds by his unequalled universality,
hut also grasped them to the point of mastery, made It
possible for Karl Marx to accomplish his stupendous his-
torlcal mission, which places its mark upon the last dec-
ades of the nineteenth aud the first of the twentleth cen-

turfes.
Lo i

1. The Unification of
Natural and Mental

Science

The foundation of all of Marx's activity Is his theoret-
ical achievement. It is the first to be considered before all
others. But It I8 precisely this which offers the greatest

obstacles to popular presentation. We hope to be able
10 overcome these difficulties, although we shall have to
limit ourselves to @ few suggestions. At any rate, the
poluts of which we propose to.treat after Uis will ba castly
understood. The reader, therefore, should not be delerred,
if the following pages should offer & Little difficulty, from
pushing onward through the others.

The sclences are divided into two great territories: The
Natural Sciences, which scek Lo explore the laws of the
wovement of living and inanimate bodies, and the Mental
Sciences, which bear this name uajustly, sinco the mind,
50 far as it manifests itself as the expression of some
individual body, is analyzed by the natural sclences. Py-
chology, the selence of the soul, is wholly carrled on by
methods of natural science, and the mental sclences have
uever attewpted o heal diseases of tht mind. The clalm
of natural science to this territory remaius unchallenged.

The Uiug calicd Mental Science is actually  Social
Science, aud deals with the relations of man (o his feliow
wen. Only thos mental activities and expressions of
man, which coume under this head, are unalyzed by the
mental selences.

Within (he Mental Sciences we may distinguish two
sroups:  Une kind studies buman soclety s such by means
of mass observations, Of this kind Is Political Economy
the sclence of the laws of social cconomy under the rule
of commodity production; Etinolegy, the sclence of the
different social conditions of different nations; fnally
Primitive History, which explores the social conditions of
periods which did not begueati written records to us.
o mental ences comprises studies
ad muifly the Individual for their

the Iudividual in soclety; History, Law, Ethlcs or Morality.

This second grdup of mental sclences Is extremely old
and hus fromtime immemorial exert:d the greatest in-
tluence upon the human mind. The tormer group, how-
«ever, was new at the time when Marx was in process of
formation, aud bad just acqualuted Itselt with sclentific
wethods. 1t remained coufined to speciallsts and had as
yét no Intluence upon public thought, which was controlled
by the uatural and mental sefences of 1% second group.

But there was a deep chasm between tie two last named
kinds of sclences, and it revealed itself in antagonistic
world conceptions.

Natural sclence had discovered so many necessary and

law-controlled Interrrelations in nature, that is, it had
found by frequent tests that the same causes always pro-
duced the same effects, that it was thoroughly imbued
with the assumption of a general lawfulness of nature and
completely refected the idea of mysterious powers, which
were supposed to Interfere with the natural events In an
arbitrary mauner. Modern man mo longer endeavors to
incline such powers in his favor by prayers and sacrl-
fices. His aim {s rather to understand the laws of natural
Interrelation, in order to produce, by his own Interference,
such éffects as are helps to his existence or well belng.

It was different fn the so-called mental sclences. Theso
were still dominated by the assumption of a free will of
man, which should not be subject to any lawful necessi-
tes. The jurists and moralists felt constralned to cling
to this assumption, because the bottom would otherwise
Bave slipped from under thelr feet. If man is a product
of conditions, if his will and actions are the necessary
effects of cause, which are not dependent upon his
will, then what would become of sin and atonement, of
&ood and bad, of legal and moral, condemnation?

True, this objection was urged only by a cortaln motive,
a conslderation of “practical reason.” It was not & proof.
But the proof was supplied principally by historical sci-
ence, which rested essentially upon a mere collection of
written documents of former days, in which the deeds of
single Individuals, particularly of rulers, were registered
clther by themselves or by others. It seemed impossible
to discover any controlling law In those Individual deeds.
In vain did thinkers in natural sclence try to discover any
such natural necessity. Of course, they were unwilling
to belleve that the universal laws of nature should not ap-
ply to the actions of men. Experlence supplicd them with
enough material to show, that the human mind was not
an exception in nature, that it rather replied:to definite
causes by definite offects. However, while this could un-
denlably be proved in the case of simpler mind activities,
which man shares with animals, the natural sclentists
were unable to find any casual connection for the social
Ideas and Ideals, o that they were unable to fill this gap.
They might Indeed assert that the human mind was a
part of nature and subject to Its natural laws, but they
could not prove it convincingly upon all fields. Their ma-
terfallst monism remained {ncomplete and could not make
an end to idealism and dualism,

Now Marx came and saw that the history and the Ideas
and f{deals of men In history, with thelr successes and
failures, were the result of class struggles. But he saw
still more. Class antagonisms and class struggles had been
oberved even before him in history, but they had gen-
erally been regarded as the work of Ignorance and spite
on the one hand, of highmindedness and enlightenment on
the other. Marx, on the contrary, revealed thelr meces-
sary Interdependence with economic conditions, whose
laws may be understood, as Marx proved better than lll”
one else. These economic conditions in thelr turn rest In
the last analysis upon the mafner and measure of man's
control over nature, due to his understanding of natural
laws.

Only under definite soclal: conditions are class struggles
the agents of history; whereas the struggle against nature
Is, In the last resort, always the prime motive power. No
matter how pecullar soclety may appear when compared
_to the rest of nature, here as there we find the same
manner of movement and development by & struggle of
opposites, which always proceed fundamentally from na-
ture, the “dfalectic development.

By this means the soclal development was placed within
the frame of natural development, the human mind, even
in 1ts most and supreme the 80

this knowledge, that is, only he who stands upon prole-
tarlan soil. To this extent proletarian science may be

clal, was revealed @s & part of nature, aad the natural
lawfulness of its activity upon all fields demonstrated, 50
that philosophical idealism and dualism were deprived of
their last foothold. !

In this way Marx bas mot only completely revolution-
ized the sclence of history, but also bridged the chasm be-
tween the natural sclences' and mental sciences, lald the
foundation for the unification of the entire human scl-
ence, and thus made philosophy superfluous, to the ex-
tent that it sought (o briug about the unifieation of
thought concerning the world process in the role of &
wisdom stauding outside of the sclences and above them,
because formerly tils unification could not be galned from
the sciences.

It signifes a stupendous rise of scleace, this achieve
ment of Marx by his conception of history. The entire
human thought and understanding had to be powerfully
fertilized by it But strange to say, capitalist sclence de-
clined It, and only In opposition to capitailst science, us
& speclal proletarian sclence, could the new scientific con-
ception assert ftselt.

The asscrtion of an antagonism between bourgeols and
proletarian sclence has been ridiculed, as though such
thing #s 8 bourgeols or proletarian chemistry or mathe-
matics could exist But the scoffers merely prove that
they do not know the real point-

The discovery of the Marxian materialist conception of
Bistory was based upon Lwo prerequisites. In the frst
place, 1t required a certaln rise of sclence, and in the sec-
ond place a revolutionary polnt of view. i

The laws of historical development could not be recos:
nized, untll the new mental sciences mentioned above, po-
litical economy, and In it particularly economic history,
turthermore ethnology and primitive history, had reached
& certain eminence. Ounly these scieuces, from whose ma
terial the individual was excluded from the outset, which
were based at the start upon mass observations, could

/& reveal the fundamental laws of social development and

thus pave the way for the study of those currents, by
which the Individuals floating on the surface, whom tho
traditional writings on history considered and registered
alone, are driven about.

These new montal sclences developed only With the
capltallst mode of production and its world traffic, they
could mot accomplish remarkable results until capital haa
come to rule, which Implied, indeed, that the capitalist
class bad ceased 10 be a revolutionary class.

But only a revolutionary class could accept the theory
of the class struggle. A class that wants to conquer the
power in soclety must also want the struggle for this
power, it will easily grasp the necessity of such a strug-
gle. On the other hand, a class that Is in possession of
the power will regard every struggle for it as an un-
welcome disturbance and reject every teaching which re-
veals its necessity. It will object to such teaching all
the more, if the theory of the class struggle is & theory
of soclal development, which demonstrates the Inevitable
outcome of the present class struggle to be the abolition
of the present rulers of soclety.

