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FOREWORD

The relation between democracy and communism is one
of the fundamental questions of our nme Yet 1t 1s almost aa
old as capitalism itself In the comparauvely carly days of
capitalist society, at the ume of the American and French
Revolutions, most men of wealth feared democracy as much
as communism In face, they saw no difference between the
two To them communism was the logical outgrowth of
democracy, not its antithesis But that was in the heyday
of capitahism, when the bourgeoiste was entering upon a
new era of ascendance and there was as yet no modern
working class capable of waging an independent struggle
for 1ts own demands, nor the conditions for such a struggle

Since that time, however, capitalism has reached 1its old
age, and 1f its spokesmen have not grown any wiser, they
have certamnly become more cautious and less forthright
What their great grandfathers had so brilhantly anucipated
m theory, a hundred years of subsequent historical develop-
ment had demonstrated mn practice democracy and com-
munism were the twin offspring of an ascendant working
class aspiring for political power and economic emancipation
The triumph of socialism mn half of Furope and Asia only
confirmed their conviction without dimmishing their fear.

But if the old fear remained, a new approach was clearly
m order It was evident that the less the capitalists tolerated
democracy, the more the working people fought for demo-
cratic rights To continue to msist, therefore, that there was
no difference between democracy and communism, far from
weakeming the attachment of the working people to democ-
racy, could only facilitate their realization of the necessary
connection between the two.

7
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Of course, one way out was to resort to fascist terror,
which would destroy the possibility of the development of
bourgeois democracy to 1ts logical conclusion by destroying
this democracy itself As we know, this 1s what the most
reactionary sections of monopoly capital tried to do Burt
matters did not work out so simply for them For, while
fascism, as the unrestricted, terrorist dictatorship of finance
capital, meant aggression agamnst the people at home, 1t also
meant aggression and war abroad And when German fascism,
bullt up with the aid of reactionary Briush and American
capital, set out to conquer the world under the pretexc of
combating communism, 1t only succeeded mn umting the
democratic countries of the world, capitalist and socialist, 1n a
common struggle for survival Instead of burying democracy,
world reaction only opened a new era mn 1ts development
Far from destroying commumsm, 1t taught freedom-loving
people everywhere that those who sail under the banner of
anti-communism are the foes of democracy m any form

The military defeat of fascism, however, has not meant the
eradication of fascist ideology Indeed, the World War hardly
came to a close before reaction revived the Hider slogan of
anti-communism, only 1n a form adjusted to the new world
conditions The reactionaries strove hard to erase the memory
of the sclf-sacnificing contributions which the communists
everyvwhere made 1n the struggle for democracy and freedom
They were especially anxious to erase the memory of the
historic contribution of the Soviet Union to the salvation of
democracy and mankind They had to reckon with the fact
that at the end of the War there were three types of democ-
racy m existence the capitalist democracy of England and
the United States, the Socialist democracy of the Sowviet
Union, and the popular democracy of such countries as
Poland, Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia in which private
property sull prevailed but large landed estates and monopoly
capital were ehimimated and political power was concentrated

n the hands of the people But they sought to meet this by
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refusing to recognize any other kind of democracy than
bourgecois democracy and by denying the democratic charac-
ter of communism From the viewpomnt of obscuring the
truth this approach undoubtedly has an enormous advantage
over the frank position of their eighteenth century pre-
decessors But 1t 1s hardly a testimomal of msight mnto the
historical realities or the dynamics of contemporary history,
1t 15 certainly no contribution to progress or peace

It 15 true that communism and capitalism are fundamentally
oppostte social systems That 1s an undeniable historical fact.
But 1t 1s not a fact that this makes capitalism synonymous
with democracy and communisin its moital foe To establish
the relanonship of these two systems to democracy, 1t 1s
necessary to examine each system on its merits, to study the
history, social character and decds of each Needless to say,
caprtalism can least afford to submit to such an objective test
Indeed, the very slogan “democracy versus communism”
1s a tacit admussion that 1t 1s casier to rally the masses m
support of democracy than of capitalism, but 1t is at the
same ume an admission that democracy and capitalism are
far from synonymous

In the last analysss, the claim that democracy and com-
munism are mutually exclusive rests on a distortion of bogh.
On the one hand, 1t restricts the concept of democracy to a
formal, circumscribed democracy which excludes the welfare
and 1nmatve of labor and the people from the vital interests
of the nation On thc other hand, 1t denies the democratic
character of the commumst movement precisely because 1t
fights for the welfare of labor and the people and regards
their mnterests as synonymous with the nterests of the nation.
It 1s therefore not difficult to see how those who exclude the
people from the concept of democracy should refuse to
recognize the democratic character of such a distunctly
people’s movement as the commumist movement. But the
very origin and history of modern democracy and com-
mumsm testfy to the organic relationship berween the two
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This history has demonstrated that the commumists have
always been the most consistent champions of democracy.
The rise of Marxism a hundred years ago not only gave the
communist movement a scientific basis, but thereby enabled
it to fight even more consistently for democracy And 1t
did this because 1t provided a scientfic understanding of the
nature and basis of the class struggle 1 modern society, and
conscquently, of the relation of the various classes to democ-
racy It not only championed the interests of the working
class n this struggle, but demonstrated that the working class
1s the backbone of democracy and the mam driving force of
democratic development That 1s why the very first manifesto
of the party of Marxism proclaimed the historical mission of
the working class to be the winning of the battle for democ-
racy And to this day the communist movement has continued
the fight to defend and extend democracy and assure its devel-
opment to a higher form

This book does not presume to be a rounded study of
democracy and Marxism It deals with only one aspect
of this vast and many-sided question, the historical origin of
Marxusm within the general democrauc current Written
for the general reader who may not have had the opportunity
of studying the record for himself, this book 1s entirely n-
troductory m character It reviews the chief historical mule-
stones m the development of modern democracy beginning
with the British Revolution of 1648 and ending with the
democratic movement which gave nise to Marxism On the
whole, therefore, 1t 15 essenually an historical outline The
study of the development of the modern democratic current
and the origm of Marxism within 1t 15 undoubtedly the most
elementary step 1n the examination of the relation of Marxism
and democracy Bur, aside from being a necessary step, 1t has
the merit of breaking the ground for the deeper, theoretical
study of this question.



CHAPTER I The RiSC Of Modern

Democracy

I

MODERN democracy had its origin in the historic struggle
to overthrow the feudal system m Europe and to establish,
mnstead, the new capitalist system of production which had
matured within the old feudal order. Capitalist manufactories
had arisen as early as the fourteenth century in the medieval
Italan city republics, and as they spread through Europe
they stimulated bold and daring efforts to find new markets
for their wares By the muddle of the fifteenth century, with
the construction of canals, locks, ships, mining shafts, pump-
mg and ventilating apparatus for the working of muines,
firearms, fortresses and nautical mstruments, industry had at-
tamned a considerable degree of development and the weight
of commerce had begun to shift to the Atantic The dis-
covery of America and the circumnavigation of Africa were
the epic products of these developments which opened up
new fields of acuvity to the nising capitalist class and paved
the way for the establishment of the world market*

The emergence of the new capitalist economy broke down
feudal restraints and hmitations a thousand years old The
medieval world restricted largely to the Mediterranean Sea
gave way to the new, global world of modern history The
tempo of lhife was accelerated In the sixteenth and seven-
teenth centunes, encouraged by the growth of industry and
the great geographical discoveries, brilhant advances were
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registered i the natural sciences, and the printing press, -
vented 1n the fifteenth century, assured the wide dissemina-
tion of the new knowledge The more mdustry grew, the
more 1t needed scientific knowledge of the materials of na-
ture, and the more 1t provided the basis for systematic ex-
penimental science, the more thoroughly did it doom the
feudal mode of thought which, as Galileo observed, held
that truth had to be sought, not in the world, not n nature,
but in the collation of texts In alhance with commerce and
manufacture, the new science created vast productive forces
which provided the foundations for the turbulent advance
of modern socicty

The struggle aganst feudalism, however, proceeded not
only 1n the economic and scienufic realms It was simultane-
ously a struggle for polinical power led by the bourgcosie,
since the polincal structure, the orgamizauion of the state,
could not remam feudal in form while society became more
and more bourgeors Its aim was to destroy all the old differ-
ences among the various ecstates co-existing i a country, all
arbitrary privileges and exemptions, all medieval gulds and
corporations, and to replace the individual and hereditary
privileges of feudalism by the privilege of moncy *

In order to achieve thi, the bourgeosie was obliged to
raise pohtical affairs to the rank of popular affairs, 1t was
obliged to make the elecuve principle the foundation of gov-
ernment—to recognize equality 1n principle, to free the press
from the shackles of monarchic censorship, to introduce the
jury 1 order to get rid of a separate class of judges form-
ing a state within a state In short, 1t was oblhiged to adopt a
democratic program and to mvolve the people 1n the struggle
for 1ts realization The revolution against feudalism was thus
a bourgeors democratic revolution

But long before the triumph of the bourgeoue, the struggle
for democracy was begun by the people themselves This
took the form of a series of peasant and plebean revolts from
the middle of the fourtcenth to the first part of the sixteenth
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century These were ndependent democratic movements of
the farm and urban poor, beginning with the revolt of Rienz:
in Rome between 1347 and 1357, followed by the peasant
Jacquerie mm France i 1357, the peasant revolt in England
led by Wat Tyler and John Ball in 1381, and the peasant
wars 1n Germany in the 1520’s. All of these revolts, the
memory of which endured down through the American and
French Revolutions at the end of the eighteenth century,
were brutally suppressed, in almost every case with the as-
sistance of the bourgeoisie of the time

The first bourgeois revolution occurred towards the end
of the sixteenth century when the Nethcrlands revolted from
Spain and opened the actual era of capitalist production 1n
Europe Spain, promoter of the great maritime explorations,
had emerged as the dominant power of the sixteenth cen-
tury Governed at this ume by Charles V, and later by his
son Phulip 11, 1t held the imperial crown of the Holy Roman
Empire and ruled the Netherlands and Burgundy, Italy, Por-
tugal and the colomes of Spanish America The fabulous
achievements of its explorers who had carried the banner of
Castile across uncharted ocean wastes to Mexico, Peru and
the Pacific encouraged its visions of Iberian domnation of the
world. In 1527 Spain’s troops sacked Rome, and mn 1571 its
fleet defeated the Moslem enemy which for nearly a thousand
years had contested control of the Mediterranean with Chris-
tianity. But the anointed ruler of the first absolute monarchy
of Europe, who encouraged his explorers to open a new
world, effectively discouraged Spain’s participation in it as a
modern nation by preventing the rise of the Spanish bour-
geoisie, crushing the Cortes (Parliament) and the cities rather
than yield to their demands As a result, Spain remained back-
ward economically, outstripped by its rival, France, and sur-
passed even by Venice as the center of commerce ®

Spanish absolutism, however, could not hold down the en-
ergetic bourgeoisie of the Netherlands, which declared its in-
dependence in 1581 and continued to wage a struggle for
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seventy years until 1t freed itself completely from Spanish
dommnation This struggle agamst Spamsh absolutism bol-
stered by the Catholic Inquisition was waged under the ban-
ner of Calvinism, the rehigious doctrine of the Dutch and
French bourgeoisie. A major role in this struggle was played
by the Calvirisst petty-bourgeoisie which, fearing extension
of the Catholic Inquisition to the cities of the Netherlands,
constituted a holy army of warriors for the faith For aid,
the Dutch turned chiefly to Britain, which was itself to ex-
pertence a civil war that culminated in the establishment of
a republic * It was not untl 1648 that the Dutch Republic
was finally recognized By this tme, Holland had risen to
be the dominant commercial power of the world, aided by
the capital of Vemce whose commercial supremacy 1t re-
placed. The loans from decadent Venice constituted one of
the secret bases of the capital wealth of Holland With the
aid of these large sums of money, Holland built up 1ts marine,
fisheries and manufactures, surpassing those of any other
country The total capital of the Dutch Republic was greater
than all of Europe’s put together ®

The Dutch example was followed in the middle of the
seventeenth century by a number of simultaneous efforts to
introduce a republic in Lisbon, Naples, Messina and England,
signalizing the nise of the modern democratuc current.® The
Brinsh Republican Revolution, while comparanvely short-
lived, was European in scope and the most important his-
torical forerunner of the democratic revolutions of the
eighteenth century. It gave rise to what Macaulay described as
“one of the most memorable eras in the history of mankind

the great conflict between Oromasdes and Arimanes, lib-
erty and despotism, reason and prejudice.””

The British Republic, established in 1649, was the product
of a twenty-year struggle between the House of Commons
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and the King It had as its aim the abohtion of all feudal
property relations, such as feudal land ownership, guilds and
monopolies, which acted as fetters upon budding capitahst
industry Like the Netherlands at this ume, England had only
part of 1ts old feudal nobility left, the bulk of the estab-
lished aristocracy having been decimated by the Wars of the
Roses 1n the fifteenth century Out of nmety pecrs siting
mn Parhament 1 1621, forty-two had received their peerages
from James I, while the hneage of the others went back no
further than the sixteenth century. This new landed ars-
tocracy operated 1ts estates predominantly along bourgeois
lines and consequently 1dentified 1ts interests more readily
with the urban bourgeoisie, which constituted a considerable
economic power at this ime There was, in addition, a large
free yeomanry which comprised the bulk of the population
and was part of the camp arrayed agamnst the King

Like 1ts Dutch predecessor, the British Revolution also as-
sumed a religious form, taking 1ts ideological mspiration from
the Old Testament But behind the religious denominations
stood distnct social classes and parties, the Puritan bour-
geoisie, umnng with the new arnstocracy and supported by
the people, against the Stuart monarchy, the old feudal no-
bility and the Established Church The chief parties in the
Revolution against the King were the Presbytenans, the Inde-
pendents and the Levellers—sinular to the Girondists, the
Jacobins and Babeuvists respecuvely in the Great French
Revolution of the eighteenth century.

The struggle between the King and Parliament had flared
up as early as 1625 Four years later, Parhament was dis-
solved and its leaders imprisoned This was followed by
eleven years of arbitrary rule, during which illegal taxes were
collected, illegal monopolies authorized, and the Puritans,
who controlled the House of Commons, were subjected to
illegal confiscations and dreadful persecution The rich mer-
chants of London were almost all Puritans, as were also a
large number of the lower nobility and bourgeois landowners.
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The nfluence of the Established Church had dimimnshed
among the wealthy classes, and even a growing number of
the upper anistocracy turned away from the Church

The Puritans confined themselves at first to legal resistance,
conducting country-wide agitation with the help of funds
contributed generously by the merchants of London But the
illegal and repressive measures of the King and the govern-
ment drove increasing numbers into political and rehigious
opposition, which culminated in civil war n the autumn of
1642.

In the course of the war, the latent antithesis between the
Presbyterians and Independents in the Punitan camp, both
in Parlament and the army, came more and more nto the
open The majority of the merchants of London werc Pres-
byterians, and the generals supporung them waged the war
m a lukewarm fashion, partly because they sull intended to
reach a compronuse with the King

Nearly all the politically radical elements, however, turned
away from the Presbyterians and towards the Independents
headed by Ohver Cromwell, who had become assistant head
of the army The Presbyterians acknowledged only the free-
dom of thar own rehigion, regarding the toleration of other
sects as heresy Cromwell stood for genume rehgious toler-
ance, declaring that the State 1n choosing 1ts servants should
not inquire 1nto their opmions, if they served the State hon-
estly, that was sufficient John Lilburne, another army officer
who had a mass following, also defended the sects and, as a
result, was imprisoned repeatedly The Presbyterians waged a
struggle agamst this tolerance of the numerous religious sects,
not only because of religious fanaticism, but primanly because
of their desire for the monopoly of economic and political
power

By the end of 1647 the relations of the various parties in
Parlament and to the King and the army had changed.
Charles I had fled to Scotland 1n the spring of 1646, but the
Scots, on receiving payment of the expenses of their army on
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January 30, 1647, surrendered him to Parhament From here
on there developed a series of maneuvers, the Presbyterians
trying to out-maneuver the Independents by a private deal
with the King, and the Independents, in turn, conducting
their own negotiations with him, while the King took full
advantage of the differences between them The army, on
the other hand, under the influence of John Lilburne and his
friends, became 1mpatient with Cromwell and his Independent
colleagues for dealing with the King The result was that the
party of Independents was spht into Levellers headed by
Lilburne and Gentlemen headed by Cromwell ®

The Levellers, who represented the common people, never
fully trusted the Gentlemen Independents and pressed them
for action Despite the struggle that went on between the
Levellers and Cromwell for political influence over the army,
Lilburne was ready to co-operate with Cromwell as long as
energetic action was taken against the King The Levellers and
the Cromwell Independents even signed an agreement for
jomnt action which was never observed by the latter

The Levellers stood for the forcible cleansing of Parliament
and the beheading of the King, but they wanted assurances
that after thus happened, something enduring would come out
of 1t for the people This was the basis of their differences
with the Gentlemen Independents The Levellers were the
most democratic force 1n the Revolution of 1648 as shown
by the principles for which they fought They declared that
men are naturally free and equal, that they have natural
rights, that all powers emanate from the people and that gov-
ernment 1s founded n the consent of the governed The
Levellers demanded that the government of England be re-
formed according to republican principles Their political
program was No King, no House of Lords, the House of
Commons to be the supreme authority and to be truly repre-
sentatuve of the people, periodical parlaments, universal suf-
frage, equality of all before the law, separation of Church
and state, universal toleration to all except Papists, and ex-
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clusion of these only on political grounds, no test acts, no
imprisonment for debt, conviction mn cases involving hfe, lib-
erty, etc by jury alone, men’s lives to be taken only for
murder, freedom of trade and labor, self-government, cities,
towns and boroughs to clect their officers for a year, abolition
of all privileges and exemptions, and every parish to choose
1tS OWN mMInIsters

Cromwell and other Independents were inclined to republi-
canism, but in their concern for the protection of property,
they were not ready or willing to go as far as this Algernon
Sydney, for example, one of the members of the tribunal
that was soon to condemn Charles I to death, wrote “As for
democracy, I believe 1t can swit only the convemence of
a small town, acompanied with such circumstances as are
seldom found But this m no way obliges men to run mto
the other extreme, masmuch as the variety of forms, between
democracy and absolute monarchy 1s almost infimite ”® James
Harrington, whose Oceana was published 1n 1656, polemized
agamst Machiavelli for saying that “he who will go about to
make a commonwealth where there be many gentlemen
(property), unless he first destroys, undertakes an impossi-
bility,” and argued that “an army may as well consist of
soldiers without officers or of officers without soldiers, as a
commonwealth consist of people without a gentry or a gentry
without a people 7 *°

John Milton, Secretary of Foreign Languages of the future
commonw calth, envisaged a republic in which the people ex-
hausted their nights of suffrage 1n one constitutent act, choos-
ing once and for all time their ablest and wisest men to sit
as a grind council for the management of public affars In
his Ready and Easy Way to Establish a Free Conmmonwealth,
Milton refers to the experience of ancient and medieval re-
publics as proof that popular assemblics “either hrtle availed
the people or else brought them to such a licentious and
unbridled democracy as 1n fine ruined themselves with their
own excessive power
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Cromwell was ready to work out a compromuse with Lil-
burne and the Levellers, and mn the struggle to cleanse Par-
liament of the Presbyterians, he was only too anxious to
collaborate with them, especially mn view of their strong in-
fluence m the army. But events 1n relation to the King came
to a head quickly, and nothing came of the agreement be-
tween the Gentlemen Independents and the Levellers.

In the winter of 1648, Parliament, under the control of a
Presbyterian majority, sneaked the King away To meet this
challenge, the army headed by the Independents proceeded
to clcan the Presbyterians out of Parhament on December
6-7, placing 47 of them under arrest This action was known
as Colonel Pnde’s Purge The purged or Rump Parhament
proceeded to put an end to the struggle with the King.
Charles T was condemned to death on January 27, 1649 and
three days later he was executed On February 1, Parhament
sanctioned the purge by formally excluding the members
Pride drove out On February 6 the House of Lords was
declared useless, and on February 7 government by a king
or a single person was abolished as “useless, sinful and dan-
gerous ”** On Fcbruary 15, a State Council of 41 persons
was appotnted of which Cromwell, Farfax and other army
chiefs were members, and a month later John Milton, Eng-
land’s great poet, assumed the post of Secretary of Foreign
Languages On May 19, by decision of Parhament, England
was proclaimed a Republic The Commons published a declara-
tion explaining the ground upon which they had “judged 1t
necessary to change the government of this nation from the
former monarchy into a republic, and not have any more
a king to tyrannize over them.” It was now declared that the
people of England “shall be and are hereby constituted, made,
established and confirmed to be a Commonwealth and free
state,” **

The Levellers, who had fought most consistently for the
establishment of a republic, were not satisfied with these
measures. They felt that much had been done for the rights
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of Parhament but that hittle had been done for the people.
The Agreement of the People which had been drawn up by
Liburne and the Levellers had been approved by the Council
of Officers on January 15, 1649 and had been presented to
Parliament. But neither the ofhcers of the army nor Parha-
ment ntended to carry out this Agreement which would
have meant the establishment of a fully democratic republic **
Instead, Parhament proceeded to combat the influence of the
Levellers in the army by prohibiing correspondence on po-
hitical matters with civihans and petitions to Parhament or
any persons other than their officers and by courtmartialing
anyone 1nciting mutiny 1n the army.