But also the teaching that human beings are products
of soclal conditions to the extent that the members :g-
certaln form of soclety differ from those of another form
of soclety Is not acceptable to a conservative class, be
cause In that case a change of society itsell appears s
the only means of changing buman beings. So long as
the bourgeolsle were revolutionary, they likewise held that
human belngs are the products of lﬂlew. But unfortu-
nately the sclences, by which the metive forces of soclal
development could have been understood, Were not suf-
ficlently developed In those days. The French material-
Ists of the 18th century did not know the class struggle
and did not consider technical development. They knew,
Indeed, that in order to change men it would bo neces-
sary to change soclety, but they did not know, whither
the forces were to come that should change soclety. They

from bourgeols sclence.

Naturally the antagonlsm between these two expressés
ftself most strongly in the mental seiences, whereas the
antagonism between feudal, or catholic, and capltalist scl-
ence shows Iself most clearly in the natural sclences.
But buman thought always strives after unity, the ve-
rious fields of science always influence each other, and
for this reason our soclal conceptions Impress themselves
upon our entire world conception. Consequently the an-
tagonism between bourgeols and proletarian science as-
serts itself also [n natural science.

This may be observed even in anclent Grecian phil-
osophy, and It is shown, for example, by the followlng il-
lustration from modern natural science, which is closely
related to our subject. In another place | have already
indicated that the bourgeoisie, 5o long us they were rev-
olutionary, also assumed that natural evolution proceeds
by catastrophies. But since they have become couserva-
tive, they refuse to bave anything to do with catastro-
phes, even In pature. According to them, evolution now
proceeds in very slow steps and cxclusively by means of

< appear as
abnormal, unnatural, something wat is rather calculated
to disturb natural development. And in spite of the Dar-
winlan struggle for existence bourgeols selence makes
every effort to ldentify thé coneeption of development with
that of an entirely peaceful process.

For Marx, on the other hand, the class struggies were
but a special form of the universal law of uatural develop-
ment, which is hy no means of a peaceful character. Evo-
lutlon for hiw, as we have already indicated, is “dialec-
te” that fs, & produet of u struggle between opposites,
which appear of necessity. But every struggle of irre-
concilable antagonisms must ultimately lead to & defeat
of one of the combatants, in other words, o & Catas-
trophe. The catastrophe may be long in preparation, the
strength of oue of the opponents may increase impercept-
ibly, that of the other decrease absolutely or relatively,
in the end the collapse of one of them will become inevi-
table, that s, inevitable as a result of the struggle and
the Increasing strength of the other, not inevitable in the
sense of something that accomplishes itself. Day by day,
step by step, we meet with little catastrophes, In nature
as well as in soclety. Every death is a catastrophe. Every
existing form must at some time succumb to the over-
whelming power of antagogisms. This applies ot only
to plants and animals, but also to entire societies, entire
empires, entire celestial bodies. For all of them the pro-
cess of development prepares from Ume to time catas-
trophes by the gradual accumulation of antagonisms.. No
movement, no development, without occasional catastro-
phes. They are a necessary stage of development, evolu-
ton is impossible without occasional revolutions.

In this conception we have overcome both bourgeols
conweptions of evolution, the revolutionary one, which as-
sumed that evolutions proceed exclusively by catastro-
phes, as well as the conservativa one which does not re-
gard a catastrophe 48 & necessary polnt of transition of
a frequently very slow and lmperceptible process of trans-
formation, but rather as a disturbance and obstacle of
such a process.

Another antagonism between bourgeois and proletarian,
or, it you please, between conservative and revolutionary
sclence, is found in the fleld of epistemology (Theory of -
understanding). A revolutionary ciass that féels in itself
the strength to conquer soclety, is also inclined to acknowl-
edge no barricr to its sclentific conguests and think ftselt
capable of solving all problems of its time. A conserva-
Uve class, on the otber hand, instinctively dreads every
progress, aot merely upon the field of politics and socio-
logy, but also upon that of science, because it feels that
any deeper knowledge can no louger help it much, but
may do it much harm. It Is inclined to belittle confidence
In sclence.

Even the most daring revolutionist of today can no
longer share the naive confidence which animated the
thinkers of the 1Sth century, who fancled

saw these forces in the of a few
men, espectally in that of school masters. Beyond this
point bourgeots materialism did not progress.

As moon as the capltalist class became conservative,
the thought seemed unbearable to them that it should be
soclal conditions, which were to blame for the particular
evils of our times and which would have to be changed.
To the extent that the bourgeolsle think sclentifically,
they now attempt to demonstrate, that men are by nature
and must be what they are, and that to chauge soclety
would mean to overthrow the order of nature. However,
a man must be very exclusively educated as a naturalist
and have remained wholly untouched by the soclal sondl-
tions of our time, In order to contend that these will en-
dure forever by natural necessity. The majority of the

lIst class no longer find the courage to do this, they
k. in a ot and an
endorsement of freedom of the will. They claim that it
18 not soclety which makes human belngs, but human
‘belngs that make soclety, according to thelr will. So-
clety s imperfect because human beings are. We should
improve soclety, not by social transformations, but by
uplifting the individuals and lospiring them with a higher
‘morality. Better men will then of tHemselves create a
Dbetter soclety. Thus ethics and the champloning of free-
dom of the will become the favorite doctrines of the pres-
«ent day bourgeolsie. By this means they pretend to show
thelr good will to remedy soclal evils, and yet this is not
supposed to pledge them to any soclal changes, but on the
contrary to ward oft such changes.

‘Whoever is standing upon the soll of capitalist soclety,
cannot have any access, from this standpolnt, to any of the
knowledge gained upon tha basis of the unification of all
sclences achleved by Marx. Only he who looks eritically
upon existing soclety can come to an understanding of

that they carried the solution of all world problems in
thelr pockets and that they were the mouth pleces of ab-
solute reason. No one will want to deny nowada) what
a few thinkers knew also in the 15th century, and some
even fn antiquity, namely that all our cognition is rela-
tive, that It represents an interrelation between man, or
Bis I, and the rest of the world, that It shows to us ouly
this Interrelation, not the world ftselt. Al cognition s
relative, conditional and Hmited, and there are no abso-
lute or eternal truths. But this signifies nothing else but
that there Is mo end to our cognition, that the process
of cognition s an infinite and unlimited one, that it is
indeed ¥gfn to represent any cognition as the last con-
clusion of'wisdom, but no less vain to formulate any state-
ment as the ultimate limit of wisdom, which we are sup-
posed never to exceed. We rather know that humanity
has always succeeded in passing beyond every limit of
cognition, of which It ever became consclous, of course
only to find other liimts beyond, of which It formerly knew
nothing, We have mot the least reason to shrink from
any definite problem, which we can recognize; we need
not lose courage, fald our hands resignedly and mumble:

, We shall never know about that. But it s precisely

such dlscouragement which fs typleal of modern bourge-
ols thought. Instead of exerting all thelr powers to
extend and deepen our knowledge, bourgeols thinkers to-
day devote themselves chiefly to finding definite limita by
which our cogrition Is supposed to be bounded forever,
and thus to discrediting the accuracy of sclentific under-
standing. Lm

S0 100g a8 the bourgeolsle were revolutionary, they pass-
ed by such problems. Marx likewise pald no attention to
them, much to the Indignation of the present bourgeols .
philosophy.
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2. Marx and Engels |

It was his revolutionary proletarian point of view which
enabled a mental glant like Marx to 1ay the foundation for
A unified sclence. But when we speak of Marx, we must
mever forge: that the same great deed was also accom-
plished by a thinker who was his peer, Frederick Engels,
and that without the lutimate co-operation of both, the new
materialist conception of history and the new historical
or dialectic conception of the world could not have mani-
festod itself at the frst blow 5o perfectly and comprehen:
sively,

Engels arrived at this couception on a differeat road -

sthan Marx. Marz was the son of a jurist, and had first
been Intended for a legal career, later for an academic one.
Ho studied law, philosophy, history, and did not turn his
attention to the study of economics until he keenly felt
the lack of economic kuowledge. b

In Paris ho studled economics, the history of revolu-
tions, and soclalism. Particularly the great thinker Saint
Simon seems to have exerted a strong influence on him.
These studies led him o understand that soclety is not
made by law, nor by the state, but vice versa, that the
soclety arising from the economic process makes the law,
tho state, according to Its requirements.