Throughout the Revolution, 1t was the Levellers who were
the most ardent advocates of a republic But as spokesmen of
the common people they wanted more than a victory of bour-
geots property over feudal property mvolved in the victory
of Parlament over the King They wanted a democratic
republic which would also answer the needs of the people
The Leveller movement, therefore, attacked the monarchy,
the nobility, the Church and the wealthy classes, reserving
its bitterest barbs for the tribe of lawyers who countered
every cffort at reforming the laws with the cry that 1t was an
attempt to destroy property

The Levellers were thus the first to raise the social ques-
tion within the revoluton One group of Levellers even ad-
vanced outrnight communist ideas, calling themselves True
Levellers or Diggers from the fact that they attempted to
organize a communist movement to dig up and plant the com-
mon land on the basis of communal ownership which they
felt could alone end poverty on earth They argued that they
supported Parliament in the struggle aganst the King be-
cause they accepted its promuse that the land would be free
Parliament and the army had declared that they were acting
in the interest of the entire nation, the gentry had the nght
to their land, the common people now wanted the same night
to the common land They demanded only the night to work
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and enjoy the fruits of their labor, they declared it a shame
for rehgion that land was lymng unculuvated while many
people died of hunger They were rcady to acknowledge the
leadership of Parhament and the army provided they were
assured of the land and their labor on 1t was protected Short
of this, they felt that they would have gamned nothing from
having supported Parliament 1n the struggle with the King **

The principles and aims of the True Levellers were clearly
set forth by Gerard Winstanley, the intellectual leader of the
movement, 1in his book, The Law of Freedon: m a Platform,
or True Magistracy Restored, published n 1651-52 Fven
though England had been proclaimed a republic, Winstanley
declared, the masses were stll oppressed Thus, the clergy,
many of whom were enemues of freedom and outnight sup-
porters of the monarchy, continued to dommate the people
Tithes were still bemng collected, judges continued to enforce
the laws 1n the old arbitrary way The Lords of the Manor
continued to oppress their “brothers” as of old, exacting
feudal dues, and driving them off the common land for failure
to pay rent The rich land owners, and especially the new
gentry who were the most greedy, squeezed out the small
farmers and farm laborers The worst mnjustices were per-
petrated 1n the levying of taxes, the wealthy benefiting at
the expense of the poor, and in the towns the pecople were
oppressed by ntolerable duties and market tolls The only
thing that had changed i England’s nstitutions, Winstanley
mnsisted, had been the name, yet the victory over the King
had been achieved not by Cromwell as an individual or by
Cromwell and his officers alone, but with the help of the
common people, and should therefore have been shared by
all Calling on Cromwell to change not only the name but the
essence of England’s institutions, Winstanley outlined a com-
plete system of a Communist society *

* With the nse and growth of capimalist farming i England 1 the
last third of the fifteenth century, the condition of the Briish masses
began to worsen steadily, a process which was to continue for the next
three centuries It 15 worth noung, however, that 1t was precisely Crom-
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Because the Levellers raised the property question in
the Revolution, seeking to drive the Revolution beyond the
achievement of mere pohtical equahty for the men of prop-
erty, the term Leveller acquired the same sigmificance at-
tached later to the terms Babeuvist and communist after the
eighteenth century French Revolution **

Meanwhile, the Presbyterians and Monarchists did not give
up the struggle agamst the “blood-thirsty tigers of the Re-
public” and conspired m all the courts of Europe agamnst the
young Commonwealth Dissatisfaction grew in the army
and rcbellion broke out in Ireland The struggles between
the Levellers and Cromwell sharpened and finally took the
form of attempts at assassinating him, especually after 1654

In April 1653, dissausfied with the Rump Parliament,
Cromwell forcibly disbanded 1t and replaced 1t by the “Little
Parhament,” consisting of 139 selected Independent notables,
who upheld his military despotism Cromwell died on Sep-
tember 3, 1658, and his son Richard took over the Govern-
ment, but unable to carry on, he soon abdicated The Rump
Parhament thercupon convened once more, but 1t had hrtle
support When General George Monk, commander of the
armed forces 1n Scotland, came to London 1n February 1660,
with the purpose of taking over the Government, the Rump
Parlhament dissolved 1tself and provided for a2 new Parliament
of both Houses which proceeded to restore the Stuart mon-
archy Assembled on Apnl 25, 1660, the new Parliament
solemnly resolved that “accordmg to the ancient and funda-
mental laws of this Kingdom, the government 1s, and ought to
be, by king, lords, and commons ” ** On May 8, 1660, Charles
II was proclaimed King

well’s ume which formed an exception to this process of deterioration 1n
the lot of the British masses “So long as the Republic lasted,” Marx
observed i 1867, “the mass of the English people of all grades rose from
the degradation mto which they had sunk under the Tudors” (Capital,
Vol 1, p 821 footnote) The rclative, even though temporary, improvement
of the position of the Brish yeomen under the Republic was the direct
result of the revolutionary, democratic struggle of the masses under the
leadership of the Levellers
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But those sections of the bourgeoisie which had conspired
against the Republic had even less desire to be dominated
by the extravagant and dissipated Charles II or other Stuarts
secretly plotting to restore the Church of Rome In 1688,
therefore, they led a new, Whig revoluuon, the so-called
“Glorious Revolution,” embarrassed neither by republican
aims nor by a popular democratic movement as had been the
case n the “inglorious” Revolution of 1648 They invited
Wilham and Mary of Orange to save Eugland “from a Catho-
lic tyranny” by heading a constitutionil monarchy. which
actually would be the instrument of the bourgeoisie

The Gentlemen Independents of the 1648 Revolution
passed over politically into the Whig movement of 1688 which
had developed into a great financial power by the end of the
seventeenth century In fact, members of the Independents
were the founders of the Bank of England, the establishment
of which represented the first sanction of the rule of the
financial bourgeoisie and which the Tomes resisted on the
ground that since the banks famous at that time were those
of Venice, Genoa, Amsterdam and Hamburg, a bank was a
republican mstitution which 1t would be dangerous to intro-
duce 1n a monarchy ** But 1t was not only the establishment
of the Bank of England almost immediately after the ascen-
ston of Wilham III that showed the bourgeoisie to be the
real masters of England This was indicated also by the n-
troduction of the national debt, accompamed by a new
impetus to the manufacturing middle class through the con-
sistent enforcement of the protecuve fiscal system * Indeed,
from 1650 to 1750, England was the scene of a continuous
struggle between the landed imterest and the money interest,
the anistocracy and money capital which, aided by the es-
tablishment of the modern credit system and the national
debt at the end of the seventeenth century, ended wath the
victory of capital

By the beginning of the eighteenth century, England out-
stripped Dutch manufacture and began to supersede Holland
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as the leading commercial power of the world It profited
from the circumstance that, although Holland had lost 1ts
supremacy 1n commerce and mdustry, one of 1ts main hines of
business from 1701 to 1776 was the lending of enormous
amounts of capital, especially to 1ts great rival England,
thereby repeating the process that went on between Venice
and Holland 1n the preceding century

The road was now open for the emergence of the Indus-
trial Revolution n 1769, the economic foundation was laid
for the ascendance of bourgeois democracy.



cuarrer 1 Qut of the Wilderness

I

IT WAS in colomal America that the idea of one great
democratic republic was first revived It was here, in the
eighteenth century, that the first declaration of the nghts of
man was 1ssued and the democratic trend, which seemed to
have been extinguished with the Briush Republic, was again
resumed

The Briush Revolution exerted a direct influence upon the
Amcrican conflict To the extent that the Founding Fathers
devecloped republican ideas during their struggle with the
Briush Crown, they drew their mtellectual mspiration from
the bourgeoss republicans of seventeenth century England
They read Milton, Harrington, Algernon Sydney and other
Briush republicans, as well as John Locke Harrington, whose
Oceana also contamed 1deas similar to those of the Levellers,
exerted little influence 1n his own country but was widely
read by the colonists John Adams and Jefferson were famihar
with his writings, and Ous confessed humself greatly indebted
to the “great and incomparable” Harrington * Milton’s views,
which were so strikingly like those of the Founding Fathers,
found their most complete realization in the revolutionary
American republic of the eighteenth century.

The American colonists established their new common-
wealth mn the midst of a world dommated by monarchies
that had been striving for a hundred years to obliterate the

25
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very memory of republics By the tme of the Amencan
Revolution, the foes of democracy had succeeded so well in
exploiting the failure of the British Commonwealth and the
republican revolts of the seventeenth century that 1t was gen-
erally believed republics were feasible only in tiny states.
Montesquicu, Voltaire and other spokesmen of the eighteenth
century French Enlightenment proclammed 1t as pracucally
an immutable law that republicanism was not converuent for
a great state Even the Founding Fathers in America shared
these views and regarded the new republic merely as an
experiment *

The fact 1s that the American colonies took the path of
revolutionary struggle agamst the English Crown reluctantly.
Even when they finally renounced their allegiance to the
British King, they did not break their attachment to the Brit-
1ish Constitution They used the laws and Constitution of the
British realm 1n the fight aganst the Crown, and when war
with the motherland became the only possible solution to the
conflict, they turned, not to the French ideas of popular
sovereignty, but rather to the bourgeors republicans of the
England of 1648 and s 1688 aftermath Indeed, only when
1t came to final separation did they fall back on abstract prin-
ciples of liberty as set forth in the Declaration of Independ-
ence® The very term “republic” did not gam currency in
American official documents until ten years after the War of
Indcpendence According to Jefferson’s Anas, something of
the British prejudice agaimnst the word “republican” lingered
even in Washington’s mind Jefferson relates that on May 23,
1793, Washington called his attention to the word “republic”
in the draft of a state paper with the remark that 1t was a
word “which he had never before seen m any of our public
communications.” On November 28, Jefferson records his
satisfaction that the expression “our republic” had been n-
troduced by Attorney-General Randolph in his draft of the
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President’s speech to Congress, and that Washington made no
objection to 1t*

The American Revolution was led by men of wealth. This
flowed from the very nature of the forces engaged m the
struggle and the conditions which prevailed in the colonies
at the ume America, on the eve of its war for independence,
was 1n large measure a colomal replica of British society The
same caste spirit prevailed, perhaps even more pronounced in
the colonies As n anstocratic England, the Jaws weighed
heavily on the poor and served to perpetuate distinctions be-
tween patricians and plebeians People were cxpected to dress
according to their rank and keep their proper place Imprison-
ment for debt was widespread The jails were filthy and cen-
ters of depravity, and the whipping-post, the pillory and
stocks were the daily istruments of a barbarous penal code.
American political practices were likewise taken over from
England The suffrage was closely restricted by property
qualifications, and for office-holding these were raised to a
pomnt at which only men of wealth were ehgible,® although
the democratic struggles dating from the seventeenth century
did not fail to exert a political influence 1n the colonies

But even though 1t was the democratuc activities of the
people that drove the revolution forward unul independence
was achieved, and the petty-bourgeois radicals played a lead-
ing role especially 1n the First Continental Congress, political
leadership was essentially in the hands of the rich merchants
and gentry Indeed, the constitutional means of popular par-
ticipation n the conduct of government were so undeveloped
at this ume that party denoted little more than a connection
of interest among the gentry In Boston, for example, we have
the word of John Adams that three rich merchants, Thomas
Hancock, Charles Althorp and Thomas Green, when united,
could carry an clection almost unanimously He also tells us
that “half a dozen or at most a dozen famlies had always con-
trolled Connecticut”® New York politics were determined
by the atutude of the great famihes—the Livingstons, the
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Schuylers and the Chntons In the South, political power de-
pended almost wholly on family connection and social in-
fluence

The mass of the people lived outside the centers of po-
hitical ferment The urban population was small, not one
thirtieth of the whole There were no more than four cities
in the entire country with more 10,000 1nhabitants Boston
had a population of 18,000 Philadelphia, with a population
of 42,000, was the chicf city One fifth of the total population
of the country was to be found within the bounds of Virgima
where there were no large towns’ Furthermore, m 1775
there were only 37 newspapers in the entire country, and the
only way leading men 1 different localities could keep one
another informed of political movements was by correspond-
ence All mn all, condinons were such that only those m
social relations with the governing class, that 1s, the gentry,
were even 1n a position to obtamn the information and under-
take the orgamizitional measures necessary for pohitical ac-
tvity That 1s why the men who bombarded the King and
Parliament with constitutional arguments, who organized the
Continental Congress, giving a national character to the revo-
lutionary struggle, and who finally declared their independ-
ence of the British Crown, were men of wealth and privilege,
the Whig bourgeoisie of colonial America

2

The fact that colomal soctety was dominated by the landed
gentry and the urban bourgeoisie determined the fundamental
character of the Revolution Nevertheless, as far as its demo-
cratic features were concerned, 1t was the working people
of the towns, the urban petty bourgeorsie and the poor farm-
ers of the back country who were the determmning force n
the struggle In this respect, the war 1tself proved to be the
most decisive factor in the emergence of the new state as a
democratic republic For the war drew the masses into the
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struggle, and made 1t possible for them to play a role n
determining the military conduct and outcome of the conflict
By thus bringing forward the genumnely democratic classes,
1t opened the way for the operation of democratic influences
at the most crucial time in the hife of colonial America, the
formative pertod of the new state and nation

Had 1t been left enurely up to the planter-merchant aris-
tocracy, there would have been nerther national independence
nor a democratic republic A large section of this opulent
gentry opposed and sabotaged the struggle and openly joined
the British 1n the war That part of the planter-merchant
aristocracy which took up arms aganst the Crown, sought
to retain exclusive leadership of the struggle, to subordmate
the participation of the masses to 1ts own aims 1n the war and
to restrict the democratic ininative of the people Its primary
object was to remove British imperial domination and op-
pression which were stifling American economic hfe and
development It feared revolution and independence as
openung the way to republican rule, “the worst of all possible
tyranmes ” It therefore sought to wage the struggle agamst
Britain from the top, under the slogan “Taxation without
representation is tyranny,” and tried to keep the people from
gamning any share of the leadership It regarded the masses
with contempt and was alarmed at the fact that the resistance
to the Crown had “brought all the dregs to the top” 1n every
colony United i theirr own revolutionary organizations,
chiefly under the name of Sons of Liberty, 1n the key towns
of the colonies, the city poor, led by such radical merchants
and professionals as Sam Adams and John Lamb who realized
that 1t was the patriousm of the masses on which the salvation
of the country would finally depend, waged a fight for joint
leadership of the struggle They carried on ntensive revolu-
tionary agitation and orgamization, prepared and distributed
various types of literature, and finally proved strong enough
to defeat the efforts of the rich merchants to bar them from
the First Continental Congress, forcing them to hold 1t on
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the bass of equal representation from workers, country poor,
rich planters and merchants When the British sent troops to
crush the resistance of the colonsts, 1t was the working people
of the cities and towns who watched and reported every one
of their movements, kept the colomal Tores under sur-
veillance, and, together with the farmers, provided the man-
power for the fighting forces ®

The fact 1s that in 1775, during the first stage of the
armed struggle agamnst Britain, these merchant-planters still
had no thought of independence Even as military hostihities
commenced, they proclaimed “an accommodation with our
mother country” to be the “fondest wish of each American
soul,” an 1dea with which George Washington, on his way
to assume command of the continental armies, was entirely m
accord ° The British had forced armed resistance upon them,
and they were prepared to wage war, but 1t was for recog-
niion of thewr constitutional liberties and rights by the
Crown, not for the overthrow of Britsh rule They were,
consequently, not yet ready to conduct the war by revolu-
tionary means, although the logic of the struggle and the 1n-
tervention of the masses was soon to lead to this To wage
the war 1 a revolutionary way, the war had to have inde-
pendence as 1ts aim, but 1n 1775 they had no such aim as yet.
Leaving New York for the army i Cambridge, Washington
realized that 1t mught be necessary to use forcible measures
aganst the Brinsh Governor of New York, but he hesitated
to order such measures because “the seizing of a Governor
[1s] quite a new thing,” for which he would have to ask
authority from the Continental Congress.*® Indeed, British
officers and soldiers who were killing Americans and treat-
ing American prisoners as outlaws, were still regarded as
fellow-citizens, while captured Briush officers were treated
as “gentlemen” and allowed to be at large on parole, as in
the case of an officer by the name of Prescott who was per-
mitted to live 1n the best tavern in Philadelphia, “feasting with
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gentlemen of the first rank mn the province, and keeping a
levee for the reception of the grandees” **

It was the democratic masses who pressed for the revolu-
nonary conduct of the war, that 1s, for independence. They
were enraged by the barbarous action of the Brinsh who
devastated and burned American towns, and werc alarmed
and infuriated by the open treachery of the weaithy Tory
aristocrats who conspired with the British agamnst the Amen-
can cause. The demand of the masses w1s reflected in the
statement of General Greene who declared “O, could the
Congress behold the distress and wretched condition of the
poor mhabitants, driven trom the seaport towns, 1t must, 1t
would kindle a blaze of indignation agamnst the commissioned
prrates and licensed robbers People begin heartily to wish a
declaration of mdependence ”** The behavior of the British
forces was creating a new situation (GGeneral Charles Lee, who
declared that God favored those with the heaviest battalions,
also pressed for revolutionary action “I propose to seize every
governor, government man, placeman, tory, and enemy to
liberty on the continent, and to confiscate their estates,” he
declared, “or at least lay them under heavy contributions for
the public Their persons should be sccured in some of the
mnterior towns, as hostages for the treatment of those of
our party, whom the fortunes of war shall throw into their
hands ” ** But General Washington did not respond to this
plea, which was 1n accord with the desires of the democratic
populace

The conservative gentry 1n the Continental Congress were
not 1n favor of such revolutionary methods or of separation
from Britain which these methods involved They heped that
the moderates 1n Parliament would be able to keep the strug-
gle from developing nto a war to the finish Furthermore,
they feared the democratic aims of the masses as a threat
agamnst their own privileges and property interests The 1m-
perial restraints on colomal trade and economy which ob-
structed exchange among the merchants also cut the prices
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of the farmers’ products and the wages of the workers, and
menaced their ability to become independent producers The
people were therefore eager to fight for freedom agamst the
foreign ohgarchy But they also suffered from the oppression
of the domesuc gentry Their aims therefore went beyond
those of the planter-merchant anstocracy More and more
mjecting therr own ndependent organizations and demands
mto the struggle, they strove for freedom from both the
foreign and domestic oligarchy The workers saw clearly that
the time for appeals and debate had passed and that the 1ssue
could be resolved only by a vigorous resort to arms, outright
independence, and the establishment of a popular, democratic
government To prevent this outcome, the gentry tried to
sidetrack the demind for independence and to avoid any
action which would close the door to any other solution **

The Britsh also understood the extent to which the masses
were the driving force for resistance to the Crown, and espe-
cially their role as a milirary factor They adjusted therr
strategy accordingly and planned to cut off communication
between the Northern and Southern provinces, and shift the
war from New England where they were confronted by the
stubborn resistance of the farmers and mechanics, to the South
where they mntended to release the Negro slaves, disrupt the
Southern provinces and thus secure speedy victory At the
same time, they tried to bribe the people who bore the brunt
of the struggle while the wealthy merchants were growing
rich from the war, by promusing 100 acres of land to each
man that enlisted plus 100 acres for his wife and 5o for each
child, and demagogically appealed to the workers to escape
misery and poverty by deserting the revolutionary army The
Briush also depended on the wealthy colomal tories who en-
tered mto an extensive conspiracy with them to betray the
revolutionary army and the Revolution

But the people, struggling for their freedom, refused to
give 1, despite the hardships and military supenority of the
enemy They displayed remarkable ingenuity in supplying
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arms and orgamzing the fighting forces for the revolutionary
army. Above all, they overwhelmed the Briush by the revo-
lutionary energy and fighting technique which they displayed
on the battlefield The farmers and mechanics, without uni-
forms or the discipline of a professional army, poorly tramed
and even more poorly equipped, performed miracles They
did more work m one mght erecting fortifications than a
whole Briush army, as British General Howe admitted, would
have done 1n a month They developed tactical innovauons,
most important of which was guerrilla warfare, that dismayed
the unchallenged masters of Europe’s battlefields Here was a
revolutionary army which had a strength all 1ts own, far su-
perior mn purpose and quality of fighting men to the essen-
tially mercenary army of the Briish Crown with 1ts inflexible
formations and 1its tactics of the line “In the American War
of Independence,” Engels declared m 1877, “these cumbrous
lines came up aganst bands of msurgents, which although not
drilled were all the better able to shoot from their rifled car-
bines, these rebels were fighting for their own special interests,
and therefore did not desert hike the mercenaries, nor did
they do the English the kindness of advancing agamnst them
also 1n hne and across the open plam, but 1n scattered and
rapidly moving troops of sharpshooters under cover of the
woods In such circumstances the line was powerless and was
defeated by its invisible and ntangible opponents Fighting
in skirmishing order was re-invented—a new method of war-
fare which was the result of a change 1n the human material
of war

The war had its own logic The Tory conspiracy and the
British maneuvers deprived those sections of the gentry who
still hoped for reconcihation with Britain of their last argu-
ments. There was no way out except war to the end The
Tory plot was smashed and the Contunental Congress was
forced to prepare for a long and bloody struggle. By June
1776, the Congress had to consider whether the united colo-
mes should declare themselves free and independent states
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The forces that demanded independence carried the day A
comnuttee appointed to draft a declaration of independence
met 1n the home of a bricklayer, and the draft, prepared by
Thomas Jefferson, was adopted on July 4 When the people
heard the news, their joy “amounted almost to frenzy ” The
workers hurled the statue of George III from 1ts pedestal 1n
Bowling Green and made bullets out of 1t Washington dis-
approved of their action because it “too much resembled law-
lessness and riot ” ** In some colomes the workers were the
only ones to rejoice **

Among the first to raise the demand for national inde-
pendence was Thomas Pame, the most popular and effective
spokesman of the masses of people m this struggle Pame
was a true and great democrat whose pamphlets and writings
exerted a deep influence on the people, especially during
the most difficulc days of the War Followmng the tradition
of the great humamtarians of the 17th and 18th centuries who
were shocked by the extremes of wealth and wretchedness
which already then characterized the newly developing
captalist system, Pamne’s sympathies were with the people
But though he sought to protect them against the evil con-
sequences of this system, he condemned any effort to abolish
private property Yet Paine’s outlook was entirely i accord
with the needs of his time and with the tasks which historical
development had posed for solution in America 1n the last
quarter of the 18th century An Englishman by birth and a
citizen of the world, 1t was jn the American Revolution that
Pamne made his greatest contribution to freedom and earned
his place among the immortals of history.

It was the workers and the common people who as-
sured the final triumph and saved the Revolution They were
the most patriotic forces in the Revolution, the most con-
sistent champions of independence, and the most ardent ad-
vocates of a democratic republic As common soldiers, they
withstood the most terrible suffering, caused as much by the
greed of the speculators and stock jobbers supplying the army
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thing for victory, the merchants and manufacturers profit-
eered, bled the people through soaring prices in violation of
price-control legislation, and grew even richer on govern-
ment contracts, currency speculation and land jobbing De-
spite all the hardships and the constant retreats and defeats
of the revolutionary army during the war, the workers and
masses remained loyal to the cause of the Revolution. And 1n
the long run, this proved decisive.

The revolutionary war for independence made a funda-
mental contribution towards strengthenung the democratic
conditions of American development It destroyed the system
of mdentured servitude by freeing the thousands of nden-
tured servants who enlisted 1n the revolutionary army and
by halting the importation of new servants It gave strength,
confidence and prestige to the workers and common people
who brought victory over the enemy. It gave them a new
economic asset by opening up vast quanuties of new land
which the imperial proclamation of 1763 had closed to settle-
ment. And 1t brought them important political gamns, em-
bodied mn the Bills of Rights of nearly all State Constitutions.
Many of these disestablished the churches, guaranteed freedom
of worship, prohibited voice voting, and abolished primogeni-
ture and entail *®

But with all this, the influence of the bourgeoisie remained
dominant The speculators were the first to profit from the
opening up of the new lands The great estates of the Tory
Loyalists fell mnto the hands of the wealthy few, and the
planter-merchant aristocracy retamed pohtical power, as was
soon to be revealed by the outcome of the struggle over the
formation of the new national government.

3

Once independence was achieved, the struggle began for
the determination of the character of the new state, lasting
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until 1787 when the new federal and state governments were
formed This struggle reflected the social distinctions pre-
vaihing 1n the country Though monarchy was excluded m a
society in which hereditary titles had been practically non-
existent, many of the “well-born” dreamed of 1t, and even
though these “well-born” were unable to establish a formal
anistocracy, they were clearly convinced that government re-
sponsibility belonged exclusively to them ** Most of the mem-
bers of the Constitutional Convention which set up the new
government and which adopted the Constitution making the
United States a republic, belonged to the merchant and landed
gentry They took 1t as a matter of course that they, who
were 1 possession of the means and the ability to take care of
such matters, would control every branch of the Government
and conduct public affairs *

John Adams, who condemned hereditary political privilege
and msisted that there should be equality before the law,
nevertheless contended that differences of birth and wealth
exerted “a natural and nevitable influence upon society ”
After all, did not America have 1ts “laborers, yeomen, gentle-
men, esquires, honorable gentlemen and excellent gentle-
men?” ** Alexander Hamilton, who was open 1n his monarchic
leanings and his contempt for the people, declared that “all
communities divide themselves into the few and the many
The first are rich and well-born, the other the mass of people
.. The people are turbulent and changing They seldom
judge or determme right Guve therefore to the first class a
distinct, permanent share in the government They will check
the unsteadiness of the second ” %

What the rich and wealthy really feared about the re-
public as a state form was that 1ts logical development led
beyond the rule of the privileged and wealthy to the rule of
the people This fear of democracy was expressed very clearly
by Gouverneur Morris, a close friend of George Washington,
who proclaimed that property 1s the basis of all government
and described democracy as “that disease of which all repub-
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lics have perished, except those which have been overthrown
by force ” ** In March 1789, he wrote to the Marquss de la
Luzerne “Republicamism 1s a moral influenza ” ** Shays’ re-
bellion against foreclosures and the persecution of debtors,
which occurred in Western Massachusetts 1n 1786, and the
disturbances n New Hampshire and Rhode Island, had
greatly frightened the delegates to the Constitutional Con-
vention and only confirmed their conviction that democracy
was the hidden disease that constituted the Achulles’ heel of
every republic They sought to meet this by building up a
governmental structure which they hoped would curb and
control these democrauc tendencies For this purposc they
mntroduced the system of checks and balances into the Con-
stitution of the new republic as a safeguard aganst “tyranny,”
the “tyranny” of the many, the masses of people who mught
use state power agamst the propertied classes

When this system was criticized by Turgot and Mably,
world renowned French statesmen and thinkers, and the latter
one of the theoreucal forerunners of French communism,
John Adams came to its defense In an elaborate review and
analysis of the history of republics, he argued that a pure
democratic state hike that dreamt of by French philosophers
was 1mpossible Although Adams accepted the term “repub-
lic” as describing the new American government, 1t was not
mn the sense 1mplying popular rule In correspondence with
Roger Sherman, therefore, at the time of the adoption of the
Constitution, Adams called 1t 2 “monarchical republic,” a
classification which he had applied to England also and by
which he meant that the custody of the executive power was
an mdividual trust and that 1t was also republican nasmuch
as the Constitution provided for the representation of the
people #® This was generally the view taken by the authors
of the Federalist, who referred to the new Government as
republican. But, as Madison argued, 1t is a republic which
should by no means be classed with the democratic republics
of antiquity 1 which the people ruled “Democracies,” Madi-
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son wrote, “have ever been spectacles of turbulence and con-
tention, have ever been found mcompatible with personal
security or the rights of property, and have in general been as
short 1n their ives as they have been violent in their deaths

The true disunction between these (ancient republics) and
the American governments lies m the total exclusion of the
people n their collective capacity from any share in the
latter ” 2°

4

Despite the fear of democracy, the new Government took
the form of a democratic republic All the pams of the Con-
stitutional Convention to fashion a government machine
which would control the democratic tendencies they dreaded,
proved unable to stem the democratic upsurge. Fisher Ames
put his finger on the reason for this when he remarked “Con-
stitutions are but paper, society is but a substratum of gov-
ernment ”’ 2 The social and historical conditions were such
that the Constitution could not resist adjustment to the demo-
cratic development

Unlike the British gentry who dealt with a settled popu-
lation trained to habits of deference and unable to escape from
landlord control, the American gentry were faced with en-
urely different conditions The authority which they exer-
aised during the greater part of the colomal period because
of the pressure of the French and Indians upon the English
settlements lost much of 1ts foundanion after the expulsion
of the European powers and the driving back of the Indians
There was pracucally no end to the amount of unoccupied
Jand, and coercive social arrangements were not so easy to
maintam, as the gentry soon discovered. The need to obtain
settlers was paramount and caused democratic inducements
which carly took the form of political franchises*® Thus
Willlam Grayson of Virginia, who hoped for speedy land

sales and lower taxes, observed that “the want of inhabitants”
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was “perhaps our only calamity ” Tench Coxe sought to at-
tract settlers to Pennsylvania with the argument that 1t offered
civil and religious hiberties, land on easy terms, voting citizen-
ship after two years of residence, and freedom from Old
World restramts on trade and industry.*

The need for making such democratic concessions 1n order
to secure settlers without, at the same time, undermining their
polical power, presented the gentry with a dilemma, the
only escape from which they saw in the presence of a strong
enemy on America’s borders “We need as all nations do,”
wrote Fisher Ames to Rufus King 1n 1802, “the compression
on the outside of our circle of a formudable neighbor, whose
presence shall at all times excite stronger fears than dema-
gogues can mspire the people with towards their govern-
ment ”’ * In face of the actual conditions and events, this was
merely self-delusion on the part of the gentry, who thereby
only demonstrated that there was no escape from the
“dilemma” of democracy.

The mexorable mfluence of the presence of an unhmited
extent of land for democratization of the country which the
Founding Fathers could not escape, was a source of demo-
cratic development that had already asserted 1tself at the very
begmning of the colonization of America in the seventeenth
century The anstocrats of England had twice attempted to
set up 1n America a landed social order of a feudal character:
the first time during the turmoil of Stuart England, when hun-
dreds of entreprencurs came to America in the hope of es-
tablishing ducal and manonal estates like those which had
been the models in Europe for five hundred years, the second
time between 1660 and 1667, after the defeat of the British
Republic and the restoration of Charles 1I to the throne But
both of these efforts failed because of the conditions under
which settlers were secured for the colonization of the new
country These ncluded prospective homesteads for all who
wished them, the night to elect assemblies and freedom of
religious beliefs and conduct.
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To persuade people to migrate to the colonial wilderness
and become workers on the proposed manoral estates, the
entrepreneurs and ship captains had to agree to terms which
played a vital role 1n the formation of the early North Ameri-
can character. Most men and women who went to the Chesa-
peake Bay country between 1620 and 1660 stipulated that
they would take the risks and become indentured servants
for five or six years only on such specific terms As a result,
the entrepreneurs paid six pounds each for the transportation
of servants to their destinauon and signed contracts 1n which
they promised indentured workers, at the expiration of their
terms, a tract of land, a new suit of clothes, a heifer, two pigs,
firearms and the simpler farm tools.

These were the basic conditions on which the majority of
white people became citizens of the North American colonies
from Mame to Georgia. And with vast stretches of land not
far away, these workers on the lands of the would-be manor
lords of Virginia and Maryland were not disposed to become
submissive serfs They responded to all efforts at making serfs
of them by runming away to the Frontier in such great num-
bers that more laws were enacted on this than any other
subject during a pertod of thirty years, but the laws could not
be enforced cffectively. The guarantee of lands and freedom
to indentured servants defeated the formation of a stranfied
social order along feudal lines This guarantee was reinforced
by the fact that plantations were constantly moving and
changing, thercby preventung the permanent attachment of
less ambitious workers to the soil 3

Under these conditions, where feudal institutions were un-
able to take root, no dependent peasantry developed in
America There was no native nobility and no feudal cus-
toms Land was held mn fee simple Estates were not entailed
and the custom of primogeniture did not generally prevail *

In a secondary way, religion also proved to be a source of
democratic development 1n America. In the colonies, unhke
the mother country, the church was separate from the state.
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As mn politics, so n religion, the colonists had belonged to
the most progressive parties n England In fact, the first re-
publicans in America were Puritan minusters, namely, Roger
Williams, Thomas Hooker and John Wise Like other colo-
mists, they were acquainted with the moderate republican
principles of government expressed in the works of Milton,
Sydney, and others, and were ardent proponents of demo-
cratic views The democratic outlook of Thomas Hooker
and Roger Willlams was embodied in the consticutions of
the colonies which they founded **

The fact 15, however, that for a hundred years after the
establishment of the first colomes, religion was essentially
a matter of the few The Anglican Church in Virginia was
under the management and control of the planter aristocracy.
In New England, because of social restrictions, the member-
ship of the churches was made up of a small minority The
Presbyterians, the Congregationalists and the Reform bodies
fully shared Calvin’s low opmion of the common people
The Quakers, especially after the adoption of birthright mem-
bership, came to be more and more a prosperous upper class
group. The early New England Fathers, who considered
democracy the “meanest” of all forms of government, re-
garded 1t as their principal task to see that “the clect,” the
chosen of God, controlled 1n both Church and state

To the extent that religion pentrated to the masses, 1t took
the form of colomal revivalism, spread by colonal preachers
who taught that every man was expected to find his own
way to God and stressed the doctrine that all men are equal
n the sight of God, encouraging the desire of the common
people to take part 1n the management of their own affairs.
The revivalist preachers recognized no social distinctions and
sought to reach all classes of men, slaves as well as masters,
poor as well as rich, ignorant as well as learned. To them,
all were sinners and 1n need of a saviour whose grace alone
avalled. The revivals were thus a great leveling force
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American colomal society, they sowed the basic seeds of
democracy widely and effectively.**

5

During the thirteen years between the First Continental
Congress of 1774 and the adoption of the Constitution es-
tablishing the new American Republic i 1787, the basic
democratic forces of the Revolution played a decisive role
mn the prosecution of the War and in mantamming the umity
of the colonies until independence was won The revolu-
tionary petty-bourgeois democrats who dominated the first
Continental Congress were responsible for the Declaration
of Independence which had been drafted by a commuttee of
the Congress headed by the thirty-two year old Thomas
Jefferson Although they had to share leadership with the
rich merchants and landed gentry m the Second Continental
Congress, they were able to force the adoption of the Articles
of Confederation which kept the colonies on the road to the
establishment of a single republic The common people, con-
sisung of the poor farmers, artisans, mechanics and sailors,
provided the man-power for fighting the war and, as such,
bore the brunt of the struggle It was these democratic groups
that enforced the revolutionary dictatorship and terror against
the Tories which was less violent than 1n the subsequent
French Revolution only because of the absence of feudal
conditions 1n the colonies.

But as the war progressed, political power shifted entirely
to the Whig bourgeoisie, the bulk of whom later formed the
Federalist Party It was they who dommated the secret Con-
vention which adopted the Constituion of 1787. When
Thomas Jefferson, who had been sent to France in 1784 to
replace the aged Franklin as American Minuster to that coun-
try, recetved a copy of the new Constitution 1n 1787, he was
disturbed to find that neither a Bill of Rights for the people
nor rotation 1n the presidential office had been provided for.
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He liked the idea of a central government functioning with-
out recurrence to the States, the separation of the executuve
and judiciary from the legislature, and the establishment of
a Congress composed of two Houses But because the Con-
stitution disregarded the democratuc nghts of the people,
Jefferson declared himself “nearly a neutral” 1n relation to 1t.**

When he returned to the United States in 1790, he found
the nation divided “mnto a minority enriched, and a majority
furnishing the riches” and the new Government in the hands
of the wealthy merchants, the landed and professional aris-
tocracy Alexander Hamuilton, Secretary of the Treasury, was
using the Government to increase the wealth of the propertied
groups He sought to attach “certificate men,” stock-jobbers,
speculators and monied arstocrats to the Government * His
financial measures, funding the public debt, enriched his
wealthy friends at the expense of the farmers and artisans
who were burdened with high taxes which paid for the opera-
tion of Hamulton’s plan The people, who had sought to
achieve greater democratic gains, reahized that they were in
danger of losing the things for which they had sacrificed and
fought during the Revolution They were highly dissatisfied
with the situation and pressed for a Bill of Rights.

The struggle between the popular masses and the rich and
well-born who controlled the Government became so sharp
by 1790 that the country was divided into two distinct camps.
“The lIine 1s now drawn so clearly,” Jefferson declared in
1793, “as to show on one side (1) the fashionable circles of
Philadelphia, New York, Boston and Charleston (natural
aristocrats), (2) Merchants trading on Briush capital, (3)
Paper men (All the old Tories are found n some one of
these descriptions) On the other side are (1) Merchants
trading on their own capital, (2) Irish merchants, (3) Trades-
men, mechanics, farmers and every other possible description
of our atizens.” **

On his return from France, Jefferson had been appointed
Secretary of State Although he had grasped the basic situa-
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tion in the country at that time and noted that, in their fear
of the masses, the ruling circles were showing “a preference
for kingly over repubhican government,” Jefferson did not
immediately see the full significance of Hamulton’s funding
scheme In 1790, therefore, he said of himself “I am neither
Federalist nor anu-Federalist, I am of neither party, nor yet
a tnnmmer between parties ”** By 1791, however, a bitter
antagomism developed between Jefferson and Hamuilton over
the excise and the natonal bank proposed 1n Hamuilton’s treas-
ury report The struggle between the two men was to become
the underlymng pattern of the national poltical struggle for
the next thirty years

Hamulton advocated the suppression of popular tendencies
and democracy with an 1ron hand Jefferson insisted that the
people were the best repository for polical power, and
sought to give democracy the freest scope Hamilton fought
for a strong, centralized natonal government dedicated to the
interests of the bourgeoisie, and, for this purpose, advocated
a hfe-long, even hereditary executive or monarch, with State
governors holding their commussions at the national pleasure,
and a Congress constructed on the English model of Lords
and Commons Jefferson countered with an assertion of States’
Rights which he regarded as “a precious reliance” mn face
of an administration dominated by Hamulton and his friends,
and nsisted on distributive rather than consolidated functions
of the Government Hamilton was pro-British and approved
of the corruption then prevalent in the British Parliament
Jefferson hated the Briush and was friendly to revolutionary
France

He had left France with an enthusiasm for the bourgeois
democratic 1deology which had permeated all the anu-feudal
classes 1n that country, and eager to help the new American
Republic develop nto a strong, progressive nation whose
achievement would be a model and an inspiration to all
humanity But he was amazed to find that the Federalist lead-
ers in New York were outspoken in their support of Briush
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monarchism and thewr desire for hereditary government. As
he mixed i their circles, he found himself “the only advocate
on the republican side of the question ”** Even John Adams
had abated 1n his resentment against Briush forms of govern-
ment and was frankly hostile to the Revolution i France
And as Jefferson joned Washington’s Cabinet, he became
convinced that the President was surrounded by men who
had monarchical designs When he came into open conflict
with Hamilton 1 1791, General Knox, Hamilton, Gouv-
erneur Morns and the Eastern Federalists attacked him as a
hypocrite, a flatterer of the people, a philosopher of crude
abstractions, a false generalizer, a worshiper of France, and a
“semi-maniac ” *° The struggle raged during the fall elections
of 1792, and the antagorusm between Jefferson and Hamilton
grew Hamilton fought to oust Jefferson from the Cabinet.
The stage was being set for the emergence of new party
formations.

As the financial projects of the Treasury developed, di-
visions began to take place n the Federalist camp. On the
one hand, the orthodox Federalists represented the commer-
cial and banking groups with such spokesmen as Hamulton,
Gouverneur Morris and Robert Morrnis On the other hand,
a powerful element in the Middle States, as well as most
Southern statesmen, began to draw away from the Federalists.
This group, of considerable size, stood midway between the
Hamiltonians and the Jeffersonian republicans, the contem-
porary newspapers often referred to them as “moderates.”
Thus group, of which John Adams was the spokesman, repre-
sented the muddle class in the cities and the mmuddle group of
farmers.

At no time was Adams’ position on economic issues within
the sphere of practical politics acceptable to the commercial
group Furthermore, because of the fact that during the Revo-
lution Adams displayed radical tendencies by being among
the foremost in pressing the adoption of drastic measures
agamnss England, the Federalst conservatives always retamed
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a lingering suspicion of hum It was not until the close of the
Revolution, when he produced political writings between
1787 and 1790 which were to their liking, that he won their
applause, although these works alienated Adams from the
Republicans

As the legislation advocated by the Federahsts, under the
leadership of Hamilton, became more and more clearly de-
signed 1n the exclusive interests of the commercial and bank-
ing groups, the “moderates” became restive. Thus, Madison
and Hamilton, who had been united on the question of the
adoption of the Consutution, diverged almost immediately
thereafter, leaving Adams as the spokesman of the “mod-
erates” within the Federalist Party and among the more con-
servauve republicans However, Adams’ efforts to control
the policy of the Federalist Party did not succeed **

Soon after Washington’s re-election to the Presidency, the
struggle which had developed over Hamuilton’s financial pro-
gram was sull further aggravated and sharpened by the de-
thronement and execution of Louis XVI in France and the
war which Britam organized aganst the new French Repub-
Iic The American people were aroused to great enthusiasm
by the establishment of the French Republic Hamilton and
his supporters, who regarded the rise of democracy 1n France
as a great calamity, rushed to the defense of British interests.
Jefferson had been anxious to leave the Cabinet, but at Wash-
ington’s request held on unul the end of 1793 when he retired
from office as Secretary of State. The more he had seen of
the Adminustration, the more disgusted he had become He
was determined to cease being a counselor to a Federahst ad-
munmstration and to rally the democratuc forces for control
of the Government. He was immensely popular at the time he
withdrew from the Adminustration, and 1 1794 organized
the Republican Party which became the political expression
of the democratic camp 1n the country.

The people, aroused by the domestic and foreign policies of
the Government, had sought to defend themselves by organ-
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izing democratic societies hke the Sons of Liberty of the
Revolutionary period These popular societes, the first of
which appeared 1 Philadelphia mn 1793, grew out of the dis-
content of the poor settlers and craftsmen, the farmers and
sailors, their desire to preserve hiberty and the Republic,
and their opposition to all aristocratic measures at home and
abroad Between 1793 and 1800, 42 such popular societies
were organized whose members ranged from rich merchants
to sailors and mililamen, with their base made up of those
who had waged the struggle for independence as common
soldiers and members of revolutionary organizations They
were determined to keep the country from bemng taken over
by the foes of hberty, and as m 1776, so after 1790, they
united with all democratic elements to save the nation,
equality and the Republic ¢

Supported by the people, Jefferson ran for President in the
elections of 1796 But John Adams, the candidate of the
Federalists, carned the office by a close vote 1n the Electoral
College, and Jefferson was chosen Vice President In 1798
the Federalists enacted a series of repressive measures known
as the Alien and Sedition Acts 1n an effort to crush American
democracy. But the people fought back under Jefferson’s
leadership, and m the elecuons of 1800 democracy was tri-
umphant, electing Jefferson President of the United States

Thomas Jefferson was a man of encyclopedic stature, whose
interests ranged from agriculture to the fine arts He was a
student and a thinker whose intellectual curiosity embraced
nearly every field of human knowledge including philosophy,
natural and applied science, ancient and modern languages,
and mathematics A man of broad culture, a true humani-
tarian, and an astute political leader, he was above all a
consistent democrat, cut from the same cloth as the great
personalities of the French Fnlightenment But, hike them, he
was essentially a representauve of bourgeois-democratic so-
ciety, the exponent of a great, independent nation, the enlight-
ened spokesman of a progressive democracy whose economic
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foundations were stll pnmarily of a freehold agrarian char-
acter, When the popular democratc societies, organized on
the model of the French Jacobin socieues, emerged as a
driving force 1n the struggle aganst Federalist reaction, and
were held responsible for the “Whiskey imsurrection” of
Western Pennsylvania, he refused to sanction them, although
he challenged the epithet of “self-created societies” which
Washington directed against them 1n his message to Congress.
Although he hated monarchs, he felt that the French Revo-
lution should have stopped with a constitutional monarchy
He greeted the establishment of the French Republic, but
he condemned the revolutionary acts which crushed the
counter-revolution and saved the republic as “atrocities” of
the French “rabble,” and contrasted them with the “steady
and solid” character of the American people * When Monroe
returned humiliated from France, where he had glorfied the
bloody bourgeos counter-revolution, Jefferson had no word
of criticism of his position, and took him under his political
wing Indeed, in later years, Jefferson agreed fully with
Lafayette that the split between the constitutional-monarchust
and the republican wings of the bourgeoisie was a nusfortune
which opened the way for the Jacobin masses and the Terror
headed by Robespierre Jefferson, the political and 1deological
leader of the democratic masses, during the first twenty years
of the existence of the new Republic, was unquestionably the
man mn whose hfe and thought the humamsm and mternation-
alism of the eighteenth century bourgeois democratic revo-
lution found its highest expression in America, but he never
went beyond the farthest horizon of that revolution These
bourgeors imitations did not diminish the greatness of his
contributions to the history of the Amencan people and the
world.



cuapTEr 11 Dawn Breaks In Europe

I

THE American Revolution imtiated a new era of the ascend-
ancy of bourgeors democracy on both sides of the Atlantc
Men like Thomas Jefferson, who declared that America was
“acting for all mankind,”* realized the world significance of
the Revolution The common people, too, who had faith in
the future of the new republic for which they had made such
great sacrifices, were confident that its example would be
followed 1n other parts of the world

LEurope was 1n such a state of feudal decay and the spirit
of defiance and rcbellion agamnst the old order was growing
so strong that a major democratic upheaval of the caliber of
the American Revolution was bound to give a great impetus
to the struggle for democracy in such countries as France,
England, Germany, Italy, and even far-away Russta America,
after all, had long been the object of great commercial strug-
gles among the European powers, and since the Revolution
was a struggle agamnst England, the dommant power of
Europe, the entire continent was naturally interested n 1ts
outcome. As a colomal appendage of Europe, America was
really part of the European system of relations, and conse-
quently shared in the mutual influence of events which was
a regular feature of the development of the nations of Europe
for whom the struggle against feudalism was a common his-
torical task Even i those days of few newspapers and poor

49
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communication, therefore, the news that came thundering in
from the Atlantic reached into the farthest corners of the
continent and was recerved with almost universal rejoicing.
All anti-feudal classes hailed the great event the constitu-
uonal-minded nobles, the upper bourgeosie that wanted a con-
stitutional monarchy, the moderate bourgeossie that dreamed
of a republic, the revolutionary intelhigentsia, as well as the
men of the people It was a blaze of light 1n a world shrouded
in feudal darkness, and even those who later found ground
for difference greeted the conflagration As the Count of
Segur reported 1n his Memoirs “The first shot of the cannon
fired in the new hemisphere resounded throughout Europe
with the rapidity of hghtming . The courageous daring of
the Americans electrified all spirits and excited general ad-
muration ”’ 2

It was in France, where the American cause evoked the
widest response, that the bourgeos democratic revolution
was to register its next major triumph At the tume of the
American Revolution, France was an agrarian state with a
population of more than 24,000,000 peasants, burghers and
workers ruled by no more than 240,000 privileged arstocrats
The peasantry, carrying the enure parasitic structure on 1ts
back, was plundcred by the state, the tax-exempt clergy and
the nobility who lived 1n 1dleness and luxury at Versailles or
on their cstates With the serfs degraded and hungry, the
countryside was 1n a state of decay From the end of the reign
of Louis XVand throughout the reign of Lous X VI, agricul-
ture was in the grip of a chromic crisis The peasants deserted
the estates en musse and fled to the cities where they were
unable to secure employment As a result the cities were full
of beggars Even by the nuddle of the seventeenth century,
the number was so great that a kingdom of vagabonds was
established 1n Paris In 1777, the third year of Lous XVI’s
reign, the number of beggars i the country was estimated
at 1,200,000 The Monarchy tried to meet this enforced
transformation of the peasants into urban vagabonds and
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paupers by passing the Ordinance of July 13, 1777 according
to which every man 1 good health from sixteen to sixty
years of age, if without means of subsistence and not practic-
ing a trade, was to be sent to the galleys*® Lows XVI was
truly the roz des gueux, King of the beggars

While the peasants were thus weighed down by feudal
burdens, the bourgeaisie of the towns were sufficiently de-
veloped by the latter half of the eighteenth century to begin
to aspire to poliical power Ever since the beginning of the
seventeenth century, French statesmen had made various at-
tempts to encourage manufactures under strict regulation and
police supervision. But it was not unul the middle of the
eighteenth century that production really began to develop
in a sustamed fashion and many French cities blossomed into
substantial manufacturing centers However, the feudal privi-
leges and the nsatiable demands of the Monarchy, which was
reduced to financial nsolvency by a heritage of debt and
extravagant and useless expenditures, were a burden on com-
merce and industry and only served to sharpen the antagon-
ism between the bourgeoisie and the feudal order. The
intellectuals of France gave theoretical expression to these
antagonisms between the privileged minority and the over-
whelming majority of the peasantry, bourgeoisie and urban
masses. Beneath the surface of society, the revolution was
maturing.