Engels, on the other hand, was born s the son of & man-
ufacturer. Not the classic high school, but the ordinary
high school gave him the foundation of bis knowledge and
taught him to think after the mauner of natural sclentists.
Then he became a practical merchant, carried on econom-
fes practically and theoretically, in England, in Manches-
ter, the center of English capltallsm, where his father had
a factory, Being faullar with Hegol's philosophy through
his German training, he knew how to deepen his economic
understanding, and his attention was directed mainly to-
Wards economic hlstory, At the same time the prole
tarlan class struggle, during the forties of the 19th cen-
tury, was nowhere so well developed as In England, and
In no other country did its connection with capltalist
development show itself so plainly.

In this way Eugels arrived simultaneously with Marx
at the threshold of the same of his-

its race In politics, economics, and in the human mind, and
before the capitalist class had come to full selfdependence
In every respect. The colonial policy itself, which pro-
moted Capltalism so much, gave new strength also to the
feudal lords.

In addition to this, the standing army did not reach a
powerful development in England, for reasons which we
have already mentioned. This prevented in its turn the
rise bt a strong The
remained weak, the selfmanagement of the ruling classes
retalned Its great power Ia a subordinate position. But
this signified that class struggles were but little central-
ized and freguently split up.

All this caused tho splrit of compromise between the old
and the new to penetrate the entire life and thought. The
thinkers aod champlous of the rising classes did not op-
pose christlanity, aristocracy, monarchy o principle, their
parties did not make mny great programs. They did mot
strive to think their thoughts out, they preferred to cham-
plon only individual measures dictated by the practical
exigencies of the moment instead of comprehensive pro-

and 3

&rams, 3
tion of little measures in politics and in sclence, indiffer-
ence to all striving for the development of o wide horizon,
penetrated all classcs.

The situation was quite different in France. This coun’
ty was economlcally {ar. more backward, its capltalist
industrics were mainly purveyors of luxuries, the small
bourgeolsle predominated. The small barghers of & great
city like Parls sounded the keynote. There were but'a few

such large cities with balf a million inhabitants before '

the Introduction of railroads, and they played a far dif-
ferent role than today. Armies could be only small before
the introdugtion of railroads, which made the rapld trans-
portation of musses possible. They wero scattered through
the country, could not be rapldly concentrated, and the
mass of the peoplo were not 5o holplvss against the equip-
ment of the military forces as they aro todsy. It was also
the Parislans, who had distnguished themselves more than
othera by opposition, and had forced concessions from the

tory, only by a different route. While the one came by
way of the old mental sclences, law, ethics, history, the
othier came by way of the aew mental sclences, cconomic
history, ethnology and natural history. Both met in the
revolution, in soclallsm. It was the agreement of thelr
Ideas, which at once drew them closer to one another
When they came into personal touch fn Parls, In 1844
This agroement of their ideas soon became a complets
amalgamation into a higher unity, in which 1t s

by several armed revolts long before the
great revolution.

Before the fntroduction of compulsory education, the
{mprovement of the postal system by rallroads and tele-
Sraphs, the spread of dally papers throughout the country,
it was the population of the large cltles which was men-
tally superior 1o the rest of tho country aud thus exerted
a great influence upon mental life. Soclal intercourse at
that tUme offered the only opportunity for the mass of the

10 say, what and how much the one or the other has con-
tributed to it. Marx was lndeed the more powerful of the
two, and no one has acknowledged this more unselfishly,
even joyously, than Engels himself After Marx, their
mode of thought s also called the Marxlan. But Marx could
never have accomplished what he did without Engels, from
Whom he learned a great deal. Of course, the reverse is
also true. Each one of them was lifted by the co-opera-
Uon with the other, and by this means each acquired &
farsightedness and universality which he could not have
secured by himsel? alone. Marx would have found the
materialist concoption of history without Engels, and En-
gels without Marx, but their development would o doubt
have been slower and they would have passed through
more mistakes aud failures, Marx was the deeper thinker
of the two, Eugels tho more daring. In Marx the power
of abstraction was more strongly developed, the gift of
discovering in the tangle of concrete phenomena the gen-
eral; in Engels the power of combination was more pro-
nouncad, the gift of constructing out of individual charac-
terlstics tho whole complex phenomenon in his mind. In

Marx the critical power was more vigorous, even the self- *

eritique, which put a bridie on the daring of his thought
and constrained it to advance cautiously and examine the
ground step by step, whereas the mind of Engels received
light wings from his proud joy over the stupendous under-
standing gained by him and flew over the greatest difficul-
tles.
Among the many suggestions recelved by Marx from
Engels, one became especlally significant. He had been tre-
Iy uplifted by the of Ger-
man thought and fertilizing German by French ideas.
Engels acquainted him also with English thought. By
this means alone did his mind rise to the greatest power
which it could reach under the prevailing conditlons.
Nothing Is farther from the truth than the assertion that
Marxism s a purely German product. it has been inter
national from its very Inception.

3. The Unification of
German, French and
- English Thought

Three nations were the bearers of modern civilization in
the 19th century. Only he, who had become imbued with
the spirit of all three, was armed with all achievements of
his century, only he could accomplish the best that was
possible with the means of this century.

The unification of the thought of these three nations Io-
to & higher form, o which the onesidedness of each should
be overcome, forms the starting polnt of the historical
achievement of Marx and

England, as we have already mentioned, had capitallsm
farther developed Lo the first half of the 19th century than
any other country, owing particularly to its geographical
location, which enabled It in the 15th century to draw con-
siderable beuefits out of its colonial policy of conquest
aad spoliation, which bled to death the states of the Euro-
pean contluent bordering on the Atlantic Ocean. Thanks
o ita insular situation it did not bave to malntain a large
standing army, was enabled to devote its entire strength
to the navy and to conquer the supremacy of the sea with-
out exhausting itself. Its wealth in coal and iron, enabled
it to employ the wealth gained by its colonial policy for
the development of a great capltalist industry, which in
its turn, through its supremacy of the sea, conquered the
world market, that could be opened for the consumption
of large masses of only by water ways, 80 long as
the raliroad systems not been developed for this pur-
pose.

Capitallsm and its tendencles could therefore be studied
In England earlfer thifn elsewhers, and so could the prole-

tarian class struggle, called forth by these tendendles, as I -

Dave already indicated. £o the insight into the laws of the
capltalist mode of production, that 1s, political economy,
was nowhere farther advanced than in England. The same
Was true of economic history and ethnology, thanks to
world commerce. Botter than in othér countries was it
Dossible In England to recognize, what the future carried
in its womb, and, thanks to the new meutal sclences, to
percalyo the laws governing the social development of all
times and thereby to the of natural

to Inform about poll-
s, but also on matters of art and even of sclonce. How
much greater was this possibility in a large city than in
the country towns and villages! Whoever had esprit in
France, crowded Into Parls to uxpress and develop it. Who-
@ver sxprossed himself in Paris, was filled with a highor
splrit.
And now this eritical,

They could not found any grest commercial and lndustrial
en! Bor conduct them, could mot take & hand in
moldiug the destinies of state through a parliament or a
powerful press, could not command navies aud armi
Reality was dismal for them, nothing remalned for them
but to turn thelr backs upon reality and devote themselves
to pure thought aud Idealize reality by art. They threw
themselves with full force upon these flelds, and ocom-
plished great things upon them. Hero the German people
excolled France and England. While these produced &
Pitt, u Fox, a Burke, & Mirabeay, Duntou, Robesplerre, &
Nelson and Napoleon, Germauy produced a Schiller, &
Goethe, a Kant, o Fichte, u Hegel.

Thinking becameo the foremost oceupation of the great
Germans, tho ldea for thewm constituted dtselt the ruler of
the world, the revolution of thought became for them &
meaus of revolutonizing the world. The more wiserable
aud clrcumscribed reality was, the more their thought tried
to rise above it, 1o overcome its limitations, to cubrace all
tnfinity.

While the English thought out the best methods for tie
victorlous advance of their navies and Industries, the
Fronch the best methods for the vietorious udvance of
their armies and fosurrections, the Germans thought out
the best methods for the victorlous march of thought and
research.

However, this victorlous sdvance, like the French and
English, carrled in it train dissdvantages in theory and
practice. The withdrawal (rom reality generated unfa-
millarity with the worid and an overestimation of iduas,
“Theso assuwed life snd streagth by the uselves independ:
wotly of the Leads of mon that produced and would have
W realize them. People were satisfied W Lo right in
theory and neglected (0 reach for power by which the
thoory might bo applied. Though German philosophy was
deep, und German sclence profound, though German ideal-
Ism was imaglnative, though they cre tel magolficent
things, under thelr surface was hidden an indescribable
iractical fmpotence und & complete renunciation of ull
striviug for power. The Germau ldeals wero far more
sublime Wian the French and decidedly more than the
English. But the Germaus did not take vne step to get
nearer o them. 1t was proclalmed at the outset that an
ideal was something unattainable.

As conservatism sticks to the English, the radical phrase
to the French, so lnactive idealism still clings in some
measure to the Gorwan o this day. It is true that the
great industrial development of the last decades has
strongly restricted it But even before that it found &
counterbalatice {u the lnvasion of the French spirit after
the revolution. To the mixture of French revolutionary
thought with the Germun philosophical mdthod, Germany
Owes some of its greatest minds. It is enough to remem-
ber Helurich Heine and Ferdinand Lassalle.

But the result was still more stupendous, when this mix-
ture was fertilized by English economic thought. o this
we owe the achievement of Engels and Marx.

They recognized (o what extent economics aud politics,
the detall work of organization aud the storm and stress
of revolution, are mutual that detall work re-

audacious
witnessed an Follapse of the
and of the ruling class.

The same causes, which retarded economic develop-
ment In France, promoted the decline of feudailsm and of
the state. Espoclally the colonial policy entalled infinite
sacrifices upon’ the state, broke Its military and financial
strength, and accelorated the cconomic ryia of tho peas-
ants no less than of the aristocrats. State, nobility and
church were politically and morally bankrupt, and with
the exception of the church also financially. Yet they
managed to malntain thelr oppressive rule to the utmost,
thanks to the power centralized by the government through
the army and & widespread bureaucracy, and thanks to
the complete abolition of all independent action and organ-
{zation among the people. .

This led finally to' that colossal catastrophe, which we
know as the great French revolution, and by which the
small bourgeolsle and proletariat of Parls managed to rule
all of France and dety all Europe. But even before that
the Increasing sharpuess of the antagonisms, between the
needs of the popular masses led by tho lLiberal bourgeolsie
and those of the aristocracy and clergy protected by the
state power, led to the most radical defeat of all existing
things in thought. War was declared against all tradi-
tonal authority. Materiallsm and athelsm, which had
been in England merely a luxurious hobby of a degener
ate nobllity and vanished quickly with the victory of the
bourgeolsle, bocame in France preclsely the mode of

" thought of the most daring reformers among the rising

classes. While in England more than anywhere else the
economlc root of class antagon'sins and class struggles
sprang into view, the France of the revolution showed
most clearly, that every class strugsle is a strugsle for
political power, that the task of any great polftical party
Is not exbausted n some reform, but rather must keep in
view the conquest of political power, and that this con-
quest, if by a hitherto class,
always carries with it & change ofsthe entire soclal fabric.
While during the first half of the nineteenth century eco-
nomie thought was most highly developed In England, po-
litlcal thought was most bhighly developed in France.
While England was dominated by the spirit of compromise,
France was ruled by that of radicalism. And while the
dotall work of gradual organization aad upbullding had fts
place in England, Fraoce was seized by a revolutionary
passion that swept everything away.

Radieal and daring action was preceded by radical and
daring thought which considered nothing sacred, which
fearlessly and heodlessly followed up every understanding
to its last conclusions, and thought out every thought to
the end. 3

But though the results of this thought and action were
brilliant and captivating, it also developed the faults of its
virtues. Impatiently pushing toward the last and ex-
tremest aims, it took no time to prepare the way for them.
Full of eagerness to storm the fort of the state by revolu-
tlonary impetuousness, it neglected the work of preparing
and organizing its slege. And the longing to push on to-
ward the last and highest truths led easlly to the most
Dasty conclusions based upon wholly inadequate material,
preferred brilllant and surprising flashes to patient re-
search. It gave rise to the hablt of trying to master the
infinite wealth of Life by & few simple formulae and catch-
words. Britlah sober thought was met by Gallic loye of
Dhrases.

In Germany, the situation was still different.

Capitalism was even far less developed there than {n
France, for Germany was almost completely cut off from
the great thoroughfare of European world commerce, the
Atlantic ocean, and therefors recovered but slowly from.
the gruesome devastations of the Thirty Years' War. Ger-
many was still more a small bourgeols country than
France, and lacked at the same time a strong central
power. Split up Into innumerable small states, it had no
great capital to show, Petty provinclalism and petty vil-
lage nature made it bourgeolsle narrow, weak and cow-
ardly. The final breakdown of foudalism was not accom-

German burghers, but French sol-

 diers swopt It out of the most important parts of Germany.

"It is true that the great successes of the rising bour-
Eeolsie tn England and France excited also the German

and social science.
But England offered only the best material, not the best

But every one of the flelds conquered by the
bourgeoisie of Western Europe remained closed to the
enterprise of its most energetic and intslligent elements.

mains frultless without a greal alm that is Its constant
guido and inspiration, and that such an wim floats in ths
alr without the preparation of detall work, which provides
the power required for its consummation. But they also
recognized that such an aim must not be born out of &
mere revolutionary need, if It is o remain free from flius-
lons and self-intoxication, that it may be galned by the
most consclentious application of the methods of scientitic
research, that it must always be reconciled with the total
knowledge of humanity. They also recognized that eco-
nomlcs forms the basls of social development, that fn it
the laws are found by which this development s noces-
sardly brought about.

England offered to them the largest amount of actual
economic material, the philosophy of Germany the best
method by which to derive from this material the goal of
the present soclal development; the revolution of France,
finally, showed to them most clearly the way in which we
may acquire power, particularly political power, for the
attainment of this goal.

In this way they created modern sclentific Socialism by
the combination of all the great and good elements ‘in
English, French and German thought in a higher unity,

4. Unification of the
Labor Movement

and Socialism

The materialist conception of history marks by ftself
an epoch. With It beglns & new era of sclence, in spite
of all reluctance of bourgeols learning. It marks an
epoch, not werely In the history of hought, but also in
the history of the struggle for soclal evolution, of
politics In the widest and highest meaning of the word,
For by, means of it the unification of the labor movement
and of Sociallsm was accomplished and the proletarian
cluss strugglo endowed with the greatest sirength of
which it Is capable.

The labor movement and Socialism are by no means
Identical from the outset. The labor movement arises
with necessity of itsclf as a resistance against industrial
capitalism, wherever this appears, expropriates the labor-
ing masses, oppresses them, but at the same time crowds
and unites them Iu large cuterprises and industrial citles.
The most primitive form of the labor movement s the
purely economic one, the struggle for wages and labor
time, which at first assumes merely the form of simple
outbreaks of despalr, or unprepared revolts, but ls soon
carried over into higher forms by labor organization.
Along with it appears at an early stage the political strug-
gle. Tho borgeolsle Itself requires In its struggles
agalnst feudallsm the help of the proletariat and calls
upon It for that purpose. In this way the laborers soon
learn to value ths significance of political freedom and
volftical power for their own purposes. Particularly unl-
veral suffrage soou becomes {n England and France the
objects of the political efforts of the proletarians, and leads
In England, during the thirties, to the formation of a
proletarian party, the Chartists,

Socialism arises even before that time. But by no
means among the proletariat. True, it is a product of
capitalism, just as the labor movement {s. Like the labor
movement, soclalism arises from the desire to escape the
miseries, which capitallst explpltation brings upon the
laboring classes. However, the resistance of the prole-
tariat arises of Itself In the labor movement, where a
Jarge Iaboring population congregates, whereas soclallsm
requires a deep insight into the nature of modern soclety.
All socfallsm rests upon the understanding, that capitalist
misery cannot be abolished so long as bourgeols soclety
lasts, that this misery rests upon the private property in
means of production and cannot disappear until it does.
Upon this point all soclalist systems agree. They differ
only about the ways that should be chosen for the pur-
pose of mbolishing this private property, and. in thelr

conceptions of the new social property that is to taks its
place,

Although the expectations and suggestions of some
soclulists were at times rather nalve, yet the uunderstand-
Ing, upon which they were based, roquired o social Selence
that was wholly Inaccessible to the proletariat during the
first decades of the uineteeuth century. It is true that a
man cobld arrive at sociallst understunding only when
he placed himself upon proletarfan ground and looked
at bourgeols soclety from this point of view. But at the
same Unie It bad to be & wan who commanded the means
of sclence, which was then even more than at present
accesalble for bourgeols clrclos only. Even though the
labor mov ut develops naturally and inevitably out of
capltalist yroductlon wherever this resches a eertaln
belght, soclullsm required for its development ot merely
capitalism, but alsv & meeting of extraordinary clrcum-
stances, such a8 occurred but rarely, In any event, how-
ever, soclallsm could bave its first bogluniog only In a
bourgeols environment. In England, until very recently,
lsm has even been walnly propagated by bourgeols
elements.