Under these circumstances, the response to the American
Revolution was instantaneous The hearts of Frenchmen, as
the Count of Segur reported, “throbbed at the news of the
awakening of liberty, striving to throw off the yoke of arbi-
trary power ”* Benjamm Franklin personally testfied to the
intense interest with which American affairs were followed
in France and the democratic impact of the American Revolu-
tion. “All Europe,” Franklin wrote from Pans in May 1777,
“s on our side of the question, as far as applause and good
wishes to carry them. Those who live under arbitrary power
do nevertheless approve of hberty, and wish for 1, they al-



52 MARXISM AND THE DEMOCRATIC TRADITION

most despair of recovering 1t in Europe, they read the transla-
tions of our separate colony Constitutions with raprure. ... It
1s 2 common observation here, that our cause 1s the cause of
all mankind, and that we are fighung for their hberty i de-
fending our own.” ® Frankhn, himself, had published and
spread the State Constitutions and the Declaration of Inde-
pendence throughout France in 1783, which mn a few years
were to serve as models for the French in their own Revo-
lution

The Whig character of the American Revolution evoked
a favorable response among the French bourgeoisie. French
thinkers and writers pomnted to the United States as showing
the road that must be followed, they pomted to 1its religious
toleration, 1ts freedom of the press and the absence of feudal
privilege, and the political sovereignty of the people They
were of the opmion that the very cxistence of the American
democratc republic would have profound consequences for
the whole world

2

The Great French Revolution was directed against the rot-
ten and corrupt feudal system which hampered the growth of
trade and capital, impoverished the urban masses and held
the peasantry in ntolerable bondage The immediate sequence
of events which led up to 1t had begun 1n the winter of 1783
when France began to suffer from a severe economic crisis
affectng all classes Thus crisis was aggravated by the unfavor-
able trade treaty with England of 1786 which resulted m
closing down factories and a drastic reduction of trade It
was further aggravated by two years of harvest fallures
1788 and 1789. The crisis culmmated 1 revolution because
of the starvation of the people and the breakdown in the dis-
tribution of food supplies for the caputal.

At the same time, financial difficulties compelled Louts XV1
to convoke the Estates of the Realm for the purpose of se-
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curing the assistance of the bourgeorsie The Estates met at
Versailles on May s, 1789, but the bourgeosie was determined
to abolish the special privileges of the nobility and clergy
and secure political liberty before granting the financial de-
mands of the King The ensuing struggle between the King
and the Third Estate, led by the bourgeoisie, resulted three
weeks later 1n the transformation of the Estates of the Realm
into a National Assembly which proceeded to draft a con-
stitution embodying the demands of the bourgeoisie It was
the mntervention of the famished aruisan masses 1n this struggle
against the King which drove 1t onto the path of revolution
The people stormed the Bastille on July 14 and compelled
the Assembly to move to Paris The French Revolution was
on the way

Two years passed before the Constitution was finally
adopted, but, in the meantime, the Assembly proceeded to
abolish feudal obstacles to domestic trade, to confiscate
Church lands and to dissolve the medieval guilds New paper
money, called assignats, was 1ssued, profiteers and speculators
mn currency and the confiscated Church land made their ap-
pearance A Declaration of the Rights of Man was adopted pro-
claiming all men free and equal and the object of society to
be the maintenance of the malienable human rights of free-
dom, property and security As a result of the mtervention
of the Parisian masses 1n support of the Assembly, the King
was compelled to sign this Declaration on October 4, 1789

The big bourgeoisie, which dominated the Constituent As-
sembly, now felt that it had achieved 1ts goal—a limited
monarchy and a constitution It was ready to reach a com-
promise with the Old Order and was prepared to put down
any popular movement with the big National Guard, headed
by Lafayette, which was at the disposal of the Assembly.
Although 1t abolished some feudal privileges, suffrage was
restricted to the bourgeoisie, and it even tried to enforce
payment of redemption and feudal dues.

From 1790 to June 1791, the Assembly endeavored to sta-
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bihze a constitutional monarchy It finally adopted the drafe
constitution 1 1791 dividing all citizens into two groups (1)
active ciizens, who were defined as those paying a defimite
and farrly high direct tax amounting to not less than the
wages of three days’ work, and who possessed some land or
other immovable property, only these had the right to elect
deputies or become members of the National Assembly and
have a share 1n the municipal administration, (2) passive citi-
zens, who 1ncluded the entire working class and petty bour-
geoisie °

But the King refused to subordinate himself to the bour-
geoisie and rule as a constitutional monarch When he at-
tempted to flee from Paris on June 20, 1791, with the object
of assuming command of a royalist army backed up by Aus-
trian troops, the people mtercepted his flight and brought him
back to the capital The Revolution could not stand sull now.
The Constitutionalists regarded the King as the necessary
coping stone to the Constitution The revolutionary masses,
however, regarded the King as a hostage held by the French
people n face of a hostile reactionary Europe

At this ime the 1dea of a republic was first put forward,
and 1t finally became clear that there were two parties among
those who had framed the Constitution, the Constitutional
Royalists and the Republicans The Constitutionalists were
great admurers of the American Revolution but they had no
intention of establishing a republic. The people of Paris were
opposed to restoring the King and wanted the Assembly to
declare a republic. On July 17, 1791, they held a big popular
demonstration on the Field of Mars in behalf of a republic.
But the big bourgeoisie was anxious to retain the monarchy
at any price and feared popular republican agitation It felt
that “one step further i the direction of sull greater free-
dom will mean the destruction of the throne, and one step
further in the direction of equality will mean the abolition
of property 7 It therefore sent the National Guard, under
Lafayette’s personal leadership, to fire on the demonstration
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The slaughter of July 17, 1791 was followed by police ter-
ror The Assembly, which had curbed the arbitrary powers ot
the monarchy with the help of the people, now invoked the
aid of absolutism m order to attack the people and protect
property As a result, the people had to wage a struggle
aganst both the Old Order and the big bourgeoisie which
had allied itself with the former agamnst the people and
which had no intentuon of solving the political, social and
economic tasks of the Revolution The Consutution of 1791
did not solve the peasant question, and the enrichment of the
bourgcoisie was accompanied by the impoverishment of the
workers, artisans and large sections of the petty bourgeoisie.
The Old Order did not disappear The hunger and distress
of the masses, the peasants’ hatred of the landlords and the
efforts of the absolutst governments of Europe to prevent
the establishment of a democratic government i France,
drove the Revolution forward

By October 1, 1791, when the new Legislative Assembly
convened, the Constitutionalists had lost control to the
Girondist Party, the republican wing of the bourgeosie,
which admired the Whig character of the Amenican Revo-
lution. This party, however, composed of the deputies repre-
senting the well-to-do bourgeosie of the Gironde, likewise
ignored the demands of the people, refused to adopt measures
for the final, legal abolition of the feudal system and feudal
dues, and refused to legalize the peasants’ right to the land
which they had seized from the lords or to fix maximum food
prices for the towns The Girondins vacillated between the
monarchy and democracy

Meanwhile, counter-revolution at home and abroad, headed
by the King, was contmnuing 1ts conspiracies It was in the
name of the King that the coalition of the feudal govern-
ments of Austria, Prussia and Russia opened war on France
in April 1792 By June it became clear that the weak French
armies were defeated and that it would not be long before
the invaders would reach Paris and crush the Revolution
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The King, who had been compelled to accept a revolutionary
munstry headed by a Girondmn, now felt that victory was
assured and dismussed the munstry on June 13, while royalist
risings began to break out all over France. Attacked directly
by the King, the Girondins had to agree to the mobilization
of the masses for a new rising agamnst the Monarchy which the
people called the “Austrian Committee” m recognition of
the true nature of the French Court On August 10, the peo-
ple attacked and captured the Royal palace of the Twleries
Three days later, the King and his family were seized and
imprisoned, and the first stage of the Revolution had come to
an end.

The rising of August 10, 1792 was organized and headed by
a new revolutuonary power, the commune of Paris, whose
moving spirit was Marat and which represented the Parisian
masses Spurred by the defeats at the front and the counter-
revolutionary conspiracies at home, the people of Paris were
determined to put an end to the counter-revolution before
proceeding to the front The feudal coalition was threateming
to drown the Revolution 1n the blood of the French people,
one of 1ts armies was withm a few days’ march of Paris In
fact, on September 2, Verdun fell and the Duke of Brunswick
boasted that he would soon dine in Paris The republicans in
Paris realized the danger from those who did not care what
became of France so long as the Monarchy were restored.
On September 2 and 3, they therefore seized 1600 counter-
revolutionists 1 the prisons of Paris and executed them.
They forced the Legislative Assembly to dissolve and to con-
vene a new revolutionary body which was elected by uni-
versal suffrage

The new Assembly, called the Convention, met on Sep-
tember 20, 1792 and proclaimed France a democratic repub-
lic September 22 was designated as the first day of the first
year of the republic Lows XVI was deposed, the estates of
the refugee nobles confiscated, all feudal dues were wiped
out and umversal suffrage was restored The majority of the
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Convenuon consisted of elements led by the Girondins, the
moderate republicans. The revolutionary mmority consisted
chiefly of the Paris deputies, known as the Jacobins or Moun-
tam Party While the Convention declared as 1ts foundation
the sovereignty of the people and the abolition of royalty, 1t
also decreed that landed and other property was sacred for-
ever.

The Convention could mamntain 1ts position only with the
support of the proletarian masscs, which was given solely on
the condition that the material conditions of the workers be
mmproved by the new regune, which 1t Aid not do The
Girondins thought that the Revolution should have ended
August 10 Measures necessary for the welfare of the people
they regarded as anarchy to be severely repressed Disputes
quickly arose between the Girondins and Jacobins in the
Convention over fundamental questions

In January 1793 the chief question before the Convention
was the Monarchy. The trial of the King began Proof of
his negotiations with the representatives of the Furopean
Alhance sealed his fate The bulk of the Girondins voted for
his death, but only out of compulsion On January 21 the
King was beheaded, and immediately England and Spain de-
clared war on France Tory England would not tolerate a
democratic republic across the channel

The truce between the parties which had been effected
over the execution of the King came to an end. The Girondins
and the Jacobms fought over the question of the peasantry,
food supplies and fiscal pohicies—over whether all feudal bur-
dens should be abolished without compensation, whether
communal property should be left i the hands of the village
community, whether war should be declared on speculators
and those who hoarded supplies waiting for a rise 1n prices,
whether a law should be passed fixing a mmimum contribu-
tion of grain and other aruicles of necessity, whether espe-
cially high contributions should be demanded of the rich and
whether political terronism should be adopted at the moment.
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The Girondins opposed every attack on property They

protested agamst special capital taxation, opposed the intro-
duction of a grain tax and defended the principle of free
trade But the Jacobins, who pressed for land settlement and
maximum food prices, for a strong executive to crush the
counter-revolunon and for the “Republic, one and indivis-
1ble,” were able to overcome the Girondins They answered
the Girondin attempt to suppress the Paris Scctions by sur-
rounding the Convention with troops and securing a decree
which drove the Girondins from the Convention on May 31,
1793 The latter hurried to the Provinces, raising the standard
of revolt among the peasants of the Vendée Two-thirds of
the Departments of France rose agamnst Panis and the Conven-
tion Bur the city poor and small peasantry saved the Revolu-
tion Twenty-nine Girondin leaders were arrested on June
2, 1793.

From this time on, untl the victory of the counter-revolu-
tion on July 27, 1794, the Revolution was led by the party
of the proletarian masses With the bulk of the Girondins out,
the Jacobins proceeded to a vigorous defense and develop-
ment of the Revolution They adopted a2 new democratic
constitution, the Constitution of 1793, raised new armies, n-
stituted revolutionary terror to crush the internal counter-
revolution, executed the traitors and saved Paris and France
from the foreign invaders.

The new Constitution of 1793 provided for umversal suf-
frage and the plebiscite and declared that 1t was the duty of
society to protect equahity, hberty, security and property.
But unlike the Constitution of 1791, the new Constitution
declared that “society owes support to the needy citizens, it
provides them with work or secures to those incapable of
work the means of cxistence ” * Since the country was sull
torn by struggle, the Convention decided to postpone the
date when the Constitution would be put mto effect unul
more peaceful umes. France was now ruled by a dictatorshup
of the revolutionary government, pursuing a broad social and
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economic policy and supported by the workers in town and
country

The Jacobin camp, however, was far from bemng a ho-
mogeneous group, and once 1t became clear that the Revolu-
tion was saved and a program of posiive construction had
to be undertaken, acute factional struggles developed within
the Convention 1n the winter of 1793 and the spring of 1794
On the Right 1n the Convention were Danton, Desmoulins
and others, representing bourgeos property nterests This
group mncluded not a few who had giown nich from the
Revolution Danton, himself, was involved 1 speculations and
negotiations with Pitt and previously with agents of the
French King In the center were Robespierre, Samnt-]Just and
Couthon, representing the urban and rural petty bourgeoisie
On the left were the adherents of Marat, Hebert and Chau-
mette, representing the rumned sections of the petty bour-
geosie, the artisans and shopkeepers On the extreme left
were the “Levellers,” led by the Abbé Jacques Roux, Varlet
and Leclerc, representing the impoverished working and petty
bourgeois masses of Pars.

The Levellers, who laid great stress on economic demands,
were sull striving 1in the summer of 1793 for the inclusion
in the Consttution of a reference to the struggle agamst
the rich The Convention, having disposed of the Girondins,
thereupon hastened to dispose of the Levellers and their
leader, the Priest Jacques Roux, in the autumn of 1793 Roux
and his colleagues had refused to support Robespierre and
criticized the Constitution on the ground that it did not affect
the war profiteers, the land and exchange speculators and the
forestallers “Freedom,” Roux had declared, “is only a de-
lusion if one class 1s able to starve another, if the rich man,
through his monopoly, has powers of hife and death over the
poor The Republic 1s nothing more than a phantom if the
counter-revolution manifests 1tself 1n the continuously rising
prices of foodstuffs, which three-quarters of the citizens are
unable to procure without shedding tears. The support of
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the Sansculottes for the Revolution and the Constitution will
never be ganed so long as the handiwork of the forestallers
1s not destroyed The war which the rich wage against the
poor at home 1s more terrible than the war which the foreigner
wages agamnst France It 1s the bourgeosie who have en-
riched themselves out of the Revolution for four years, worsc
than the landed nobility 1s the new nobility of commerce,
which oppresses us and then forces up prices higher and
higher, and no one can sce any end to the process. Is the
property of a swindler more sacred than the life of a man?”?

In April 1794 Robespiere proceeded to carry out the gov-
ernment’s program of socual and cconomic measures. He
wanted a “socicty of equal property holders”—the abolition
of poverty and the division of the land among the needy, a
“realm of virtue” where agriculture was to be the main oc-
cupation of the people

Robespicerre, 1t 15 true, fought successfully aganst agranan
communism, at the same time, he wanted to destroy the
France of the bourgeoisiec and transform 1t into an agrarian
republic of equal proprietors, which brought down on him
the hatred of the bourgeoiste Curtoss, a bourgeors speculator,
for mstance, in a speech to the Convention on the gth Thermi-
dor (July 27, 1794), accused Robespierre of wishing to it
the accumulation of capital “You dull-witted and blood-
thirsty equalitartans,” he declared, “you will reach your goal
only when you have sapped the foundations of all trading
relations, when you have buried wealth and trade under your
ruins, when, with your fantastic agrarian schemes you have
changed 25 mullion Frenchmen into 25 million men living on
40 ecus ' 1°

In May and June 1794, in order to put through his pro-
gram, Robespierre tried to exclude from the Convention all
the corrupt and morally discredited depuuies, at the same
time, he stopped all those who demanded an intensification
of the Terror, so that he met the whole resistance of the
Right and Left wing groups 1n the Convention, the remainder
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of the Gironde, the former Hebertists and the Levellers from
the suburbs of Pars, and finally the “Marsh,” the center
group of the Convention, afraid of the new tasks of the Revo-
lution and encouraged by the resistance of Robesperre’s enc-
mies The bourgeors counter-revolunon felt strong enough
to assert 1tself and take power away from the masses.

3

Robespierre was arrested on the oth of Thermider The
Paris municipality rallied to his defense but it was too late
because, anxious not to violate the “constitutional liberties”
of the Assembly, he had hesitated to take the road of mnsur-
rection On the roth of Thermidor (July 28), he was exe-
cuted The Convention was dissolved

The arrest of Robespierre marked the triumph of the new
anstocracy of wealth, the new class of rich bourgeoss,
wealthy manufacturers, army contractors, land speculators
and profiteers, which began to form immediately after the
outbreak of the Revolution Their representatives in the Con-
vention, the Thermidorians, were wilhng to preserve the
Republic, but they represented different social interests from
those of the Mountamn Party, or Jacobms, and they wanted
a different kind of republic from what the masses of the
people, suffering from famine, wanted.

Francois Noel Babeuf, who was soon to emerge as the
leader of Parisian democracy, described the situation accu-
rately in his Tribun du Peuple (Tribune of the People) of
December 21, 1794 “I see two parties m the Convention
diametrically opposed to one another,” he wrote, “I believe
that both of them want the Republic but each wants his own
kind One wants 1t bourgeois and arstocratic, the republic
of ‘the million’ who had always been the enemy, the exploiter
and ‘the bloodsucker of the 24 other million,” of the million
‘who for centuries have been enjoying their laziness at the
expense of our sweat and toil,” who want a small number of
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privileged masters gorged with superfluities and pleasures
and the large mass reduced to the low state of Helots and
slaves, the other understands it as having been made and
wants 1t to remam democratc, a republic of ‘equal rights
and comfort’ The one party sees in the Republic the patri-
cians and pleberans, the second party wants for everyone not
only equality before the law, equality on paper, but also 1n
practice, with ‘sufficiency’ legally guaranteed for all physical
nceds, with all the social advantages, with just and adequate
returns for the part of labor which each contributes to the
common task ”’

The Thermudorians did not stop with the execution of
Robespierre They proceeded to purge the Convention of his
supporters, arresting the leaders of the Mountain Party and
putung them on trial In this way, the Thernudorans sought
to consoldate therr power and nullfy the democratic gamns
of the Republic legally embodied mn the Constitution of 1793.
All France watched the trial of the Mountain leaders closely
in the winter of 1794 In Pars, as a result of the scaraity of
bread, the masses were suffering intensely from famine In-
stead of putting into effect the democratic Constitution of 1793
and coming to the aid of the hungry people, the Therm-
doruans were putung the champions of that Constitution on
trial By March 1795, the economic situation had grown
worse As a result, the Parisian masses began to press on the
Convention, protesting aganst the famine and the arrest of
the Mountain Party members, demanding bread and the Con-
sticution of 1793.

On April 1, 1795 the resentment of the Parisian populace
had reached msurrectionary proportions. Interrupting the pro-
ceedings of the Convention with cries of “For bread,” “For
liberty to the Patriots,” they declared they were “upon the
pomnt of regretung the sacrfices they had made to the Revo-
lIution,” 2

But the movement of April 1 did not mark the end of the
action of the Parisian masses. The workers and the people
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of Paris began to fear that the Republic for which they had
fought was being abandoned The Constitution of 1793 had
declared that 1t was the duty of society to provide for the
poor and unfortunate The Republic of 1793 protected the
needy, taxed the rich, tried to kecp prices from nsimng In
fact, 1t was only after the Republic was established 1n 1792
that measures were taken to mmprove the lot of the masses,
it had thercfore aroused great hopes in their hearts The Re-
public, to them, meant the solution of thar economic needs
The Terror hit the rich and the traitors but 1t alleviated the
sufferings of the poor **

Now everything that the masses had fought for in the Revo-
lution was being swept away by the Thermmdorians The
decrees which had made 1t easy for the poorest peasants to
buy nationahized lands or communal lands were revoked Re-
publican 1deals were disintegrating and the Royalists were
raising their heads When the masses demanded bread, they
were answered with more arrests and trials of the Mountain
Party representatives m the Convention The people could
sce that the Thermidorian champions of the Republic were
champroning only their own self-interest.

On May 20, therefore, less than two months after the
April outbreak, the masses broke mnto the Convention agan,
repeating their demands James Monroe, American Minister
to France, reported to the Secretary of State describing this
event The movement, he said, called for the Constitution of
1793, bread and the removal of Barrére, “in other words, the
revival of the reign of terror”** Monroe himself, who
sympathized with the Thermidorans as the “modcrate party,”
characterized this movement as “anti-monarchical” and made
up of arusans who were afraid that the “preponderating party
was royalist since 1t worked 1in harmony with the royalists ”
Describing these uprisings of April 1 and May 20 1 a letter
to Thomas Jefferson of June 23, 1795, Monroe added that
“the distress of the people 1s beyond what was ever scen on
our side of the Atlantic.”** This was confirmed i a report
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received by Oliver Wolcott, Secretary of the Treasury, on
June 29, 1795 that “in Francc the want of bread 1s extreme,
and the public resources exhausting rapidly 1f not exhausted ”
On July 16, 1795, he wrote to Jedediah Morse “In France
the people are wasting with famme ” ** John Trumbull who
also had been 1n France at the ume registered the same fact.
In a letter from London on July 24, 1795, he smd “I have
scen the City of Paris exhibit an example of patient fortirude
which T did not expect from such a mass of ignorant and
profligate people I have seen them week after weck receive
the muserable pittance of two ounces of bad bread to a per-
son a day, and support this privation with fewer nstances
of riot, impatience or murmur than you would have expected
from a race of philosophers ™ **

By Scptember 1795 the fears of the masses were confirmed.
The Thermudorians crowned their work by adopting a new
constitution embodying the principles of their order, which
Monroe, 1n his report of September 10 to the Acting Secre-
tary of State, characterized as “mfimitely preferable to the
one 1t was to supersede,” that 1, to that of 1793, which,
he said, “forms, of course, i case 1t be adopted, a new bul-
wark i favor of republican government ”** This new con-
stitution, the Constutution of 1795, actually nullified with a
stroke of the pen the democratic principles which were em-
bodied 1n the Constitution of 1793 It kept the republic but
abolished universal suffrage, re-introduced the old distinctions
of actuve and passive citizens, reimposing high property quali-
fications and ndircct elections, created two chambers, a lower
house called the Council of 500 and an upper house called the
Council of the Ancients composed of 250 members The two
chambers were to nommate a directory of five who were to
constitute the executive government A so-called Rights of
Man prefaced the Constitution, hmiting freedom of the press
and pracucally the nght to assemble

This Constitution of 1795 tricked the people out of all
political nghts won during the Revolution As Babeuf wrote
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from pnson “According to this constitution, all those who
have no territonal property, all those who are unable to write,
that 15 to say the greater part of the French nation, will no
longer have the right to vote in public assemblies, the rich
and the clever will alone be the nation” *® Monroe, 1n his
report of September 10, which discussed the new constitution
adopted by the Convention and submitted to the primary as-
semblies, admitted that the people of Paris generally rejected
the Constitution *°

The Royalists attempted to take advantage of the Constitu-
tion to stage a comeback On October § they orgamized an
armed 1nsurrection, surrounded the Convention with nearly
25,000 men, thinking that little or no opposition would be
offered, and besieged 1t until ten o’clock 1n the evening How-
ever, the Convention appealed to the masses in the workers’
districts for support, and they, together with the troops
hcaded by General Bonaparte, surrounded the Royalist
troops, forcing them to surrender. As a reward for this help,
the Convenuon amnestied the mmprisoned Left Jacobins that
same month, but disbanded the newly orgamzed republican
battalions which had come to 1ts aid.

In a letter to Thomas Jefferson of November 18, 1795,
Monroe pomnted out that the foreign powers had been con-
nected with this Royalist msurrection as evidenced by the
fact that there was knowledge of the revolt in England, Ham-
burg and Basle before 1t happened Aside from thus fact, other
events led him to conclude they had a finger 1n the pe.

With the workers’ revolts crushed and the Royahst insur-
rection dispersed, the Thermidorians were free to proceed
with their new government, the Directory Upon the adop-
tion of the new Constitution, the Convention came to an end
on October 27, 1795, on October 31 the members of the
Directory, or executive, were chosen and the new govern-
ment was installed Monroe, n his letter of November s,
hailed the new Constitution as “an event of great importance,
not only to France, but perhaps to mankind in general.” **
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The establishment of the new government of the Directory
actually opened the dikes to a flood of bourgeois develop-
ment In Karl Marx’s words, bourgeors society under this
government burst forth like a mughty torrent, a rush for
wealth began and a wild surge to set up commercial enter-
prises, m the first fever-heat, many new landlords subjected
the land to all-sided culuvation, a rapid development of the
land took place and the new bourgeos life surged forward *?

The members of the Directory themsclves, who prior to
the overthrow of Robespierre had no means or only shght
fortunes, grew wealthy 1n this process Barras, one of the
members, acquired five estates Merlin de Thionville owned
two chateaus and 1mmense landed property Swindling set
in wholesale The nouvean riche were clearly the real power
n the country and the five Directors were their mandatories
The Directory and all the prominent politicians were hand
m glove with the clique of financial speculators whose sole
aim was to enrich themselves.

Thus, while the misery of the masses was growing steadily,
the social mequalities stood out sharp and challenging The
Constitution of 1795 became the symbol of the rule of the
bourgeoisie The Constitution of 1793, on the other hand,
which the Thermidorians had prevented from coming into
force, became the rallying center and cry of the democratic
forces.

4

In face of the Thermidonan reaction, the democratic forces
of all shadings attempted to form an alliance Despite per-
secution and the loss of their leading personalities, however,
they tried almost immecdiately to reconstitute their old
Jacobin clubs In the organization of such clubs, Babeuf and
his friends played a leading role Babeuf had come to Paris
on February 24, 1794, having fled from a sentence of twenty
years penal servitude on a false charge of forgery and of sub-
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stituting one name for another 1 an Act of Sale of one of the
nationalized lands in connection with the repartition and sale
of the nationalized property of the Church on which he was
employed In Paris, Babeuf appealed the case, in an effort to
save his honor and, finally vindicated, he returned to his na-
tive town

When Babeuf heard of the execution of Robespierre on
July 27, 1794, he immediately rushed back to Paris There
he started a paper, Journal de la Liberté de la Presse (Journal
of Liberty of the Press). At this time, Babeuf did not fully
grasp the nature of the Thermidorians, veheraently attacking
the fallen government of Robespierre and the system of ter-
ror generally But 1t was not long before he realized that the
Directory was only the mstrument of the mouveau riche,
while the masses were left to starve, and he began to attack
1t just as vehemently as he formerly had assailed the govern-
ment of Robespierre In line with this, he changed the
name of his paper to Tribun du Peuple; he began to improve
his understanding of the old revolutionary leaders and their
policies, and no longer attacked them indiscriminately in his
paper

He took the lead in the fight to preserve the democratic
gamns of the Revolution and to defend the needs of the poor
masses He criticized the Convention for 1ts utter indifference
to the phght of the people and 1ts uncertamn and vacillating
policy. “I see 1n the present state of the public admimstration
the complete overturn of the democratic system.. the gov-
ernment of an oligarchy 1n place of a republican regime ” **
After the publication of No. 27 of his paper, Babeuf was
arrested for the fifth time only to be released after a few
days He resumed his agitation in the Tribun which reap-
peared on December 18, 1794 and henceforth was published
irregularly. But now he threw off all restraint and declared
in the December 21st issue that there were two classes strug-
gling 1n the Convention for diametrically opposed ends the
privileged exploiters and bloodsuckers, and the masses who
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want a democratic republic, a republic of equal nghts which
would meet the needs of the masses No 33 of the Tribun
carried a particularly violent attack on the Thermidorans.
Babeuf proposed that the French people resort to a peaceful
insurrection by submitting a petition to its representatives,
describing the terrible plight of the nation and the reforms
1t had a night to expect As a result, Babeuf had to go into
hiding, but the policc found and arrested him on February
12, 1795 and sent him to the prison in Arras.

It was here that he first began to formulate his 1deas about
communism. As an archivist of landed estates prior to his
residence 1in Pans, he had learned of the feudal extortions
and discovered, as he himself wrote later, “the horrible se-
crets of the usurpations of the nobility ” ** He learned that
feudal property constituted the source of power of the feudal
nobility, a source which they owed to favors or to usurpa-
tion And then, in Pans, he had come face to face with the
new power, bourgeois power, which had 1ts source in bour-
geois property, a power which came from the exploitation
of the masses On the basis of this practical experience, his
wide reading in Mably, Morelly, Rousseau, Brissot and Lin-
guet, who wrote about the property question and at least two
of whom, Mably and Morelly, taught that communism alone
could solve the problems of society, Babeuf was led to the
conclusion that only property mn common could break all
chains

From the prison in Arras, Babeuf was transferred to Paris
where he was released eight months later in the amnesty pro-
clumed by the National Convention at its last sitting in
October 1795 He immediately resumed No 34 of his Tribun
and proceeded to orgamize a political society which soon
amalgamated with a similar club to form the Society of the
Pantheon, named after 1ts meeting place Babeuf boldly pro-
claimed in huis paper the doctrine of full equality, castigated
the Directory and continued to denounce private property as
the chief source of all the evils of society.
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During the course of 1795 Babeuf finally gave up hope
that peaceful pressure could preserve the democrauc gans of
the Revolution The workers’ actions of Apnl 1 and May
20, 1795 had brought no change He became convinced that
nothing could be achieved with the Thermidorians who held
power, they were concerned only with self-enrichment, the
accumulation of private property, and the only way the
masses could satisfy their needs was by abolishing private
property, the only way they could establish rcal democracy,
which meant real equality, was to abolish private property
and the classes associated with 1ts existence, ind the only way
this could be done would be by the seizure of power by
force Meanwhile, he intended to begm by establishing a
small communist center, a sort of phalanx, which would serve
as an example and as a center of communist propaganda for
the rest of France, gamning the whole country for communism
by slow stages Later Babeuf abandoned this idea of 1solated
communities for the struggle on a nauon-wide scale **

After Babeuf came out of prison in the autumn of 1795, he
boldly called on “the plebelans” to unite agamst the “handful
of usurping rulers” He casuigated the “so-called patriots,”
who, having formerly opposed the Thermidorians had now
rallied to the Directory on the pretext that they would be
better able to mtroduce reforms and who now were pro-
claiming that all was well ** But Babeuf pointed to the soaring
prices, and declared that the poor were dying of hunger.
He warned that the people, deceived by the pohticians and
seemng no end to their long suffering, were losing faith 1n the
Republic  As matters stood now, the majority of the people
could be rallied more easily for restoration of the Bourbons
than for consolidation of the Republic. The governing bodies
and the deputies had discredited themselves, they had turned
hberty and equality mnto hollow phrases, they had forced a
constitution for the rich on a suffering nation. There could
be no further confidence mn the men and government re-
sponsible for this. The only thing to do was to turn to the
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revolutionary principles before the gth of Thermudor, to the
Constitution of 1793. This must be done by direct mass ac-
tion, for nothing great could be achieved without the masses.
The masses, Babeuf declared, “must be told everything,
shown constantly what remains to be done.” The French
Revolution, he said, 1s “an open war between the patricians
and pleberans,” between the rich and the poor, “a war which
has been gomng on continuously and which begins as soon as
the established order permits some to take everything, leaving
nothing for the others.” *

The Thermidonans accused Babeuf of undermining the
Republic and playmg mto the hands of the royalists But
Babeuf was not intimidated by thewr abuse To those who
charged him with undermining the Republic, he repled-
“You appear to gather around you only republicans, a trite
title of very doubtful character. Therefore you advocate
merely a republic. But we assemble all the democrats and
plebeians, a name which unquestionably has a more posiuve
meaning Our principles are pure democracy and unquahfied
equality ” ** By democracy, Babeuf explamed, he did not
mean merely the substitution of the Consutution of 1793 for
that of 1795 If he agitated for the rc-establishment of the
former Constitution, 1t was only because “it prepared the
way” for the democratic mnsututions which would lead to
equality. Nor did democracy mean the agrarian law, that 1s,
the equal partinon of the land, for, as he later said, “the
essence of the agrarian law was to transform France mto a
chessboard ” Democracy, he said, was social and economic
equality 1n the absence of private property and the cxistence
of institutions which would prevent some from becoming
the masters of others Each person would excrcise the eco-
nomic function for which he was best fitted, each would turn
over the product of his labor to the common storehouse and
in turn would receive an equal share of everything. Peaceful
methods, Babeuf contended, were meffective for attammng
democracy, for its advocates were bemng menaced from all
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sides It was dangerous to wait longer The time for combat
was ripe, and the question resolved itself mto “Conquer
or die”

In December 1795 a group of consistent republicans met
secretly and formed a committee to prepare an imsurrection,
but the Directory was prepared and ordered Babeuf’s arrest
Early in February 1796, 1t also decided to suppress the
Tribun; but Babeuf escaped On February 27, the Directory
ordered the closing of the meeting place of the Pantheonists
and the dissolution of their society, and the order was carried
out by General Bonaparte in person The closing of the
Pantheon was followed by the suppression of popular societies
and public meeungs throughout Pars. On March 30, 1796
Babeuf orgamzed a new Secret Directory of seven members
for the overthrow of the government of the Directory.
Babeuf was chosen the leader of this “Party of Equality,”
or Communist Party, which launched upon energetic organi-
zational acuvities, distributing pamphlets, songs and posters
in the workers’ district and issuing appeals to the soldiers.
The privilege of wealth, 1t declared, had replaced the privilege
of anstocracy, the undemocrauc Constitution of 1795 had
been imposed on the nation by a small mmornty. It was the
duty of all Frenchmen to restore the democratic Constitution
of 1793, the soldiers were the instruments of the rich mmnor:
to keep the poor majority mn subjection, but both soldiers
and people were exploited, they should fraternize to end this
rule of the usurpers of the people’s nghts and to set up a com-
mumnist society where the orgamzed labor of all able-bodied
citizens would redound to the good of everyone The era of
revolution was not over, the rich had become the new privi-
leged class and the aim of the new revolution was to end all
mequality and to assure happiness to all *

By April 14, 1796 the Government, frightened by the in-
fluence of Babeuf’s group, posted a proclamation denouncing
the “anarchists” for amming to overthrow all authonty and
musrepresenting their aims. Babeuf and his collaborators were
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attacked as disguised royalist agents who were trying to dis-
credit the republic, men i the pay of foreign powers whose
object was to restore the monarchy in France, anarchists who
wanted to pillage and divide all forms of property, “even the
simplest household and smallest shop and to bathe in your
blood 7 3t

On Apnl 16 drastuc laws were passed which drove the agi-
tation underground and resulted in the final suppression of
the Tribun du Peuple. Despite a desperate attempt to put out
the Tribun 1n secret, 1t was forced to close down But the
msurrectionary movement spread Babeuf became more than
ever the responsible leader In May 1796 the Secret Directory
decided on action and 1ssued an Act of Insurrection The
Party of Equals had about 17,000 followers 1n Paris and many
branches in the Provinces They included several ex-members
of the Pans Sections and the Convention and based their
strength on the former Jacobm orgamization But the plan of
insurrection was betrayed by an agent provocateur, on May
10, the Government swooped down on the Secret Directory
which was preparing the uprising and arrested 1t together
with many of its followers The “Conspiracy of the Equals”
was smashed It was clear that the people of Paris were not
prepared to play the part that they had played on August
10, 1792 or 1n the days from May 31 to june 2, 1793

Babeuf and his followers were brought to trial For three
months they were subjected to slanders and accusations of
serving under the banner of the Pretender to the Throne In
his defense, Babeuf clamed that tus writings, manifestoes,
decrees and proclamations contamed nothing more than the
precepts put forward by such eminent writers as Mably,
Rousseau, Diderot, Morelly and others who were tolerated
and were the great masters of whom he and his colleagues were
only the disciples. As a matter of fact, Babeuf’s conspiracy
only represented the drawing of the logical conclusions for
equality from the democracy of 1793 as far as it was pos-
sible at the time *2
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On May 28, 1797 Babeuf and his colleague Darthé were
executed The Directory was victorious, but it continued to
be a vacillating power, fluctuating between the royalists and
republicans As a result, the army and 1ts leaders attained de-
cistve importance, with the Directory turning to the army
for help when a royahst or democratc msurrection was to
be suppressed On November ¢ (18th Brumaire), 1799,
Napoleon Bonaparte overthrew the Directory and took power
with the aim of protecting the bourgeors gams of 1789 against
both a royahst restoration and popular democratuc upsurge
The First French Republic came to an end But 1t could not
end the historical development of which the great republican
revolutions of the 17th and 18th centuries were the expression
“In 1648,” Marx declared, “the bourgeorsie, 1n alliance with
the new nobility, fought agamnst the monarchy, the feudal
nobility and the ruling church

“In 1789 the bourgeorsie, in alliance with the people, fought
aganst the monarchy, the nobility and the ruling church

“The only prototype of the 1789 revolution (at any rate
Europe) was the revolution of 1648, while the revolution of
1648 had only the riing of the Netherlands agamnst Spamn
as the prototype Each of these revolutions was a century
ahead of 1its prototype, not only chronologically but also
in substance

“In both of them the bourgeoisic was the class really lead-
ing the movement The proletariat and the elements of the
urban population not belonging to the bourgeoisic, either
had as yet no interests apart from the bourgeoisie, or did not
constitute independently developed classes or class sections
And so when they opposed the bourgeossie, as 1n 1793-94 1n
France, they only fought for the realization of bourgeoss
interests, even 1if they did it in a manner different from
that of the bourgeoisie The whole of French terrorism
was nothing but the plebelan manner of dealing with the
foes of the bourgeosie—absolutism, feudalism and philistinism

“The revolutions of 1648 and 1789 were not merely an
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English and a French revolution they were revolutions on
a European scale They represented, not the victory of one
class of society over the old pohtical order, they proclaimed
the political order of the new European society The bour-
geoisie was victorious n them, but at that time the victory
of the bourgeoisie signified the victory of a new social order,
the victory of bourgeois over feudal property, of the nation
over provinciahsm, of competition over the guild system, of
the division of property over the right of primogeniture,
of the owner dommating his land over the land dominating
its owner, of enlightenment over superstition, of the farmily
over the family name, of industry over 1dleness, of bourgeois
law over medieval privileges.

“The revolution of 1648 was the victory of the seventeenth
century over the sixteenth, the revolution of 1789, that of
the eighteenth century over the seventeenth These revolu-
tions expressed the requirements of the world of that day to
an ever greater extent than those of the parts of the world
in which they took place, 1e, England and France” **



CHAPTER 1V Democracy Irrepressible

I

THE great American and French Revolutions opened a new
era of democracy, but the old order clung franucally to 1ts
hopeless positions For twenty-five years the kings and mon-
archs of the old regime waged war agamnst the democratic
upsurge m Europe In alliance wath the bourgeoisie of Fng-
land, they marshaled their matenal, military and mtellectual
resources to preserve the remnants of the tottering feudal
structure They bewailed the “rage of hiberty” sweeping over
the conunent, the “political fermentations,” and the “revolt
of nations against their sovereigns ” They ranted agamnst the
“democratical license” which threatened to bury all the
thrones of FEurope in their own rums They lamented
the “fatal influence” of the writers of democracy who propa-
gated their “destructive principles” everywhere and, by “im-
pudent loquacity and effrontery” obtained the notice of the
world and captured public opmion 1n most natons They
raised the specter of “horrible anarchy and confusion” unless
democracy were defeated *

During the first fifteen years of the nineteenth century this
effort to defeat democracy centered mn the struggle agamst
Napoleon whose conquering armies carried the prmc1ples of
the French Revolution throughout Europe, abolishing feudal-
ism and serfdom, spreading the 1dea of popular participation
in government, and mtroducmg religious tolerance

75
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When 1n 1799 Napoleon overthrew the counter-revolution-
ary rule of the bourgeois Directory mn France, he consoli-
dated the new bourgeois property relanions, legalized the
ownership of land by the peasants, drove the foreign -
vaders far beyond the borders of the country and preserved
the fundamental direction of the Great French Revolution
Even when he embarked upon his wars of conquest and
poured his armies again and again over Germany, for ex-
ample, he undermined feudal relations mn backward “Chris-
tian-Germanic” socicty. “Napoleon,” as Frederick Engels
observed, “was not that arbitrary despot to Germany which
he 1s said to have been by lus enemues, Napoleon was mn
Germany the representative of the revolution, the propagator
of 1ts prmciples, the destroyer of old feudal society Of course
he proceeded despouically, but not even half as despoucally
as the depuues from the Conventuon would have done, and
really did, wherever they came, not half so much as the
princes and nobles used to do whom he sent a-begging.
Napoleon applied the reign of terror, which had done 1ts
work m France, to other countiies, in the shape of awar—
and thss ‘reign of terror’ was sadly wanted i Germany Na-
poleon dissolved the Holy Roman Empire, and reduced the
number of little states m Germany by forming large ones.
He brought his code of laws with himself nto the conquered
countries, a code infiniely supertor to all exisung ones, and
recognizing cquality m prinaple

Nevertheless, Ingels agreed that the longer Napoleon
reigned “the more he deserved his ultimate fate ” “His ascend-
ing the throne,” Engels declared in qualification of his esti-
mate of Napoleon, “I will not reproach him with, the power
of the middle classes in France, who never cared about public
interests, provided their private ones went on favorably, and
the apathy of the people, who saw no ultimate benefit them-
selves from the revolution, and were only to be roused to
the enthusiasm of war, permitted no other course, but that
he associated with the old anuo-revolutionary dynasties by
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marrying the Austrian Emperor’s daughter, that he, mstead
of destroying every vestige of Old Europe, rather sought to
compronuse with it—that he aimed at the honor of beng the
first among the European monarchs, and therefore assimilated
his court as much as possible to theirs—that was his great
fault He descended to the level of other monarchs, he sought
the honor of beng their equal—he bowed to the principle of
legiimacy—and 1t was a matter of course, then, that the
legitumusts kicked the usurper out of ther company 72

As a matter of fact, Napolcon’s wars fell into two distinct
phases, the first progressive, the second reactionary, the Peace
of Tilsit which Napoleon negotiated with the Russian Czar
Alexander I 1n 1807 marked the dividing hine “After Na-
poleon had created the French Empire by subjugating a num-
ber of large, virle, long established national states of Europe,”
Lemin wrote, “the French national wars became mmperalist
wars, which 1z their turn engendered wars for national hb-
eration agamst Napoleon’s imperialism ”

That Napoleon was a military despot was evident to the
entire world But in this respect he stood 1n the same relation
to the Great French Revolution as Cromwell did to the Brit-
ish Revolution of the mid-seventeenth century Cromwell
resorted to military despotism 1n a final effort to realize the
bourgeors democratic program of the Gentlemen Independ-
ents. Napoleon became a military dictator who continued
the progressive direction of the Revolution from which he
arose and yet, in his effort to conquer the world, compromised
with reaction and was finally conquered by 1 Cromwell
was Robespierre and Napoleon m one, while Napoleon took
the revolutionary work mn his own hands after the money-
loving French bourgeosie had executed Robespierre and
stifled the Revolution.* Both were followed by monarchic
restoration

It 1s indicative of the dual character of Napoleon’s role that
reactionaries and democrats alike the world over came to fear
and hate hum In Europe, British capital combined with feudal
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reaction to crush him, i the nfant trans-Atlantic Republic,
the foes of democracy condemned him because l}’e was ‘.‘th.e
enemy of England, the Pope and the Inquisition.”® But it is
also true that Thomas Jefferson, one of the foremost demo-
crats of the world during his time, hikewise developed a pro-
found and lasting hostility to him

Watching the progress of Napoleon’s conquests from across
the Atlantic, Jefferson at first greeted them as the means of
demolishing the power of England In 1799 and 1800, he still
regarded Napoleon as the exponent of the “republican world”
agamst feudal and monarchic reaction, and spoke of him as
“our Napoleon” When Napoleon took power mto his own
hands, Jefferson did not lose confidence 1n the general demo-
crauc course Napoleon was pursuing, though he expressed
fear that “our friends on the other side of the water, laboring
in the same cause, may yet have a great deal of crime and
musery to wade through ” ¢ He regarded Napoleon’s action
as a transfer of the destinies of the Republic from the civil to
the military arm, providing a lesson, not agamnst the imprac-
ticability of republican government, but agaimnst the danger of
standing armies

In the enswing years, when the sweep of Napoleon’s tri-
umphs seemed to threaten the conquest of Britain itself, Jef-
ferson saw through the effort of the anti-democratic forces
in America to use the scare of a Napoleonic conquest of the
United States as a means of rallyig the country to the sup-
port of Britain He vehemently rejected the arguments of the
“Anglomen” as a line of “first leting England plunder us, as
she has been doing for years, for fear Bonaparte should do it,
and then ally ourselves with her and enter into the war”?
He nidiculed the English King as a cipher and castigated Eng-
land as least farthful i alhances, 1ts only morality being
power, consequently providing no guarantee that she would
not make a separate peace with Napoleon.