This fact might appear in contradiction with the
Marxtan theory of the class strugle. But it would be so
only, If the bourgeols class bad ever udopted socialism
anywhere, or it Marx had declored it to be impossiblo
that single non-proletarian fndividuals could, from particu.
lar motlves, wccept the polnt of view of the, proletariat

Marx has always contended no more than that the
working clasa 1s the only power which can consummate
soclalism. In other words, the proletarlat can freo itself
only by its own power. But this Is by mo means equlva-
lent to saylug that only proletarians can show 1t the way
to that goal.

That soclalism does not wmount to anything, unless it
Is backed by a stromg labor movement, meed not be
proved any more today. Not 30 clear Is the reverse slde
of the medal, namely that the labor movement can
develop its full power ouly, when It shall have understood
and aceepted socialism,

Soclalism Is not the product of ethics standing outside
of time, space and all class distinctions, Fundamental y
and primarily It is the sclence of socloty from the point
of view of the proletariat. But sclence serves not merely
for the satisfaction of our curlosity and inquisitiveness ln
trying to understand the unknown and mysterious, it also
has an economic aim, namely that of saving energy. It
miakes it possible for men to find thelr way more easily
through reality, to appiy their strength more efficiently,
and thus to perform and accomplish at all times the
maximum of the work possible under the exlsting circum-
stances. In its points of departure sclence serves directly
and consclously such purposes of saving energy. The
more it develops and departs from its starting polnt, the
more intermediate links,come between its exploring ac-
tivity and its practical effects. However, the connection
between the two can merely be obscured, not abolished
thereby.

Thus the proletariat’s sclence of soclety, soclallsm,
sorves 1o make possible the most effeetive application of
its strength and thus the highest development of its
powers. This science accomplishes this so much better,
the more perfect it becomes itself, the di er its under-
standing of the reality opened up by it

Soclalist theory 15 by no means an idle play of parlor
sclentists, but a very practical thiug for the Dgliing prole-
tariat,

Its principal weapon is the comblnation of its total
muss in powerful and Independént organizations, free from
all bourgeols intluen: This it cannot accomplish with-
Jut a socialist theory, which alone is nble to discover the
common proletarian interest fn the varied multiplicity of
the different prolctarian strata and (0 separate them all
sharply end permanentdy from the bourgeols world.

This cacuot be accomglished by that naive labor
movement, whieh arl If among the laboring
classes against the increasing capitalism, and which is
devold of every theory.

Take a look, for instance, at the labor uulons. They
are organizations of trades, which seek to protect the
immediate {nterests of telr wembers. But bow differeat
are theso interests in the individual trades, how different
those of the seamen from those of the coal miners, those of
the cab-drivers from those of the typesctters! Without a
soclalist theory they cannot recoguize the identity of thelr
Interests, without it the various strata of proletarians
face one asother 4s strangers, or even as enemie

Since a labor uulon defends only the immediate fn-
terests of its members, It is not, merely for that reason,
antagouistic to the whole bourgeols world, but primarily
to the capitalists of its own sphere. Apart from these
capitalists there other bourgeois elements, who derive
thelr existence dircetly or indirectly from thy
of proletariaus, and who are thus interested
bourgeols order of society and will oppose cvery attempt
to make an end of proletarian vxploitation, but Who have
o futerest ut all in baving labor conditions in that
varticular line very bad. Whether a spinner of Man-
chester earned 2 shillings or 2% shillings per day,
whether he worked 10 or 12 hours per day, would be im-
material to ‘a great landlord, a bauker, & newspaper
owner, a lawyer, 0 long as they dido't own spinning
stock. Such people might be Interested in making con-
cesslons to lubor unfonists, lu order to obtaln In return
their servies In politics. In this way It became possible
tfat labor unfons, which .were not enlightened by a
soclalist . theory, could bo made o serve ends that
were anything but proletarian.

But even worse things were possible and bappened.
Not all prolctarian strata are able to form labor organiza:
tioas. The distinetion between organized and unorganized
laborers arose. Wherever the organlzed laborers are
filled with soctalist thought, they become the most vigor
ously combative sections of the proletariat, the champions
of their entire class, Where they lack this thought, they
are prone to become arlstocratic, to lose not aloue all
Interest for the uncrganized laborers, but to place them:
velves freqyently In opposition fo them, to make th

g difleult, and to the benefits of
organizatiod. The unorsanized laborers, on the other
hand, are incapable of fighting, of rising, without the
belp of the organized laborers. Without the assistance
of these they slok Into poverty so much the more, the
higher the organizations rise. In this way the organized
labor movement, In spite of the Increasing strength of
some proletarian strata, may bring about n direet weak-
ening of the entire proletariat, unless the organizations
are fmbued with the socfalist spirit.

Neither can the political organization of the prole-
tarlat develop Its full power withovt this apirit. This 15
plalnly shown by the first labor party, the Chartlists of
England, born fn 1835. It fs true, that Chartism con.
talned some vory farreaching and farseeing elements, but
in its totality it followed up no definite soclalist program.
1t had only some practical aims, which were dirbetly ob-
talnable, above all universal suffrage, although tMs was
not supposed to be an end In ltself, but a means to an
end; but the end, for the Chartlists as a body, conslsted
only in some immediate economic demands, particularly
the normal Ten Hour Day.

The first dissdvantage of this was that the party did
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not become & pure class party. Universal suftrage was a
thing which Interested also the little bourgsols.

Some may think that it would be an advantage, it
the small bourgeols as such would join the labor party.
But this would make this party only more numerous, not
stronger. The proletariat has its own Interests and its
own methods of fighting, which differ from those of all
other classes. It {s hemmed in by uniting with other
classes and eannot develop its full strength. It is true,
that we soclalists welcome small business men and
farmers, it they wish to joln us, but only on condition
that they place themselves upon proletarian ground and
feel like proletarians. Our soclalist program s a guaran-
tee that only such small business and small farmer

elements will joln us, The Chartists did not have such .

8 program, and for this reason numerous little bourgeols
elements joined fn their struggle for universal suffrage,
who little and with

Interests and methods of fighting. The natural conse-
Quence of this were hard internal fights within Chartism,
which weakened it considerably.

The defeat of the revolution of 1848 made an end,
for & decade, to all political labor movements. When the
European proletariat began to stir once more, the Eng-
lish laboring class agaln took up the fight for universal
suffrage. A resurrection of Chartism was to be expected.
But the English bourgeols class then made a master
stroke. It split the English proletariat, granted to the
organized Inborers the suffrage, detached them from the
mass of the other proletarians, and thus prevented a
Tebirth of Chartlsm. This movement did mot have a
comprehensive program beyond universal suffrage. As
soon as this demand was fulfiled fn a way that’ satis-
fled the combatant portion of the laboring class, the bot-
tom fell out of it. It is only In our own day that Eng-
lishmen, painfully dragging behind the laborers of the
European continent, devots themselves to the formation

lum for the full development of proletarian power, and re-
fuse to adopt for thelr party a program, so long as this
could be only a soclalist one. They wait until the logio
of fact forces such & program upon them. Only when
the new labor party shall be fuly fmbued with socialist

will the labor of England de-
Yelop its full power and be able to produce the best fruit.

In our day the prerequisites for the Indispensable
unlon of the labor movement with socialism exist every-
where. In the first half of the nineteenth century they
were missing.

In those days the working people were crushed by the
first onslaught of capitallsm, so they could hardly
ward off its blows. Still they resisted in a primitive way:
But they found no opportunity for deep soclal studies.