By 1811, however, he gave up hope that any good could
be effected by the Uruted States with Napoleon
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While Jefferson continued to wish Napoleon success m
curbing the power of Britain, he did not wish him to conquer
Russia, 1nsisting that the preservation of 1ts independence,
as of the mdependence of the other countries of Europe, and
even of England, was vital from the viewpomt of America’s
national interests, even were we not men to whom nothing
human should be indifferent * By 1814, Jefferson’s condemna-
tion of Napoleon knew no bounds “That Bonaparte 1s an
unprincipled tyrant,” he wrote, “who 1s deluging the con-
unent of Europe with blood, there 1s not a human being,
not even the wife of his bosom, who does not see ” ?

He greeted the capture of Napoleon as the close of “a de-
flated career,” the end of “the ruthless destroyer of ten mil-
lions of the human race, whose thirst for blood appeared
unquenchable, the great oppressor of the rights and hberties
of the world” The “Atula of the age” was now dethroned,
he declared, though “he should have perished on the swords
of his enemies, under the walls of Panis 7 Jefferson
“grieved to see even good republicans so mfatuated as to this
man, as to consider his downfall as calamitous to the cause of
liberty In their indignation aganst England which 1s just,
they seem to consider all her enemies as our friends, when 1t 1s
well known there was not a bemng on earth who bore us so
deadly a hatred In fact, he saw nothing 1n this world but him-
self, and looked on the people under him as his cattle, beasts for
burthen and slaughter Promuses cost him nothing when they
could serve his purpose On his return from Elba, what did
he not promsse? But those who had credited them a little,
soon saw their total msigmficance, and, satisfied they could
not fall under worse hands, refused every effort after the
defeat of Waterloo Their present sufferings will have a term,
his 1ron despotism will have had none ”**

By the summer of 1815, following the return of Napoleon
from Elba, and alarmed by the action of the Allies in Furope,
Jefferson was inclined to change his view of the French ty-
rant, especially since he saw “with anxiety the tyrant of the
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ocean (England) remaming in vigor” Europe, he felt, had
turned topsy-turvy a second time. “As far as we can judge
from appearances,” he wrote, “Bonaparte, from being a mere
mulitary usurper, seems to have become the choice of his na-
tion, and the Allies 1n their turn, the usurpers and spolators
of the European world,” whose victory would destroy the
independence of nations and constitute the greatest danger to
the freedom and independence of the United States ** He
was one of those who were ready to credic Napoleon’s prom-
ises of independence to all nations, though he had no 1illusions
about Napoleon’s hostility towards the United States, which
was only a little less than that he bore towards England.
He felt that Napoleon’s usurpation of the government and
his establishment of a hereditary despotism would have a
“baneful effect mn encouraging future usurpations, and de-
terring those under oppression from rising to redress them-
selves ” Furthermore, he was convinced that Napoleon’s
restless spirit left no hope of peace to the world But Jefferson
was ready to wait and see “whether the war we have had
with England, and the achievements of that war, and the hope
that we may become his instruments and partisans against that
enemy, may induce him, 1n future, to tolerate our commercial
mntercourse with his people R

Nevertheless, Jefferson was not Jong in returning to his
vehement rejection of Napoleon, characterizing his promises
as empty, although later agamn, m 1823 when he read
O’Meara’s biography of Bonaparte, he did not hesitate to
correct some of his underesumation of Napoleon’s intellectual
abilities, without, however, changing his basic view of him
as “a moral monster” gulty of numberless crimes agamnst hu-
manity, 2 man “against whom every hand should have been
hfted to slay him ” **

The defeat of Napoleon marked the triumph of reaction,
but 1t was a pyrrhic victory for the feudal orders. “While
the Great French Revolution,” Marx declared, “was under-
going defeat in the conquest of Europe, England was revolu-
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tionizing society through the steam engine, conquering world
markets, crowding off the stage all classes which had become
historically obsolete, and preparing the way for a great and
decwisive struggle between the industrial capitalists and the
industrial workers The fact that Napoleon failed to send
from Boulogne to Folkstone an army of 150,000 men, and,
with the aid of the veterans of the Republican army, to
conquer England, was of the utmost significance for the whole
of European development.” **

While concentrating on the destruction of the remnants of
the French Revolution, the Furopean enemies of democracy
did not give up the 1dea of undermming that other center of
world democratic influence, the young American republic
Unlike revolutionary and Napoleonic France, the United
States offered no immediate danger to their insututions, but it
was no less an object of their aristocratic contempr and they
scarcely concealed their desire to see 1t destroyed Iven when
they were compelled to recognize 1ts existence, they chose
to cultivate the anti-democratic forces in the United States or
to cast doubt upon the durability of democratic mstitutions.

The British, who had invested enormous sums of money to
keep up the war aganst Napoleon m order to re-open the
continental markets and to mamtain and extend theirr com-
mercial supremacy while retaining the hion’s share of the colo-
nia] plunder and weakening all of Britain's rivals, were also
the most active and persistent 1n then efforts to disrupt the
American Union. They had faled to defeat the American
colonies in their war for independence, but they were deter-
mined to prevent the consolidation of the new Amencan
Republic

In 1812 John Henry, a former Britsh agent, provided
documentary proof to the President of the United States that
the Minustry of Great Britan, in co-operation with Sir James
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Craig, Governor of Canada, had been engaged for some years
m a scheme to destroy the American Union Henry, who as
early as 1808 had published articles against republican gov-
ernments, had been cngaged by the Governor of Canada as
a secret agent of England and Canada to aggravate popular
discontent in New England, growing out of the embargo and
other restrictions on commerce, and to induce the Eastern
states to secede from the Union and join Canada This scheme
failed, Sir James Craig died before Henry was paid, and en-
raged by the refusal of the British Government to pay him,
Henry revealed the whole conspiracy to the American Gov-
ernment **

If the Britsh had reason to believe that their project might
meet with success, 1t was largely because some such project
was actually bemg considered by the powerful group of
American Federalists following the victory of the democratic
forces 1n the election of Thomas Jefferson to the Presidency
in 1801 They planned to have the seven northern states
secede and establish a separate Union They discussed these
plans 1n the autumn of 1804 and scheduled a meeting 1n Bos-
ton which would “recommend the measures necessary to
form a system of government for the Northern States ” " It
was only Hanulton’s death which prevented this meeting from
being held, although some mamntained that Hamulton disap-
proved of the disunion project of 1804 But 1if Hamilton did
disapprove, 1t was not because he had given up his hostility
to democracy On Apnl 20, 1804 he wrote to his brother-in-
law, giving his view “of the course and tendency of our poli-
tics,” expressing the sentiment “that dismemberment of our
empire will be a clear sacnifice, of great posiuve disadvantages
... adminmistering no relief to our real disease which 1s democ-
racy, the poison of which, by a subdivision will only be the
more concentrated 1n each part and consequently the more
virulent.” ** Hamulton was ready to mamtamn the Union be-
cause he considered 1t valuable as 2 means of placing a con-
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sticutional restraint upon democracy m which he saw great
soctal and political dangers.

The Federalists repeated their efforts shortly before the
end of the War of 1812 Massachusetts, Connecticut and
Rhode Island held a convention at Hartford and claimed the
night to secede from the Union. They proposed a number
of amendments to the Consutution with the object of weak-
ening the Union The conclusion of peace on December 24,
1814, put an end to their plot The Hartford Convention
was rcpudiated as a treasonable conspiracy and from this
ume on the influence of the Federalist Party dechined

England’s pohtical and economic struggle agamst the
young republic which culminated n the Anglo-American
War of 1812, failed to undermime the Amencan Union In-
stead, the war, by throwing the country upon its own re-
sources, laid the basis for the nise of the factory system and
industrial capitalism m the United States Thus 1t helped to
create the economic foundation for an even greater and
swifter development of the young Republic that was ulu-
mately to challenge the economic supremacy and world po-
sition of Britan itself. At the same ume, the growth of
industrial capitalism provided the basis for the rise of an
American working class and labor movement that was to
become the backbone of 2 new and even more powerful
democratic upsurge 1 America, Jacksonian democracy.

3

By 1815 the four-power coalition of Austria, Prussia, Rus-
sia. and England finally succeeded 1n mastering the lusty
young democrauc force which had been released by the
American and French Revolutions. Reactionaries in both
Europe and America heaved a sigh of relief at the defeat of
Napoleon which they regarded as the defeat of democracy.
The old Federalist, Gouverneur Morris, for instance, was
jubidant and looked forward to the crushing of “Jacobmn”
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principles everywhere, for, “when democracy has reached a
certain height there 1s little chance for the duration of free-
dom ” 2

This was essentially the position of Metternich who, as
late as 1836, was still arguing that monarchy was the only
aceptable form of government He was afraid of democracy,
he told George Ticknor with a nostalgic glance back at the
“good old days” of “legiimacy,” because he felt that 1t could
not stand still and would have to become much more demo-
cratc, by which he meant that the propertyless classes would
have to come to power. He did not know where or how it
would end, but he was surc 1t would not end n a quiet, ripe
old age As for democracy i America, he was convinced that
1t would wear out fast

For twenty-five years, the intellectual spokesmen of re-
action 1n Europe had striven to discredit democrauic prin-
ciples and to give a reactionary direction to public opinion.
They bwilt up a body of hterature which attempted to de-
fend the Old Order and combat the risc of democracy This
literature sought to popularize a “philosophy of conserva-
tism,” dertving the source of royal, aristocratic and ccclesias-
tical power variously from God, from nature and from
history It was grounded in a demal of the doctrines that
power derives from the people It repudiated the 1dea that the
free Iife of the individual 1s the end of society Tt scorned
the great documents of the new historic current which, like
the American Constiution, broke with the aristocratic tradi-
tion and proclammed the concepts of democracy.

In England, Blackstone and Burke were the representatives
of this reactionary hterature and traditionalist thought. In
Germany, 1t was Savigny and von Gentz, Sccretary of the
Congress of Vienna and Metternich’s aide In France, 1t was
Haller, Joseph de Maistre and Bonald All of these borrowed
from one another and influenced one another. All stood for
the maintenance of kings, nobles and priests, and the power
of monarchies and aristocracies ** This reaction was especially
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pronounced in Germany after 1800 where Burke’s book at-
tacking the French Revolution was widely read Writers like
Novalis, Schlegel, Kleist, Brentano, Schelling and Adam
Muller produced an extensive literature rejecting the doctrine
of Natural Rights and political democracy that mnspired the
great Revoluuions of the cighteenth century.

Now their day seemed to have come The representanves
of the victorious coalition met 1 a congress at Vienna to
draw up treaties of peace, restoring the old order and uproot-
ing the principles of democracy spread by the French Revo-
tion The Congress of Vienna, at which Prince Metternich,
Chief Mimister of the Emperor of Austria and Chairman of
the conference, played the leading role, based 1ts decisions on
the policy of legiumacy and compensation—legitimacy mean-
ing the restoration of former rulers to their thrones and the
return of territories which had been lost during the Napo-
leonic wars Where this was considered impossible, the Con-
gress applied the principle of compensation, that s, of as-
signing an equivalent block of territory to make good the
loss, these territories were taken, in the main, from the allies
of Napoleon and from the weak states in Germany and Iraly.

The Congress of Vienna gave rise to the Holy Alhance
which was organized by Czar Alexander of Russia, as well as
to the Quadruple Alliance formed by Metternich with the
object of mantaming the settlement adopted by the Con-
gress The Congress launched upon a European-wide cam-
paign to suppress all hberal and revolutionary activities—in
the name of peace And in the name of mamntamning the settle-
ments made at Vienna, every effort was made to sustain
autocracy, with Metternich employmng the Quadruple Alli-
ance for the suppression of liberal uprisings agamnst the auto-
cratic rulers.

As a result, Europe was again in the control of kings, nobles
and priests as it had not been since the age of Lows XIV. The
feudal aristocrats ruled in all cabmets from London to St.
Petersburg. The ascendancy of democracy, which had begun
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with the Amernican and French Revolutions, was checked.
Reaction seemed to be permanently entrenched and Metter-
nich became 1ts hated symbol 1 the eyes of the entire world.
In 1819, the Six Acts in England, the Carlsbad Decrees 1n the
Germanies and the repressive measures used by all govern-
ments, had driven the resistance underground The surface
of political hfe from Lisbon to St Petersburg bore the ap-
pearance of profound calm.

Nevertheless, the Congress of Vienna was unable to turn
back the clock of history and permanently restore the old
regime It could not erase the fundamental social and eco-
nomic reforms of the revolutionary and Napoleonic periods
between 1789 and 1815. Serfdom and fcudal privileges had
been abolished throughout most of Western Europe, the peas-
ants retamed possession of the lands they had acquired, and
capitalist economy continued to grow despite the political
reaction The fortunes of war and the purse, especually of the
British bourgeossie, had restored the monarchies and arnistoc-
racies to political control, but the economic power, at least
within the socicty of Western Europe, was systematcally
accumulating 1 the hands of the bourgeoisie, which became
more powerful than ever With therr fortunes swelled by the
steady growth of commerce and manufactures, the bourgeois
manifested their increased well-being 1n an mcreased spirit of
speculation and a growing demand for comforts and luxuries.

Since they had pad for the job of defeaning Napoleon
and had assisted m dong 1t, the bourgeowsie wanted to have
their share of the power Far from placing the interests of the
bourgeossie 1n the ascendant, the restored governments ac-
tually neglected and even flouted them, as the passage of
the English Corn Law of 1815 so strikingly revealed The
bourgeoisie, therefore, could not submit to being governed
by a class whose decay had been going on for centuries, whose
mterests were opposed to their own, and whose momentary
return to power they themselves had facilitated The struggle
between the bourgeossie and the aristocracy thus was mevi-
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table, 1t began almost immedaately after peace, with the work-
ing people liming up behind the bourgeosie **

The restoration of 1815, consequently, was more apparent
than real Five years later, the democratic undercurrents
broke through to the surface again The year 1820 had hardly
opened before a series of revolutionary disturbances broke
out In Spain and Portugal, n some of the Itahan states, and
eventually i Greece, the revolutionaries overthrew the ex-
isting order, even in England and France, attempts were
made on the lives of members of the government Within a
few years, a serious revolt broke out mn the Russian army
By 1830 the Metternichian restoration was over forever after
a brief existence of fifteen years.

4

In their struggle, the democratic forces everywhere looked
to the United States for mspiration and guidance, for after
1815, America remained the sole stronghold of democracy in
the world South America, Greece and France turned directly
to the Amenican Republic for aid.

The Spanish colonies in America had revolted as early as
1810 and, by the early 1820’s, established themselves as re-
publics after the model of the United States When Metter-
nich’s monarchic coalition threatened to reach across the
Atlantic 1n 1822 and intervene to restore the colonies to their
“legiumate” ruler, King Ferdinand of Spamn, the North
American democracy came to their active support and recog-
nized the South American republics. John Quncy Adams,
then Secretary of State, who had refused to subscribe even
privately to the Greck Committee as a “breach of neu-
trality,” ** was sufficiently alarmed by the threat of the
Quadruple Alhance to the Western Hemisphere and suffi-
ciently confident of British support to urge the President to
ssue a categornic warming to the self-appointed suppressors
of revolunon wherever they occurred The United States
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took advantage of Britain’s refusal to follow her former part-
ners n the Quadruple Alhance n their policy of intervention
i Spamsh America, to mform the monarchs of Europe in
effect that the young American Republic was now too strong
to allow them to crush the extension of republican institu-
tions 1 the New World This proclamation by President
Monroe 1n 1823, which came to be known as the Monroe
Doctrine, henceforth barred the American continents as fields
for future colonization by European powers and proscribed
any attempt by European monarchy to extend 1ts political
system to this hemisphere

In Greece, which had been part of the Osman Empire since
1456, a great national uprising broke out in 1821 The Greeks
had grown steadily in wealth and population since the middle
of the eighteenth century and they hoped to create their own
independent national state Their struggle, secretly encour-
aged by Czarist Russa, which sought to undermine the Osman
Empire, went on for six years untl, mn 1829, Greek mnde-
pendence was finally declared and a republic established,
despite the efforts of the Quadruple Alliance—which was sphit
on the Greek question—to help the Sultan so he would not
“Jose this pearl out of his Osman Crown through illegiimate
riots of rebelling subjects ”

The Greck people looked especially to America which they
knew had been under the foreign dominion of Great Britain,
suffering the same colomal oppression that they suffered
from the Turks They knew that America, by a desperate
struggle, had thrown off the yoke of oppression and was now
enjoying the freedom and independence for which the Greeks
themselves were fighting “All talked about the Republic of
America and wished to make it serve as a pattern for their
own,” Dr Samuel G Howe reported from his personal ex-
perience 1 Greece where he had gone n 1824-25 to give
direct aid to the Greek Revolution, becoming surgeon-in-
chicf to the Greek fleert Amenican aid was particularly heart-
ening to them, not only because “the people of Franklin”
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hailed “the dawn of our regeneration,” and through their
President “expressed aloud, before earth and its monarchs the
prayers of humanity,” but because they felt that the Ameri-
cans were the one people who could give them extensive aid,
having “no despots to bind” them **

The United Srares Congress, in 1822, expressed 1ts sol-
danity with the Greek “rebels”, although a year later, in reply
to an appeal from the Greeks, the American Government de-
clared mself sympathetic but unable to interfere In the
autumn of 1825, however, an American squadron made 1ts
appearance 1n the Mediterrancan, which Metternich’s secre-
tary, von Gentz, called the “monstrous intervention” of
America But the object of this squadron was merely to pro-
tect American merchants at Smyrna and to obtam, if pos-
stble, a commercial treaty with the Porte ** In 1826, through
the active asistance of a few members of Congress, the United
States did wink at 1ts own neutrality by Congressional authori-
zation to the President to purchase one of two frigates built
for the Grecks by profitecering American firms that had sent
only one of the promised frigates and attempted to swindle
the Greek Government out of additional huge sums 1n con-
nection with the sccond frgiate In order to remove the stain
of wringing a million dollars from the Greeks, the United
States Government intervened quietly, thereby prevenung
this scandal from disillusioning the Greek people who looked
with great faith to America and who, unaware of the swindle
by the American shipbuilders, had greeted the arrival of the
first frigate with the greatest joy **

The Greek struggle aroused sympathy throughout Europe
and America Philhellenic committees were orgamzed 1n Eng-
land, France, Germany, Switzerland and the United States.
Funds were collected, women prepared medical aid, and vol-
unteers, including Britan’s great poet Byron, went to the
assistance of the Greek patriots.

In France, following the restoration of the monarchy, the
leading forces i the opposition camp, including part of the
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bourgeoisie, were republican-minded and were encouraged to
continue the struggle by the very existence of a successful
democratic republic in the United States at a ume when the
world once more seemed securely i the control of kings and
nobles A month before the outbreak of the Revolution of
July 1830, for instance, Willlam Cullen Bryant, who was well
known to European democrats for his acuve sympathy and
support to the revolutionary democratic movements of
Europe and South America, received a letter from France
asking for assistance and advice This letter was written by
one of the disunguished Garnier-Pages brothers, probably the
elder, whom Frederick Engels described as “the well-known
democrat” noted for “the energy, courage and uncompromis-
ing spinit which secured so prominent a position to the de-
ceased leader of French democracy.” *® Wrung to Bryant
as one “whose occupations and labors, as well as personal
character,” would be of the greatest assistance to the liberal
cause 1n Europe, Pages asked for mformaton regarding the
American system of government which “furnishes us with the
model that we wish to imitate.” “We have,” M Pages wrote,
“the most incomplete notion of the United States. ..You
have arnived at that happy state m which you have nothing
to think of but the conscrvation of the political well-being
you enjoy, while we n France must fight continually to
acquire what you already possess May I then ask of you,
who are so competent to give them, the nstructions that we
so much need 1n our circumstances?” *°

An indirect indication of the extent to which the French
democrats looked to the United States was also given shortly
after by the young French aristocrat Beaumont who accom-
panied Alexis de Tocqueville to America in 1832 “American
society, 1ts progress and 1ts prosperity,” Beaumont wrote from
Boston to his brother Jules n France, “prove nothing at all,
and offer nothing for the imitation of the old nations But I
am nonetheless satisfied thoroughly to understand this repub-
lic of which they speak so much and from which they claim
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to draw so many arguments in favor of ‘democratic’ innova-
tions There are many people who, in good faith, consider

the United States a powerful argument 1 favor of repub-
lics ” 3*

5

Following the defeat of Napoleon, the voung expanding
industry, encouraged by the wars, reccived a severe setback,
creating a state of national affairs, particularly in England,
unprecedented 1 the history of Furope or of any other con-
tinent Industry was depressed, trade was bad, employment
was scarce, the suffering of the workers and the unemployed
was extreme The transformation of England into the leading
industrial capitahst country in the world and the capitalist
development of Europe were thus creating the conditions
not only for the irresistible advance of democracy but also
for the simultaneous sharpening of the social question which
political liberty alone obviously could not solve

While the Brish capitalists developed classical political
economy 1 an cffort to penetrate into the mysteries of the
new mdustrial system 1n order to make 1t work, others sought
to mmprove the lot of the working people by drawing up
blueprints for a more workable system free from the evils of
capitalism Confronted by the crying abuses of the existing
order, they believed that the answer was to figure out a more
perfect social system, which needed only to be discovered by
them and demonstrated to society by propaganda and, wher-
ever possible, by actual experiments, to win universal ac-
ceptance Thus, in the absence of an independent working
class movement, the domnant tendency of these thinkers was
to search for the solution of the social problem, which lay
hidden 1n undeveloped economic conditions, in utopian
schemes to be financed by the capitalists themselves ** The
three men who played a European and even a world role in
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the development of such utopian communist and socialist
1deas were Robert Owen, Charles Fourier and Saint Simon

In the elaboration of their plans, the first two thinkers drew
upon the expericnce of the communist communities which
had existed 1n the United States sice the end of the eight-
eenth century At that time, the first colony of the kind 1n
the world was established by the religious sect of so-called
Shakers Early in the nineteenth century, additional colonies
were established by another body of commumnists under the
leadership of George Rapp who came to the United States
from Germany to escape rehigious persecution

During the 1820, Robert Owen turned to the United
States for the purpose of establishing his commumist com-
munities Owen, who had achieved a Europcan reputation as
a philanthropist and reformer, had been inspired by accounts
of what the Shakers and Rappites had done In 1817, he pub-
lished a Sketch of the Origin and Proceedings of the Shakers
which narrated “the successful practice of these singular peo-
ple” and which Owen presented as evidence of the superiority
of a communal way of hife From 1817, when he first turned
to communism, until 1824, when he left for America, Owen
conducted an intensive propaganda for his system throughout
Europe.®

At this ume, he found sympathy and support n the United
States, where his writings were welcomed and read by wide
circles, especially among the educated, well-to-do and gov-
ernment leaders And when, 1n 1824, George Rapp tried to
sell his Harmony Colony, Owen, encouraged by the success
of the Rappites, bought 1t He saw in the United States a new
fertile soil in which to sow the sceds of his system, “the ra-
tional and only true system of society ” He was convinced
that the United States Constitution marked the greatest
progress of mankind so far made n the direction of hberty.
But he fclt that 1t was not able to solve the “social malady.”