Under these circumstances the bourgeols sociallsts
saw [ the poverty spread by capitalism only the ome
side, the depressing one, not the other, the stirring and
revolutionizing one, which #purred the proletariat on.
They thought that there was only one factor, which
could bring about the liberation of the proletariat, name-
Iythe good will of the bourgeofsle. They fudged the
bourgeolsle by themselves and fancied that they would
find in it enough allles to carry through soclalist meas-
ures,

In the beginning thelr soclallst propaganda found much
scceptance among bourgeols philanthroplsts.” On the
whole the bourgeols are not Inhuman. They are touched
by misery, out of which they derive no profit, and would
like to do away with it. However, though the suffering

Tevolution. Among the representatives of this line
of thought in France, Blanqul has become best known.
Stmilar ideas were held by Weitling In Germany.

There were still other socialista who started out from
the French Revolution. But am uprising seemed to them
an unsuitable means of overthrowing the rule of capital,
This line did not rely any more than that just meationed
upon the strength of the labor movement. It found &
Way out by overlooking to what extent the small bour
geoisie rests upon the same foundation of private prop-
erty in means of production as capital, by believing that
the proletarians would be able to accomplish the settle-
ment of thelr accounts with the capitalists without be-
ing disturbed by the small bourgeolsie, the “people,” or
even by their help. All that was needod was the re-
public and universal sultrage, In order to induce the
government to latroduce soclalist measures.

This republican superstition, whose most prominent
representative was Louls Blane, found fts counterpart In
Germany in the monarchic superstition of a soclal king-
dom, which was nursed by a few professors and other
dreamers.

This monarchic state soclallsm was always but a hob-
by, sometimes also a demagogic phrase. It has never as-
sometimes also a demagogic phrase. It has never as
sumed any serlous practical Importance. On the other
hand, the tendencles represented by Blanqui and Lous
Blanc became practically significant. They acquired the
power to rule Parls in the days of the February revo-
lution of 1848.

In the person of Proudhon they met a powerful critic,
He doubted the proletariat as well as the state and the
revolution. He recoguized very well that the prolstariat
would have to free itself, but he saw also that, if it
fought for its emancipation, it would also have to take
up the fight with the government for the control of the
political power, for even the purely economic struggle
depended upon this power, as the laborers felt at that
time et every step, owing to the want of freedom to
organize. Since, Proudhon regarded the struggle for
political power as hopeless, he advised the proletariat to
refraln from all fghting in its efforts at emancipation
and to try only the means of peaceful organization, such
as banks of exchange, insurance funds, and similar fn-
stitutions. For labor unlons he had as little use as for
polltics.

In this way the lsbor movement and socialsm aad
all attempts to bring both of them Into closer relation
formed a chaos of many tendencles during the decade,
in which Marx and Engels formed their polnt of view
and their method. Each one of these tendencles had dis-
covered a plece of the truth, but none of them had com-
prehended it fully, and each one had to end sooner or
later In failure.

‘What these tendencles could not accomplish, was
perfected by the materlalist conception of history, which
thus sssumed as great a significance for sclence as it did
for the actual development of soclety. It facllitated the
revolution of the one and of the other.

Like the socialists of their time, Marx and Engels
also recognized that the labdr movement appears Inade-
Quats when confronted with soclallsm in the question:
‘What means is more apt to secure for the proletarian an
assured livellhood: and an abolition of all exploitation,
the labor movement (labor unions, fighting for universal
suffrage, etc.) or soclalism? But they also recognized
that this question was wrongly framed. Soclalism, an
assured livellhood of the proletariat and abolition of all
exploitation are fdentical. The question s only: How

proletarian excites their pity, the fighting
makes them hard. The begging proletariat has their
sympathy, the demanding proletariat arouses thelr wild
Tesentment. For this reason the soclalists found it very

disagreeable, that the labor movement threatened to °

rob them of that factor, upon wihch they bullt most:
The sympathy of the “well-meaning bourgeoisle” for the
propertyless.

They regarded: the labor movement 8o much the more
a8 a disturbing element, the less confidence they had in
the proletariat, which then consisted on the whole of a
very low mass, and the more clearly they recogilzed
the {nadequacy of the unsophisticated labor movement.
8o they often turned against the labor movement, to dem-
onstrate, for instance how useless labor unions are,
which wish merely to ralse wages Instead of combatting
the root of all evil, the wage system.

But gradually a change took place. In the forties the
labor movement had developed to & polnt, where it pro-
duced a number of talented bralns, who mastered soclal-
tsm and that it was the sclence
of soclety. Thess laborers knew by their own experience
that they neod nnl depend npol tha nhl!lnlﬂmbh] of l.hl

have to h'ee |uelL There were A.lln some bomseou
soclalists who came to the conclusion, that mo rellance
«could be placed upon the magnanimity of the bourgeolste.
True, they did not place any confidence in the proletar-
iat, either. Its movement wpured W them only u a
ing power, which

be'llevoﬂ that only bourgeols lnmllnnel could bnl!d up
a socialist soclety, but the incentive for it they now saw
1o longer in compassion with the suffering, but in fear
of the aggressive proletariat. They already recognized
its tremendous power and understood that the labor
movement necessarialy arises from the capitalist mode of
production, and would grow more and more within this
mode of production. They hoped that the fear of the
growing labor movement would cause the intelligent bour-
geolsle to deprive It of its dangerousness by socialist
measures. This was a tremendous progress, but the uni-
fication of soclalism and of the Jabor movement could not
arise from this conception. The socialist lsborers, in
spite of the talent of some of them, lacked the compre-
hensive knowledge, which was required for the purpose
of founding a new and higher theory of soclalism, which
should unite it organically with the labor movement.
They could adopt only the old bourgeols soclallsm, uto-
planism, and adapt it to thelr requirements.

In 50 doing those proletarian socialists went farthest
who connected themselves with Chartism or with the
French Revolution. Particularly those who started from
this revolution assumed & great importance for the his-
tory of socialism. The great revolution had shown plalnly
how important the conquest of the political power may
become for the emancipation of a certaln class. In this
revolution, also, had a powerful political organization,
the Jacobin. Club, mﬂuh to peculiar circumstances, suc-
ceeded in rullng all 'Paris and through it all France by
& relgn of terror of the small bourgeoisie that was strong-
ly permeated with proletarian elements. And whils the
Revolution was still on, Baboeuf had already drawn its

logleal conclusions in a truly proletarian sense and at-

tempted to comquer by a conspiracy, the political power
for a communist organization and adapt it to its use,
The memory of this had never died smong the French
Iaborers, The conquest of the political power very url!
became a means for the proletarain soclalists by whi
they wanted to mcquire the strength for Iuﬁl‘nﬂﬂl
soclalism. But in view of the weakness and Immaturity
of the proletariat they knew no better way for the con-
quest of the political power than the uprising of & num-
ber of comspirators which was supposed to start the

does the como to And the theory
of the class struggle answered: By the Inbor movement.
True, this movement In itself is unable to secure &
Buaranteed existence and the abolition of all exploitation
for the but it s the means
of not omly safeguarding the Individual proletarain
agalnst drowning in misery, but also of bestowing vis-
ibly more and more power to his whole class, Intellect-
ual, economie, political power, a power which increases
continually, even though the exploitation of the proletariat
Increases at the same time. The labor movement should
be judged, not by its significance for the limitation of ex-
ploitation, but by its significance for the Increase of power

Editors Note—This admirable brochure of Kautsky's
Will be concluded next week with the final chapter, “The

e
Combination of Theory and Practice” No Soclallst
lbrary will be complete without this work, the best
study of Marx that we know, The Trustee Printing Co.
expects to publish this translation in a 10 cent pamphlet.
Orders should be sent fn at once.

5. The Combination of
Theory and Practice

We buve now consldered the wmost lmportant achieve-
ments attained by Marx ln cooperation with Eogels. But
e ploture of tielr work would remain incomplete 1 we
did not refer o ous side of I, which marks it o a
brouounced degree, namely, e combination ‘ot theory
and practice.

Hourgeols minds look upon this as & stain upon the
bright shield of thelr sclentilic greatuess, o sreatuesy be
fore which even bourgeois learnlng wust Low dows,
though reluctantly, grudgingly and wilioul uuderstand-
g If they bad been merely theorizers, parlor sclenusts,
coutent to expound tielr tngorles in language unintelli-
Blble (o ordinary mortus and in imaccessible volumes,
they might have veen forgiven. but it is assumod that
they became blased- and their integrity doublul, because
welr sclence was born out of the struggle and in its
turn served as & weapon o tho stiuggle, @ sUruggle
against e exisung order.