And, m fact, Owen’s community, which he called New
Harmony, became singularly prosperous and received more
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appheants than could be accommodated But within six
months 1t began to break up And before the year had elapsed,
Owen, discouraged by the wreck of his project, left the
Unuted States Despite this failure, Owenite commumities con-
tinued to spring up during the next few years at Yellow
Springs, Ohio, at Blue Springs, Indiana, at Kendal near Can-
ton, Ohio, at Pittsburgh, at Coxsackie, New York, at Haver-
straw, New York, and at Valley Forge, Pennsylvania

The communist movement m Furope during this period
was bound to be predommnantly utopian 1n character becuse
the working class, despite its growth, was still msufficiently
developed, and 1ts struggle, hampered by the absence of the
most elementary democratic nights, was therefore sull su-
bordimate to that of the bourgeosic striving for a share of
political power The destruction of feudal conditions re-
mamed the chief poliical task before the working class at
this time In all countries of Europe, therefore, from 1815 to
1830, the democratic movement of the working classes was
necessarily more or less subordinate to the hiberal movement
of the bourgeosie. The working people, as Engels observed,
“though more advanced than the muddle classes, could not
yet see the total difference between liberalism and democracy
—emancipation of the middle classes and emancipation of the
working classes, they could not see the difference between lib-
erty of money and liberty of 7zam, until money had been
made politically free, untul the middle class had been made
the exclusively ruling class Therefore the democrats of
Peterloo were going to petition, not only for Universal Suf-
frage, but for Corn Law Repeal at the same ume, therefore,
the proletarians fought in 1830 in Paris, and threatened to
fight mm 1831 m England, for the poliucal mterest of the
bourgeoisie

“In all countries the middle classes were, from 1815 to
1830, the most powerful component, and, therefore, the lead-
ers of the revolutionary party. The working classes are neces-
sanily the instruments m the hands of the middle classes, as
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long as the muddle classes are themselves revolutionary or
progresstve The distinct movement of the working classes, s,
therefore, 1n this case always of a secondary importance But
from that very day when the middle classes obtan full po-
litical power—from the day on which all feudal and ansto-
cratic interests are anmhilated by the power of money—from
the day on which the middle classes cease to be progressive
and revolutionary, and become stationary themselves, from
that very day the working class movement takes the lead
and becomes the national movement.” *



CHAPTER V A NCW EpOCh

I

THE period of the Napoleome Wars, ending with the vic-
tory of the reactionary monarchs of Furope in 1815, also
saw the rise and development of modern industry Factories
sprang up and replaced household production, and the popu-
lation began to concentrate mn large cities In pracucally one
generation, England was transformed from an agricultural
to a manufacturing nauon, an example which the other na-
tions of Europe were soon to follow The irresistible advance
of capitalist economy, propelled by the Industrial Revolution
of the 1760’s, foredoomed the short-lived effort of the kings
and nobles to restore the old feudal order At the same timne,
1t accumulated the materials and the forces throughout Europe
for the emergence of a new epoch 1n the ascendancy of de-
mocracy whose arrival was signalized, on the economic plane,
by the mtroduction of the steamboat and the Jocomotive, and,
on the pohtical plane, by the French Revolution of 1830
Sumulated by the success of republican nstitutions n the
United States, the spirie of republicanism had grown to such
an extent throughout monarch-ridden Europe during the
1820’s that by 1830 there were substantial republican move-
ments 1n nearly every European country * The driving force
of these movements was the new class of wage earners that
arose together with the factory system The July 1830 Revo-
lution in France, which swept out the restoration and replaced
95
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it by the bourgeoss monarchy, therefore marke? :‘a] turm?g
point 1n European history and 1n the character of the wor
struggle for democracy

Hitherto the struggle had been between the feudal orders
on the one hand and the more or less republican-minded
bourgeossic, supported by the pcople, on the other With the
growth of mdustry, accelerated by the building of railroads,
the chief antagonists were henceforth to become the bour-
geowsie and the working class which now began to emerge as
an independent political force This change was determined
n a large measure by the behavior of the bourgeoisie In 1830
in France, 1t let the workers do the fighting, ostensibly for
a republic, but then seized the fruits of victory and estab-
lished a bourgeois monarchy, and in 1832 m England, 1t
utilized labor to secure the franchise, but gave labor nothing
for 1ts pains In England, this treachery of the bourgeosie
gave nise m 1835 to a powerful independent movement of
labor known as Chartism which was in sharp contrast to the
utopian socialism of the preceding decade with its rehance
on the force of reason and cxample to convince the bour-
geotsie to emancipate the working class In France, because
of the defeat of the general republican movement and the
complete suppression of political rights, 1t gave rise, beginning
n 1834, to various secret societies and conspiracies led by the
working class and predominantly communist in character
This treachery of the bourgeoisie and the rise of the new
class of proletarians gave the struggle for democracy a new
historical content Henceforth it was to be led by the modern
working class, the most consistent democratic force in bour-
geols society

The uprising of the Lyons silk weavers in 1831 which made
an extraordinary and indelible impression all over France
and Europe, signalized this historical turn Drawing the les-
sons from this revolr, the Journal des Debats, organ of the
right wing of the big bourgeoisie, somberly declared on
December 8, 1831 “There 1s no reason to conceal matters,
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for what 1s the use of covering up and keeping silent®> The
Lyons uprising has revealed an important secret the struggle
within society between the property owning class and the
propertyless class Our commercial and industrial society, hike
all other societies, has 1ts wound the workers There 1s not
a single factory without workers, and yet with an ever-
growing and ever-needy working population there can be no
calm for society If trade 1s abolished, then society becomes
sick, 1t comes to a stop, 1t dies off, when trade revives, de-
velops, extends, the proletarian population increases simul-
taneously, living from hand to mouth and 1n danger of losing
its means of existence at every occaston If you compare the
numbet in the trading and mdustrial classes with the number
in the working class in the cities, you will be shocked by the
disproportion  Every manufacturer lives m his factory like
the plantation owner among his slaves, numencally, the classes
are ke one to onc hundred It 1s necessary that the nuddle
class be fully conscious of the state of affairs, it must under-
stand its situation Bestdes the muddle class there 1s a pro-
letarian population which 1s in a state of excitement and
which 1s gnipped by spasms, which does not know what 1t
wants, where 1t 1s going, what 1ts interests require Things
are bad for 1t It wants a change That 1s a danger for modern
society, here perhaps new barbarians will arise to destroy this
society And the muddle class would be deceived if 1t
permitted 1tself by any demagogic principles to be mduced
stupidly to give 1ts enemies arms and rights, to allow the
proletarian stream to enter the National Guard and the com-
munal institutions, to open up to the proletariat the electoral
laws and everything that belongs to the state ” The article
concluded by saying “Do not give political rights or national
arms to those who do not own anything 2

In 1836, in the course of the debate on the tariff in 1836,
the big industrialist, Jaubert, summed up the situation and
bluntly proclaimed that “No society can do without an aris-
tocracy, every government requires one. You want to know
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who the anistocracy of the July 1830 Government was® It
was the big industrialists, they are the nobility of the new
dynasty ”*

2

The victory of the financial bourgeosie 1n France did not
end the struggle for democracy m that country They had
achieved power and established a bourgeors monarchy with
Lows Philippe as king only because they had been able to
secure the agreement of Lafayette, who was the outstanding
leader of the republican movement at the ume of the July
Revolution and commander-in-chief of the National Guard
Once Lafayette had served their purpose, they moved to
strip hum of his military authority

The government of Lows Philippe was thoroughly reac-
tionary, despite the fact that 1t pretended to base itself on re-
publican mnstitutions The republican-minded workers, lower
middle class and even part of the bourgeoisie of France were
the first vicums of this reaction Lafayette’s acceptance of
the bourgcors monarchy had been a terrible blow to the
French republicans By this act, he had helped to give power
to the Royal dynasty of which the banker Laffitte declared
“Now the reign of the bankers begins ” Lafayette himself,
after his removal as head of the Nauonal Guard, had joned
the official opposition i the new Chamber of Deputies He
had been a representative of the Constitutionalists m the first
French Revolution and even at that time had shown his fear
of the masses and their demands for full equality And yet,
as the British labor leader and democrat, George Julian Har-
ney, one of the editors of the Northern Star, sud 1n 1846, he
was “perhaps the most honest and best man of the Consti-
tutional Party,” a man who enjoyed greater popularity n
Europe and America up to the time of his death than any one
of his contemporaries *

By 1832, the bourgeoss republicans, backed by the work-
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ers, began to wage a struggle agamst Louis Philippe and his
repressive measures This movement, and especially 1ts Left
wing representing the lower muddle class and workers, de-
vcloped considerable activity through republican societies,
the most promuinent of which were the Society of the Friends
of the People and the Association for the Defense of the
Liberty of the Subject and the Freedom of the Press, the
latter under the presidency of Lafayette.

In June 1832, during the funeral of General Lamarque, a
revolt broke out in Paris which frightened the financial aris-
tocracy even more than the Lyons upiising of the year before.
The workers raised barricades but the rising was crushed

In 1833 the Society of the Friends of the People was suc-
ceeded by the Society of the Rights of Man Ths latter so-
ciety grew quickly and took a strong hold on the country.
Its object was to keep alive the popular movement begun n
1830 and to prevent republican fechng from subsiding About
the muddle of 1833, serious differences split the society mto
two parties, the Left wing being led by old Jacobin revolu-
tionaries, including Philippe Buonarrot1, a colleague of
Babeuf and by such young adherents of Babeuvism as Auguste
Blanqu.

In 1834 the government launched a new attack agamnst all
sections of the republican movement, threatening their ex-
istence with a law re-enforcing Article 291 relating to asso-
catons. This law was aimed expressly at the Republican
Party, intending to destroy 1t But 1t also affected the work-
ers united 1n mutual associations, as well as the small trades
people whose numbers had increased considerably in the
course of the ’30’s. A virtual death sentence was also passed
on the popular publications by the enactment of a law which
required police permussion for all writings sold, distributed
or cried in the public streets.®

On April g, 1834, the workers of Lyons, whose historic
uprising of 1831 had brought fear and trembling to the prop-
erty-owning classes throughout Europe, revolted agam. This
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revolt was the reply of the associated silk workers to the gov-
ernment’s new law threatening the existence of associations.
The silk workers had shown marked pohtical tendencies for
several months prior to the revolt, and they had come to an
understanding with the workers orgamzed 1n societies in other
parts of the country, as well as with the bourgeois repub-
hcans, 1n order to resist by force the government’s new law
But after five days, the troops of Lows Philippe had drowned
the msurrection 1 blood. On Apnl 13, the republicans n
Paris struck and the next day the government massacred the
supporters of the Society of the Rights of Man, and, uulizing
these events, proceeded to smash the Republican Party in
France ®

While the bourgeois monarchy was thus waging war
agamst French democracy i an attempt to hquidate 1t, it
was pursuing a foreign policy that threatened to lead 1t into
war with American democracy On July 4, 1831, the two
countries had signed a treaty in which the French Govern-
ment had agreed to meet American claims of $25,000,000 for
damages suffered by American shipping during the Napole-
onic Wars between 1806 and 1812 This treaty had been
ratified by both America and France on February 2, 1832.
But 1n 1834, when payment on the claims fell due under the
treaty, the French Chamber of Deputies refused to pass the
necessary appropriation bill. As a result, President Jackson
sent a strongly worded message to Congress in December
proposing that the United States make reprisals on French
shipping to the amount of the defaulted payments unless the
French Chamber fulfilled 1ts treaty obligatuons by making
the proper appropriations The President, who was prompt to
quell the threat of rebelhon within the country n order to
keep the states united, could not tolerate any external threat
to the Umion He understood that unless the other great pow-
ers were to honor their agreements with America, the young
republic would lose prestige and it could no longer carry on
its trade and commerce 1n safety *



A NEW EPOCH 101

The dissoluuon of the Republican Party in 1834 opened a
new stage 1n the struggle for democracy 1n France. Up to
1830 the liberal bourgeowie had taken the lead in all con-
sprracies agamnst the Bourbon Restoration The July Revolu-
tion was the jont work of the middle and working classes,
the hiberals and republicans. After the financial anstocracy
took power, the republican bourgeoisie continued 1n the fore-
front of the struggle unul the bloody suppression of the ap-
parently futle insurrections of the workers caused them to
fall away After 1834, therefore, the leadership of the con-
spiracies was taken over by the proletariat, which had grown
with the progress of industry throughout France.

The government had been able to take advantage of the in-
dustrial and commercial crisis in November 1830 temporarily
to crush the political aspirations of the workers But 1t could
not suppress their economic needs nor prevent the develop-
ment of the workers’ movement which a year later culminated
in the historic msurrection at Lyons By the end of 1832 m-
dustrial recovery had progressed so far that several months
later the workers began a general action for the improvement
of their conditions In some places this movement assumed a
disunct social and political character The monarchy regarded
this movement as a threat to 1ts existence and entered 1nto a
struggle with the orgamized workers. By mass arrests and
drastic sentences 1 Paris, 1t was able to check the agitaton
which was being encouraged by the Republican Party.®

But 1t was not able to prevent the rise of new currents of
thought among the masses who saw how the rapid economic
development which followed the July Revolution enriched
the financial aristocracy, while they were forced to toil long
hours at nuserable wages Thus, together with the tyranny of
the government, 1ts bloody suppression and persecution of the
labor and political movements of the people, facilitated the
nise of a new doctrine among the workers In the first Revo-
lution the struggle for democracy and the republic had given
rise to the commumst movement led by Babeuf. The second
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Revolution of 1830 gave rise to another, more powerful com-
munist movement. The republican working men saw that
even after having succeeded 1n their democratic plans, their
social condition, the cause of their political discontent would
not be altered fundamentally by a purely political change.
They turned to the history of the Great Revolution and
eagerly seized upon Babeuf’s communism °

Following the execution of Babeuf and Darthé and the ban-
ishment of Buonarrot1 and his comrades in 1797, the French
commumst movement had disappeared from the surface of po-
litical life for three decades But in 1827 Babeuf’s 1deas began
to spread agan through the work of Buonarroti, then living
in Brussels The French Charbonnerie, of a mixed liberal-
bourgeoss and democratic republican character, who hated
tyranny and aspired to hberty and equality, established con-
tact with Buonarrot1 and acquired from him the 1deas of the
Babeuf conspiracy One of the first members of the Char-
bonnerie to go beyond mere republicanism and to become
a staunch follower of Babeuf’s teachings was the young Louis
Auguste Blanqui In 1828 Buonarrott published his book
Conspiration pour Pégalité dite de Babeuf (Babeuf's Con-
sprracy of the Equals) which was widely read not only by
Frenchmen but later also by many German exiles in France
and even by Chartists in England. Buonarroti’s book helped
the workers to pass from a general republican position to
communmsm During the July monarchy, Buonarrot returned
from exile and became the center of a group of revolutionusts.
By 1834 Babeuf’s teachings had taken hold sufficiently to form
the basis of the revolutionary labor movement mn France for
the next decade

They had been first discussed, as Engels described it, “in
the dark lanes and crowded allies of the Parisian suburb, St.
Antoine, and soon after 1n secret assemblies of conspirators.
«+.Communism spread rapidly over Pars, Lyons, Toulouse,
and other large and manufacturing towns of the realm, vari-
ous secret associations followed each other, among which the
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Travailleurs Egalitaires or Equalitarian Workingmen, and
Humanitarians were the most considerable The Equalitarians
were rather a ‘rough set’ hike the Babeuvists of the Great
Revolution, they proposed making the world a workingman’s
community putting down every refinement of civilization,
science, the fine arts, etc, as useless, dangerous, and aristo-
cratic luxuries, a prejudice necessarily arsing from a total
ignorance of history and poliical economy. The Humani-
tarians were known particularly for their attacks on marriage,
family and other similar nstitutions. Both these, as well as
two or three other parties, were very short-lived, and the
great bulk of the French working classes adopted, very soon,
the tenets propounded by M. Cabet, ‘Pere Cabet’ (Father
Cabet) as he 1s called, and which are known on the Continent
under the name of Icarian Communism,” *°

After the crushing of the second Lyons’ revolt in the
Spring of 1834 and the subsequent dissolution of the Repub-
lican Party, the group of republicans headed by Blanqu,
leader of the Left wing n the Rights of Man Society, or-
ganmized a Society of the Families in July 1834 as a more
effectuve and conspiratorial form of orgamization mn the strug-
gle to overthrow the monarchy This society was essentially
proletarian and communist m character. It spread rapidly In
the beginning of 1836 1t numbered 1200 men, and had 1m-
portant ramifications m two regiments garrisoned m Paris.
Arrests soon followed, Blanqui was sentenced to two years,
and the Society broke up In 1836 and 1837, with the release
of Blanqui in a general amnesty, the work was resumed and
the Society of the Families was transformed into the Society
of the Seasons which was still more disunctly working class
and communist 1n character. In 1839, the years of the mnsur-
rection, 1t had an enrollment of 1000 men.

The Blanquists regarded the financial magnates as the
anistocrats after July 1830, and the people, consisting of all
the workers, as no better off than serfs or Negro slaves They
therefore insisted that 1t was not enough merely to overthrow
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royalty, that the next revolution would be socil, not po-
litical, and would destroy all privileges whatsoever which
must be replaced by “the government of the people, by the
people, that 1s to say, the republic,”—the republic, that 1s to
say, the government of equahty, “and for the attainment of
this government 1t would be necessary to employ a revolu-
tionary power which 1s to prepare the people for an exercise
of their rights ” **

The Blanquusts also looked with sympathy towards Amert-
can labor, but regarded the United States as “a ridiculous re-
public, and a moncy-loving anstocracy ” This aroused the
indignation of Lewss Cass, the American Minister to France
from 1836 to 1840, who reported these views and exclaimed
“When a French republican, the great burden of whose com-
plaint 1s the unequal distribution of riches 1 his contry, and
the profligacy of his rulers, arrmgns the American Govern-
ment for 1ts economy, there 1s nothing farther to be expected
in the whole range of human mconsistencies ” *2

After the defeat of the msurrection and the suppression of
the Society of the Seasons m May 1839, other secret socicties
were orgamzed under the name of New Seasons, bur they
were nsignificant and without the benefit of the leadership
of Blanqui and Buonarrou, the latter having died and the
former being confined i prison from 1839 to 1848

Some of the Brnitish Chartists were erther members of the
Blanquist Societics of the Famihes and the Seasons or were 1n
communication with them The Chartist nising n 1839 was
possibly planned to comcide with the Paris msurrection The
German communists Weithing, Schapper, Bauer and other
members of the London German Educational Society, which
later formed the nucleus of the Communist League, first be-
came acquainted with revolutionary communism mn the So-
cieties of the Families and the Seasons Weitling and Schapper
also took part i the revolt of May 1839

The Icarian communism of Cabet, which after 1840 came
to enjoy the support of the great bulk of the French working
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classes, also grew out of the general republican movement.
Euenne Cabet was ongmally a middle class republican Per-
secuted by the bourgeois monarchy, he was clected by the
Opposition to the Chamber of Deputies, where he boldly
championed his convictions Condemned to imprisonment 1n
1834, he fled to London where his observation of the Owenite
movement and his study of Thomas More’s Utopra made lum
a communist. He returned to France to become ‘“the most
populat even 1if the shallowest representauve of communism,”
as Karl Marx asserted ** Cabet’s book, Voyage en Icarie, be-
came the “holy book” of the Icarian communists, who advo-
cated the establishment of communuties along lines very little
different from those of Robert Owen They also embodied
in their plans cverything rational they found m St Simon
and Fourier, but while the English socialists were opposed to
Christamity, the French Icarians declared themselves Chrs-
nians and advanced the slogan that Le Christiamsme c’est le
conmmmsme (Chnsnanity 1s Communmism) Furthermore, 1n
contrast to the other utopians, Cabet called for the rule of
political democracy as a necessary transition period He called
upon the workers of France to be, first of all, democrats and
reformers, to sign petitions for the abohtion of suffrage re-
strictions which were based on the prmnciple of active and
passive citizens and which put electoral power 1n the hands
of a small, rapacious minority of no more than 240,000 1n the
country *

The bourgeots monarchy was not overthrown until 1848.
Deprived of public Iife, the democratic movement was com-
pelled to resort to conspiratorial methods and nsurrection as
the only way to establish the democratuc repubhic In the
first six years of Lows Philippe’s rule, nearly a dozen laws
were passed depriving the people of their political rights, fol-
lowed by more than a dozen attempts to assassinate the “cit1-
zen king,” and at least three dozen revolts For mine years
after the faillure of the Blanquist rising of May 1830, the
people of France, and paruicularly the working class, resorted
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to other methods of struggle for the overthrow of the despised
monarchy In this battle for the second democratic republic,
the various groups of communusts proved to be a vital force
in France i the decade between 1837 and 1848

3

As 1n France, so in England after 1830, it was the labor
movement, striving to solve the social question, that was the
heart and soul of the struggle for democracy England at that
time, unlike France and America, was a land where the ma-
jority of people were members of the working class, that class
which the economists defined as having nothing but 1ts labor
to sell As one contemporary writer described 1t, “In England,
where, 1n every department of industry, a complete separation
has taken place betwcen capitalists and workmen, the labor-
ing class compose the bulk of the people ” And 1t ived under
such frightful conditions that, as this wniter observed, “if
there be one subject 1in particular upon which Englishmen
love to dwell, it 1s the musery and degradation of the bulk
of the people 7 **

Another subject was the absence of full electoral nghes
for all except the arstocrats The working class was more
than ready to help the capitalists achieve electoral reform.
But, while the Briush capitalists had no qualms about using
the working class to win this fight, they had no intention of
extending this reform to Briush labor, that 1s, to the bulk
of the people. The reason for this was stated very bluntly
by Thomas Atwood, leader of the Political Union of Birming-
ham and head of the bourgeos electoral reform movement.
Drawing a parallel between the political situation 1n England
and America where Negroes and foreigners had no vore, he
said 1n a speech before hus colleagues 1n the latter part of 1830

“In America there were at least nine men interested in prop-
erty to one man nterested 1n labor alone In England the case
was exactly the reverse Here there were mine persons in-
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terested in the sale of their labor, to one who was interested
in the preservation of his property Therefore, 1f 1t had not
been deemed safe for the natonal interests in America to
confer political power indiscriminately upon every individual
in the community, they ought not to be surprised 1if 1t was
deemed still more unsafe 1n a state of society like that of Eng-
land, where property was gathered up into immense masses
and where extreme poverty mught so act upon the passions
and nccessitics of the people as to have them unfar judges
over the property of their neighbours, and probably to urge
them on to measures alike destructive of the interests and
happness of all.” *¢

This, as we have seen, was substantially the same argu-
ment that was being given currency by the French financial
magnates against the workers of Paris, Lyons and other cen-
ters of industry n France.