‘Uhis mean view concelves of 4 fighter ouly us o luw-
yer, who hus 1o other use for his sclence than o draw
Irom 1t arguments for the refutation of e OpPOsILE
side. It bas 0o inkung of the fuct that no one hus o
greater craving for truth tan & genulne bghter, In a
terrible struggle, which he cannol hope 10 catry W
successful lssue, unleas o clearly uuderatands uis situs-
ton, his resources, his prospects. The judges who iue
terpret the laws of he stals may bLe cheated by the
tricks of a spelibinder familiar with legal science. But
the necessity of natural laws can ouly be ascertained, not
Boodwinked or Lribed.

A ughter taking this view of the mater will but draw
@ greater craving for undisguised truth out of the inteus
11y of the struggle. But he will also feel the need of not
Keeplug any acquired truth for himsell, LUt of coumum -
cating it to his fellow fighters.

Thus Engels writes fo the period from 1845 to 1848,
in which he and Marx guined their new sclentiic re-
Sults, that it was by uo means thelr intenton to “whis-
per these results In ponderous volumes exclusively to the
‘learned’ world.” On the contrary, they lmmedlately ot
In touchi with proletarian organizations, in order to make
propaganda among them for thelr point of view and twe
tacties corresponding o it. They succeeded ln winning
one of the most important revolutlonary organizations of
proletarians of that period, the luternational “Commun-
I8t Club,” for thelr principles. These found expression
& few weoks before the February revolution of 1815 in
the Communist Manifesto, which was destined to become
the handbook of the proletarian movement of all coun-
tries.

The revolution called Marx and Engels from Brussels,
where they lived, first to Paris, then to Germany, where
the practical exigencies of the revolution completely ab-
sorbed thelr emergies for a while.

The decline of the revolution compelled them, since
1850, much againal thelr will, 1 devote themselves en-
tirely to the theory. But when the labor movement took
on new lite, In the beginning of the sixtles, Marx at once
devoted wl his strength to & practical participation in it,
while Engels was at first prevented by private affairs
from dolng so. Marx did this in the Intornational Work:
ingmen's Assoclation, which was founded in 1864 and
was soon to become @ specter for all bourgeols Europe.

The ridiculous police spirit, which led even bourgeols

in the proletariat. Not out of the y of Blanqul,
nor out of the democratic state socialism of Louls Blanc,
mor out of the peaceful organization of Proudhon, but
only out of the class struggle, which has to last through
decades, or even through generations, arises the power

" which finally can and must bring soclalism to the

front. To carry on the economic and political class strug-
gel, to perform its detall work devotedly while filling it
with the {deas of a farseelng sociallsm, to combine har-
monfously the organizations and activities of the - pro-
letarlat into one, tremendous whole which assumes ever
more Irresistible dimensions, thls is, according to Marx
and Engels, the task of every one, whether a proletarian
or not, who places himself upon a proletarian standpotnt
and wishes to free the proletariaf.

The growth of the power of the proletariat, agaln,
rests In the last resort upon the displacement of the
precapitalist, little bourgeols, mode of production, by the
capltalist mode, which Increases the number of pro-
letarians, concentrates them, Increases their indispen-
sableness for the whole soclety, but at the same time
creates {n the more and more concentrated capital the
prerequisites for the soclal organization of production,
which {s no longer to be arbitrarily. invented by the
utoplans, but to be developed out of the capitalist reality.

By this line of reasoning Marx and Engels have
created the basis, upon which the socfal democracy rises,
the foundation upon which the fighting proletariat of
the entire globe pluces itself more and more, and from
‘which it started out upon its victorious march.

This achievement was hardly possible, so long as
soclalism did not have Its own sclence, Independent of
Dbourgeols sclence. The soclalists before Marx and En-
Eels were generally well acquainted with the sclence of
political economy, but they adopted it uncritically In the
form created by bourgeols thinkers, and differed from
ther, only in such a way that they drew other conclusions
from them, which were friendly to the proletariat,

Marx was the first to undertake the analysis of the
capitalist mode of production quite independently and
to show, how much more deeply and clearly it msy be
grasped, it viewed from the proletarian Instead of the
bourgeols standpoint. For the proletarian point of view
stands outside and above it. Only It, which regards cap-
ftallsm as & passing form, makes it possible to grasp
Mly u- peculiar historical individuality.

great achlevement was accomplished by Marx
in hu "Clpllll" (1867), after he and Engels had pro-
ﬂmdmuwwﬂ:ﬂltmuwuuﬂyulul in the
Communist Manifesto.

By this means the proletarian struggle for emancipa-
ton had recelved & sclentific foundation of a magnitude
and strength, which no revolutionary class had possessed
before him. It {s true, however, that no other class ever
faced s0 tremendous a task as the modern proletariat.
It has to readjust the whole world which capitalism has
disrupted.  Fortunately it {s no Hamlet, it does not
greet this task with complaints. Out of the Immense
mlnltuﬂlotmumuhﬂmnmmmnﬂmu
and strength.

i

y to view every movement with sus:
plcion, represented the International as an enormous so-
clety of consplrators, whose sole alm was supposed to be
the planning of riots and revolts. In reality the Inter-
national followed its alms in broad publicity. These were
the unification of all proletarian forces for common ac-
tion, but also for Independent action, apart from bour
geols politica and bourgeols thought, With a view to ex-
propriating capital, conquering all political and economle
means. of class rule from the possessing classes through
the proletariat. The most important and declsive step in
this struggle is the conquest of the politictl power, but the
economic emancipation of the working classes Is the final
g0al, “to which every political movement has to subor
dinate itself as a mere auxiliary.”

As the foremost moans for the development of pro-
letartan power, Marx mentlons organization.

“The proletarians possess one elemént of success,” he
sald In his inaugural address, “numbers. But numbers
welgh heavily in the scale only when they are united by
organization and led toward a consclous aim.”

Without an alm, no organization. The common aim
alone can unfte the various indlvlduala for common
organization. On the other hand, the difference of aims
tends as much to separate as the community of aims
tends to unify.

It Is procisely the significance of organlization for the
proletariat which makes the question of its aims para-
mount. This alm Is of the greatest practical importance,
Nothing Is more impractical than 'the apparently practical
policy which regards the movement as everything and

e alm as nothing. Is organization also nothing and the
unorganized movement everything?

Soclalists had marked out goals for the proletariat
long befors Marx. But these had called forth only sec-
tarfanism, had split the prolotariat, since every one of
those soclallats had lald special stress upon the particu-
lar way of solving the social problem which he had {n-
vented. There were as many solutions as thers wers
sects,

f-;x did mot offer any particular solution. He with-
5todd all challenges to become “positive,” to explaln in
detall the measures by which the proletariat is to be
emancipated. - He held up only the general goal of organ-
ization, in the International, a goal which every prole-
tarian could set for himself, namely, the aconomic eman-
eipation of his class. The way, llkewise, which he showed
was one that class 1nstinct pointed out to every prole-
tarlan: the economic and political class struggle.

It was above all the organization’of trade unlons which
Marx espoused in the International; they appeared to him
as that form of organiastion which would most rapldly
unite large masses permanently. In the labor unlons he
saw also the framework of a labor party. No less dill-
gently than to the extenslon of labor union organization
did he devote himself to the work of flling them with the
splrit of the class struggle and teaching them to under
stand the conditions under which the expropriation of
the capitalist class and the emancipation of the prole-
tariat would be possible.

He had to overcome much opposition in this work,
precisely among the wost advanced laborers, who were
still full of the spirit of tie old soclalists, and Who looked
with disdain upon labor unions, because they did not
touch the wuge system. These soclullsts regarded labor
unlons us u deviation -from the stralght road, which to
them led to the koal by the formaton of organizations
which should overcome the wage systew directly, such as
productive assoclations. That labor organization never-
theless made rapld progress on the European coatineat
since the yecond half of the sixties I due above all o e
internationn and to We lduence exerted In it and
through 1t by Marx,

Lut trade unions were mot an end in themseives for
Mars. They were for him meroly means w the end of
fighting the class struggle sgalust te capilallst systom.
He vigorously opposed labor usion leadors who tried to
rn the unlons away from thls purpose, whether Lhey
Were actuusted by narrow personal motves o Ly pure and
stuple econvmic views, He opposed especlally the Eng-
llsh lubor leaders, who began (o dicker with the Liberals.
While Marx was very lenlent und tolerant toward the
proletarlan masses, be was very strict toward those who
vosed us leaders of these masses. This applied particu
larly o their theoretical leaders.

Marx welcomed every proletarfan in the proletarian
organizaton who cawe with the houest lntention ef
takiog part in the class struggle, no watler what views
@ man wight hold on other subjects, 1o /mAler what
might be bis theoretical wotives, or Whal arguments he
might employ; ft was immuterial to Marx whether such
@ man was an athelst or & good Chrlstan, a Proud-
honian, Blanquist, Weitlingian, Lasallean, whether he un-
derstood the tieory of value or whether e considared it
quite supertiuous, cte.

Of course, it was not immaterial to him whether he
hud (o deal with clearly thinking or confused laborers.
He considered It Lis most Important task to enlighten
them, Lut he would have considefed it & mistake to re-
pulse laborers or keep them away from his organization
merely because they were coufused thinkers. He had
implicit confidence In the power of the class antagonism
aud fu the logic of tie class struggle, which should
uecessarily push every proletarian ioto the wight path,
ns soon as he would join an organization which was
actually devoted to the real proletarian class struggle.

But he acted differently toward men who came o the
proletariat as teachers and sjpread ideas that were apt to
destroy the strength and uulty of this class struggle. He
was ot o the least tolerant toward such elements. He
met them as un fuevorable critic, though thelr inten-
tions wight Le the best; thelr infiuence seemed perak
clous to him under any conditions, provided ft produced
any results at all and did uot prove wholly a waste of
energy.

Thauks to this, Marx was one of the most hated men;
he was hated not merely by the bourgeoisie, who feared
him as thelr wost dangerous enemy, but also by all sec-
tarians, Inventors, educated muddicheads and similar ele-
wents in the soclalist camp, who were so much more
indignant over Lis ‘intolerance,” Wis “authoritarianism,
bis “popery,” his “courts of heresy,” the more deeply his
critique eyt them.

We Marxians have adopted with the conceptions of
Murx also this position of his, and we are proud of it
Only he who feels that he {s the weaker complains of the
“intolerance” of & purely literary critique. None are critl-
clzed more, and with greater sharpness and vindictive-
ness, than Marx and Marxism. But 5o far no Makxisn
has thought of complalning about the intolerance of our
literary opponents. We are too sure of our position for
that. .

We are not so indifferent to the i1l humor shown at
times by the froletarian masses on account of the liter
ary feuds between Marxism and its critics. This 1
huop-bxpresses a very just need: The need of a united
clas struggle, of a combation of all proletarian ele-
ments In a great and compact mass, the fear of disrup-
tons, by which the proletariat might be weakened.

The laborers know very well how much strength there
is fn their unity; it is worth more to them than theo-
retical clearness, and they execrate theoretical discus-
sions which threaten to lead to disruption. This is right,
for the striving for theoretical clearness would acoom-
Plish the opposite of what it should, If it were to weaken
Instead of strengthen the proletariat.

A Marxian who would carry a theoretical difference
to the point of splitting a proletarian fighting drganisa-
tion would not act as a Marxian, would not comply with
the Marxlan theory of the class struggle, for to it every
step of the actual movement Is more important than a
dozen programs.

Already in the “Communist Manlfosto” have Marx and
Engels explained the attitude to be taken by Marxians
within _proletarian arganluunm. Read Lhol‘umlnn en-
utled
were then about lhe same that mrum are now.

There they sald
“In what relation do the Communists stand to the pro-
arians as a whole?

“The Communists do not form a separate party op-
1 to othér workingclass parties,

They have no interests separate and apart from thoss
of the proletariat as a whole.

“They do not set up any sectarlan principles of their
own, by which to shape and mould the proletarian move-
pent.

“The Communists are distinguished from the other
wdrking-class parties by this only: 1. In the national
struggles of the proletarlans of the different countries
they polnt out and bring to the front the common inter-
ests of the entire proletarfat, independently of all nation-
ality. 2. Tn the various stages of development which
the struggle of the working class ngainst the bourgeolsie
has to pass through, they always and everywhere repre-
sent the Interests of the movement &s a whole.

“The Communists, therefore, are on the ome hand
practically the most advanced and resolute section of
the working class parties of every country, that section
which pughes forward all others; on the other hand,
lhwrcuc% they have over the great mass of the pro-
letariat the advantage of clearly understanding the line
of march, the conditions, and the ultimate general re-
sults of the. proletarian movemont.

“The Immediate alm of the Communlsts is the same
as that of all the other proletarian parties: formation of
the proletarlat into & class, overthkow of the bourgeols
supremacy, conquest of political power by the prole-
tariat o
“The of the are 1n
no way based on Ideas or principles that have been fn-
vented or discovered by this or that would-be universal
reformer,

“They merely express 'n general terms actual rela-
tions spring from an existing class struggle, from a his-
toreal movement going on under our very eyes” (Kerr
edition, pages 33 and 33.)

During the sixty years alnce this was written & good
many things have changed, so that these sentences can-
not be applied to the letter. In 1848 no great and united
labor partles existsd, with comprehensive soclalist pro-
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chunks of Muarxism thrown ia.

be bullt that will defy all storms.

duy.

ries or any consistent theory.
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Iat theorles existed outalde of the Marxian,
Today ouly one soclalist tieory, te Murxian, (s ltve|His goodness and unselfishucss is shown by the slert
in the Dghung proletarial, which s unlted in mass
ues.  NOL wil members of the labor parties are -|hiblted for his comrades, of whom he always thought,
Uns, SULL ess ure all of them horvughly grounded|rather than of himself, as he did atter the collapse of
aamixians.  Butl those among them wio 4o not accept |th
the Marxian theory bave no theory at all Kither tyey |Commune of 1871,
deny tae uecessiy of all Wicories aad wll prograws, or|rUted chaln of trials, which could be borue oaly Ly a
thiey brow a socialist bash (om [ragents of pre-Marx-[Wan Whose indefatigableness and firmuess far excecdod
lau wodes of Uiought, such @8 we Lave just discussed [tho ordinary measure.
dud which have not disappesred altogether, with some
This sort of socialism | Zeltung,” in 1842, he was hounded from country to coun-
has the advaniage that anything may be left out of It|try, until the revolution of 1848 promiscd bim the starting
Which does nol sult momentary purposes, aud everything |Of & victotious advance,
adopted_luto 1t which seems momentarily useful, Thig js |burled back (nto political aud porsonal misery, which
far moro easy than & cousistent Marxism, but it falls|seomed 5o much more hopeless as the bourgeols democ.
completely at the poluts where & Licory Is MOt needed. |F&cy, on the oue hand, boyeotted him In his exile, and
It Sullioes (O We Ordiuary purposes of populsr agita|SOWE COMMUBISLs, on the other hand, fought bim, while
tion, but falls whenever It is 4 Queston of finding your|any of his falthtul comrades were burled for years n
Wway through the reallty of new and unforcscen events,|PrUSSan milltary prisons. After & long Ume o ray of
Out of such ylelding and soft mawrial uo wtructure caa [USht fell Into bis life, the International, but afier u fow
Nelther can It surve| Y48 It was again obscured by the fall of the Parls
43 & guide for explorers, because It is wholly determingd [COmmune, which was soon followed by the dissolution of
by the individual requirements of those who (hink for|Ule International through iuternal dissensions. It is true,
4

Marxism s no longer compelled to struggle with other
sociallst theories i the proletarlat for is supremacy.
Its crities no longer meet {t with other theories, but
merely with doubts 88 o the necessity of elther all thee-
They offer ouly phrases,
such s that about our “dogmatism,” vur “orthodoxy” and

revolution of 1848, aud after the downfall of the Paris
Finally, bis whole life was an uninter-

From the besinnlug of his work on the “Rhelnlsche

Ly Its fallure he saw- himselt

the luternational bad fulfilled its duty excellently, but for
this reason the proletarian. movements of the differsnt
countries had become more independent. The more they
grew, the more did the International need a more elastic
organization, which should leave suMicieat playroom for
the proletarian movewents of the various countries, But
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