When the Reform Bill of 1832 gave electoral nghts only
to the British bourgeossie, the laboring masses were deeply
disappointed, especially since 1t had been the action of the
workers of Lancashire and Yorkshire that secured the passage
of the Bill

Ever since 1799, when the workers organized secret socie-
ties 1 reply to the first drasuic attempts to deny them the
night to organize, they had not given up the struggle for
democratic rights When the prohibition of the right to or-
ganize was finally hifted by Act of Parliament 1n 1824, 1t was
followed immediately by a rapid spread of trade union organi-
zation throughout industry, accompanied by strikes for better
conditions Parliament was frightened and hastened, the very
next year, to curb union organization But labor was already
on the march and its organizations continued to grow despite
all restrictions The disappointment of 1832 only spurred the
workers to greater efforts In 1834 they organized a strong
central body with distinct communist aims and mitiated a
series of strike struggles which nevertheless ended 1n defeat
Though the organization was broken up, this did not stop
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the growth of the trade unions The class consciousness of the
British working class had been awakened and 1t continued to
orgamze the struggle for democratic rights For this purpose,
it united with the radical petty bourgeosie which was also
striving for umversal suffrage and Parhamentary reform
The behavior of the bourgeosie 1n the Reform Parhament
only mcreased the disappomtment of the workers and drove
them nto politcal opposiion The factory law of 1833,
which was a backward step in comparison with previous fac-
tory laws, aggravated the situation Consequently, i 1835,
the workers organized an independent movement 1n London
and adopted a six-pomnt program known as the People’s
Charter These points were 1 Universal suffrage for every
man of sound mind and not a crimunal, 2 annual Parliaments,
3 payment of members of Parllament, 4 secrct ballot, 5 equal
voting districts, and 6 the right of every voter to be elected
The movement for this Charter was the first effort on the
part of Brinsh labor to conquer pohiical power and use 1t
for 1ts own interests But the Chartist movement was not a
purely proletarian movement, morcover, the trade unions, dis-
couraged by the defeat of their strike struggles, remaimned
aloof The Chartists took advantage of the struggle between
the bourgeoisie and the aristocracy over the Corn Laws to
secure the enactment of the ten-hour work day By 1842, the
movement revealed 1ts full social character n the slogan-
Poliical Power Our Means, Social Happiness Our Goal *®
The Chartists fought to win poliical nghts for labor as
the basis for the social emancipation of the working class.
And m this struggle they looked to America as the highest
achievement of democracy 1n the world at the time, while
recognizing 1ts bourgeois imitations They consistently cited
the example of America, used 1t to refute the bourgeois and
Tory arguments in England, wrote articles i the press about
it, sent addresses to the American workers, and associated
themselves with Abolitionism, the American anti-slavery

movement *°
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4

In the United States, the historical turn in the democratic
struggle was manifested in the rise of Jacksonian democracy
representing the alliance of the small independent farmers
and the newly emerged factory proletariat which was just be-
ginning to develop 1ts own independent political movement
and socialist thought #° The spokesmen ot the Amcrican bonr-
georste advanced the same arguments in rhe san.c language
agamst the new labor and democratic movement as the.r
French and British counterparts 1n 1831, for exmple, Thomas
Cooper, the leading economuct 1n America, opposed umversal
suffrage and the removal of property restrictions on vetng
because he expected the pohtical power of the country, sooner
or later, “and within no long period,” to be “thrown 1rre-
vocably into the hands of those who represent the operatives,
the laboring classes, the men of no property, to the exclusion
of the men who possess property This event is now exulungly
expected by the mechanics’ meetings of New York and Penn-
sylvania .. 7 #

“Suppose,” Cooper argued, “the representatives of the me-
chanics, who are now openly advocating an equal division
of property among adults, under the auspices of Messrs Alex.
Ming and Thomas Skidmore, 1n their prospectus and defence
of it, (Free Enquirer, New York, for December 1829, and
January 1830), to become the efficient legislauve majonty;
whose property would be safe under this system of liberty
and equality, enforced by such a majority? What a glorious
range of rapmne and of plunder, would present itself to the
benevolent advocates of the right of robbery' This would be
the true mullenium of the jail tenantry throughout the civilized
world' I impute no bad design to Messrs Ming and Skidmore,
but I regard this as fairr deduction from the principles they
have recommended and proclaimed ” **

In the United States, however, unlike France, 1t was de-
mocracy that was victorious at this ime. Elected President
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of the United States 1in 1828, Andrew Jackson was the leader
and symbol of the fighting American democracy which won
during the next period greatly cxtended suffrage, the liber-
alizing of state constitutions and the greater popular control
of political parties and government The chief dnving force
in this democracy was the new labor movement

The political upsurge of labor began 1n 1827 in Philadelphia
in connection with the struggle for the ten-hour day By
May 1828, the new trade union center, which had arisen out
of the struggle the previous year, became the spearhead for
independent political action by labor It nomnated candidates
to “represent the mterest of the working classes” i the Phila-
delphia City Council and State Legislature Many of these
candidates were endorsed by the Jacksonian Democratic Party
and were elected For the next three years, a distinctly labor
turn was given to the politics of Philadclphia

New York, Boston and other industrial centers followed
suic Labor’s struggle for the ten-hour day was transferred to
the political field Local labor parties were formed 1n at least
fifteen states, at least 5o labor papers were established.

This movement bore a distinctly militant class struggle
character This first movement of labor was conscious of its
own class interests The newspapers, pamphlets and pohical
platforms 1ssued by labor at this time were animated by a
class philosophy, hostle to the rich and displaying contempt
for them Thus, the Declaration of Faith 1ssued by the Work-
ingmen’s Republican Political Association of Penn Township
in Philadelphia 1n 1830 stated “There appears to exist two
distinct classes, the rich and the poor, the oppressor and the
oppressed, those that ive by their own labor, and they that
live by the labor of others, the aristocrauc and the demo-
cratic, the despotic and republican who are m direct opposi-
tion to one another in their objects and pursuits, the one
aspiring to dignified station and offices of power, the other
seeking for an equality of state and advantage ” **

The ten-hour day, free education, abolition of 1mprison-
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ment for debt, were among the chief demands in the program
of this movement, which made steady progress durng the
’30’s By 1836 Philadelphia had 53 trade unions, Newark and
Boston 16 each, Balumore 23, New York 52 Central labor
bodies were organized also Attempts were made to set up a
national trade umion organizaton, but nothing came of 1t
During 1835-36 no less than five separate crafts or trades
held national conventions of their own Growth of the rail-
way facilitated this

The capitalists responded with bitter attacks on labor The
workers were called levellers, 1nob, rabble, anarchists and
communists Indeed, between 1829 and 1842, capital made a
systematic effort to crush the trade union movement At least
exight important prosecutions for criminal conspiracy were
instituted against the unions which were accused of repre-
senting foreign influence.

But this new labor movement was part of the democratic
upsurge signalized by the victory of Andrew Jackson m 1828
and 1832 In the elections of 1836, the workers in New York
orgamzed their own party, the Equal Rights Party This party
was dubbed the Locofocos by the enenues of labor because
matches of that name were used when the hght went out at
one of their meetings It directed its main fire agamnst the
monopolies and banks The Locofoco Party, as one authonty
noted, “believed that 1t was their influence which made the
election of Andrew Jackson a possbility, and there can
scarcely be a doubt that the Democratic Party from 1829 to
1841 was more truly a workingman’s party than has been the
case with any other great political party in our country **

In 1837 the outbreak of the economic crisis, which lasted
almost without nterruption to 1842, smashed this first trade
union movement **

The chief domestic 1ssues of Jackson’s admunistration re-
volved around Nullification and the National Bank Under
the leadership of Calhoun, South Carolina, spearhead of the
cotton planting slaveocracy, rejected the national tanff of
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1832 and declared that the laws of the Unuted States were
null and void and of no effect 1n the state. Slaveowners pre-
pared for armed resistance and sent agents to the other slave
states This was the first overt action of the slave powers
agamnst the integrity of the National Union It was a typical
reactionary policy of rule or ruin But Andrew Jackson took
such prompt and energetic measures that the rebellion was
stamped out before 1t had a chance to spread He sent troops
and vessels to South Carolna and co-operated with loyalist
elements n the state.

The struggle over the National Bank, however, overshad-
owed every other 1ssue during Jackson’s Admumistration Be-
hind the Bink were grouped all the elements of the growing
capitalist class, the great financnl interests, the expanding
manufacturing mnterests and the large Lastern seaboard plant-
ers Men like Daniel Webster and Henry Clay who defended
the Bank, were actually on the Bank’s payroll Since the
charter of the Bank expired n 1836, the opponents of Jackson,
under Clay’s Icadership, decided to make the re-chartering of
the Bank the wssue for the 1832 election Accordingly, they
passed a bill for the re-charter of the Bank, incidentally with
the votes of many administration supporters Jackson replied
with a veto m language unprecedented 1n any Presidential
message

“It 15 to be regretted,” he wrote, “that the nch and power-
ful too often bend the acts of government to their selfish
purposes Distinctions m society will always exist under every
just government Equality of talents, of education, or of
wealth cannot be produced by human nstitutions In the full
enjoyment of the gifts of Heaven, and the fruits of superior
industry, economy and virtuc, every man 1s equally entitled to
protection by the law, but when the laws undertake to add
to these natural and just advantages artificial distinctions, to
grant titles, gratuities, and exclusive privileges, to make the
rich richer and the potent more powerful, the humbler mem-
bers of society—the farmers, mechanics, and laborers who
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have neither the time nor the means of securing like favors
to themselves, have a right to complain of the njustice of their
government

“ . Many of our rich men have not been content with
equal protection and equal benefits, but have besoughr us to
make them richer by Act of Congress By attempting to
gratfy their desires, we have in the results ~f our legislation
arrayed scction agamst section, mterest agasst o cst, and
man agamst man 1n a fearful commotion whach thieatens to
shake the foundation of our Union  wec can at leasr take a
stand aganst all new grants of monopolie, and exclusive
privileges, against the prosutuiton ou our government to the
advancement of the few at the expense of the many.. .”*

Jackson’s Bank veto caused a tremendous sensation through-
out the country To the Bank men 1t appeared so monstrous
and treasonable that they had thousands of copies printed and
distributed at the Bank’s expense But to the common people
of America, the message was such a convincing exposure
of the “national Octopus,” that they ralled beluind “Old
Hickory” as never before and re-elected him to the Presi-
dency 1 1832 by an overwhelming vote.

During his second term, Jackson proceeded to carry out
the mandate of the people. He stripped the National Bank of
all special privileges enjoyed from the government and re-
duced 1t to the status of an ordmnary state bank In 1834 he
removed the public deposits from the Bank and distributed
the funds among several state banks In his annual message
of that year, he called for the severance of all relations with
the Bank and proposed selling the Bank stock owned by the
government,

In the course of this struggle, the National Bank used every
means at its command With such political leaders as Clay
and Webster conducting the fight 1n Congress and Nicholas
Biddle, the Bank President, using money freely, the Bank was
no mean adversary, 1t bought up newspapers, put key Con-
gressmen on 1ts payroll, lent money on easy terms to 1mpor-
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tant public figures During the election of 1832 1t expanded
1its loans from $35,000,000 to $70,000,000 with a2 view to
extending 1ts nfluence as far as possible In 1834, when the
public deposits were removed, 1t suddenly called 1n 1ts loans
and contracted the currency so sharply that it induced a panic,
the blame for which 1t tried to lay on Jackson As it became
more and more desperate, 1t resorted to increasingly irre-
sponsible methods Finally, 1ts books were closed to govern-
ment investigation, the government-appomted members of the
Board of Directors were kept out of meetings and, as a crown-
ing treachery, the Bank bribed foreigners who held U S.
Bonds maturing m 1834 not to call for payment for which the
Bank was responsible, so that the Bank could keep govern-
ment money with which to attack the government *

Notwithstanding 1ts unlimited resources and unscrupulous
devices, the Bank was crushed by the steadfast leadership of
Andrew Jackson backed up by the power of the farmers and
workers who were mobilized by a disciplined party Jack-
sonian politicians who sold out to the Bank were completely
1solated and discredited, the party ranks kept solid

At the close of his second term 1n 1837, Jackson delivered
a Farewell Message to Congress “The planter, the farmer,
the mechanic, and the laborer,” he sud, “all know that their
success depends upon their own industry and economy, and
that they must not expect to become suddenly rich by the
fruits of their toil Yet these classes of society form the great
body of the people of the Umted States, they are the bone
and smew of the country—men who love liberty and desire
nothing but equal nights and equal laws, and who moreover
hold the great mass of our national wealth, although 1t 1s
distributed 1n moderate amounts among the millions of free-
men who possess it But with overwhelming numbers and
wealth on their side they are in constant danger of losing
ther fair influence mn the government, and with difficulty
mamntam their just rights agamnst the incessant efforts daily
made tc encroach on them The mischief springs from the
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power the moneyed interest denives from a paper currency
they are able to control, from the multtudes of corporations
with exclusive privileges which they have succeeded 1n ob-
taining n the different states, and which are employed alto-
gether for their benefit, and unless you become more watchful
in your states and check this spirit of monopoly and thirst
for exclusive privileges you will in the end find that the most
important powers of government have been given or bartered
away, and the control over your dearest interests has passed
into the hands of these corporations ” **

Jacksonian democracy was a continuation and at the same
time a further development of democracy of the first decades
of the Republic At the tume of the earlier democratic up-
surge, the country was still 1n 1ts infancy, essenually a land
of small, independent farmers, with a rudimentary manufac-
ture which was stull in the artisan stage, and commerce,
fisheries, and credit the dominant form of capitalist acuvity.
Jacksonian democracy had a different economic foundation
created by the rise of the new factory system and a factory
proletariat. But though the economic difference was signifi-
cant, 1t was too httle developed as yet to eliminate the great
similarity 1n the social and political conditions of the two
periods Nevertheless, Jacksonian democracy extended the
democratic gans registered in the earher period. While the
first democratic movement forced the enactment of a popular
Bul of Rughts, Jacksonian democracy achieved a rudimentary
charter of the rights of labor. While Jeffersonian democracy
saved the republic, the later democracy eliminated aristocratic
controls 1n the State constitutions, took the control of gov-
ernment finances out of the greedy hands of private capital,
temporarly curbed the power of the growing corporations,
safeguarded the public lands from predatory manipulations,
abolished imprisonment for debt, and extended the suffrage
for the common people. Yet, with all these advances, democ-
racy was restricted by 1ts capitahst bass, and in the last analy-
sis, it was the development of capitalist economy which
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determined the character and destiny of the American re-
public.

5

In 1837 the United States was shaken by a tremendous
economic crisis The factory system was just being established
when the enure structure came tumbling down 1n a terrible
crash Unemployment and hunger, which seemed to have
been the exclusive attribute of crowded Europe, the Europe
of Malthusian gloom, now made 1ts institutional appearance
in the prodigal land of America American economy was
prostrate for six years, recuperating only in 1842

Actually the crisis of 1837 was only the prelude to a greater
economic advance The crisis shook up American social rela-
tions, but because of the favorable long-term trends within
which 1t occurred and the fact that America was sull pre-
domnantly agranan n character, its immediate social conse-
quences were to make the decade of the 1840’s pre-emmently
a decade of sympathy for various utoptan communust exper-
ments of the Fourierist type, particularly among the Amer:-
can ntelhigentsia Even the labor movement, which began to
stir again 1 1845, assumed the form of a movement for free
land Whereas in Europe, it was the newly developing labor
movements which put forward communist 1deas and organ-
ized pracucal political struggles for democracy and the reali-
zation of therr social amms, it was charactenistic of the
American situation at this time, that the labor movement was
striving to make every worker an idependent property
owner through the acquisition of free land, while the middle
class intelhigentsia, secking an answer to the breakdown of
society, were the chief proponents of communism, but the
utoptan commumsm of the Fourierist phalanx which had no
connection with the actual life of the country and could
flourish only 1n the gemal atmosphere of industrially unde-
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veloped conditions, contrary, of course, to the fundamental
trend of development of the United States

It was trom 1842 to 1846 that Fourierism extendcd rapidly
over the country under the leadership of Albert Brisbine,
Horace Greeley, Charles A Dana and others At lcast 34
communities were organized during this tune

Brook Farm was the most outstanding of the Fourierist
experiments m the United States It was not called a phalanx
at first, although from the start 1t ncorporated miny features
of Fourierism Its leading spirits were Ripley, Dana and Mar-
garet Fuller Others assocuated with the expeniment were
George William Curtis, Horace Gureeley, Dr Channing and
Nathaniel Hawthorne

The Fourerst colontes which attamed the proportions of
a national movement, represented the peak of interest in such
utoplan commumnst communities n the United States, al-
though as late as 1886, there were sull from 70 to 8o com-
munist communities m  the country, with an estimated
membership of from 6,000 to 7,000 and an estumated prop-
erty value of $25,000,000 or $30,000,000 Altogether, over
100 and possibly 200 communist villages were founded
the United States, covering nearly every state in the Union,
before the triumph of industrialism eliminated the space, the
temper and the conditions congenial to such experiments *°

The American people, especally 1n the 1840, were friendly
and generous towards these communist experiments They
also witnessed with sympathy the nise of the communist move-
ments 1 France, Germany, Switzerland and England at this
time The 1840’s were a decade asur with social movements
and aspirations And the young generation in America, con-
temporary with the young Karl Marx m Germany, looked
upon the new hustorical developments i the world with eager
optimusm *°



CHAPTER VI The Democratic Move-
ment in Germany

I

GERMANY entered upon the course of modern capitalist
development later than England or France In England a nich
and powerful bourgeois class had begun to flourish as early
as the seventeenth century, 1 France 1t came mto existence
in the eighteenth century But in Germany 1t was not until
the begnning of the mmneteenth century that such a class
emerged. There had been, of course, many beginnings of
capitalist production mn Germany before that ume There
were 1ndividual wealthy shipowners in the Hanseatic ciues;
and, despite the general poverty of the country, the old com-
mercial and mantime centers had accumulated considerable
capital There were a few wealthy bankers in the iterior,
and even the fiscal policies and needs of the diverse despots
served as levers of capitalist development But there was no
class of big capitalists and least of all of big industrial capi-
talists prior to the opeming of the nineteenth century.!

It was Napoleon, with his Contunental system and his pres-
sure on Prussia for freedom of trade, who laid the actual
foundations of German mdustry But hike the rest of Europe
after his defeat, Germany was “restored” by the Congress of
Vienna, which established a German Confederation consisting
of 38 principahties n which Metternichian reaction reigned
supreme As a result, after 15 years of “restoration,” Germany

1n 1830 had not advanced beyond the economic level of 1800,
18
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Less than one-third of the population lived 1n cities, and even
here, handicraft, though on the decline, still predominated *

It was in Western Germany, benefiting from the mmpact
of the French Revolution, that industry attamed the level of
modern bourgeois development In the east, i the province
of Silesia with 1ts linen weaving and m the Kingdom of
Saxony, weighed down by feudal fetters, capitalism was
based upon domestic industry, the oldest and most backward
form of capitalist production, carried on by small peasants
who were compelled to supplement theu mcager income by
the sale of their labor power. Rut 1n the Rhine province of
Prussia, industry was more developed and diversified than in
Silesta or Saxony because the province having been annexed
to France 1n 1795 and, encouraged by the hiberating effect
of the legislaion of the French Revolution, had undergone
a profound pohtical, admmnistranve, economic and social
change Machine industry had appeared early in the province,
the first mechamcal spinning machine operated by water-
power m Germany having been introduced mn 1783 by an
Elberfeld manufacturer The destruction of feudal remnants
encouraged the rapid development of the new industry, ex-
tended German mining and stimulated commerce

But in 1815 the Vienna Congress turned Westphaha and
the Rhine province back to Prussia The Rhine province was
compelled to abolish 1ts reforms and re-establish 1ts pre-revo-
lutionary status The Government n Berlin did 1ts utmost to
reduce the province to the cultural level of the East Elbe
provinces.

The Metternmichian restoration, however, was not able to
destroy the foundations laid by Napoleon for the bourgeors
development of Germany In a few years the new or extended
branches of production became sufficiently important, and
the bourgeoisie they created became sufficiently influennal,
so that by 1818 the Prussian Government was compelled to
take 1ts first official notice of the bourgeomsie and grant its
demand for a protectve taniff.* Reluctantly 1t conceded that
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the bourgeoisie had become an indispensable class for the
country, even though a year later it stifled the first frail be-
ginnings of pohucal hfe mamfested mn the student agitation
by passing the Carlsbad Decrees and maugurating a witch-
hunt against the so-called demagogues In 1834 the Prussian
Government, motivated by purely fiscal and political con-
siderations, had to make a second concession to the bour-
geosie 1 the form of the Zollveremn or customs unton. This
Zollveremn mcreased competition and elimnated the previous
means of production, and while 1t gave the nobility and petty
bourgeoisic a few small, but temporary advantages, 1t bene-
fitted primarily the Prussian bourgeoisie It was the beginning
of a comparatvely rapid development of capitalist cconomy
m Germany, most branches of modern industry were intro-
duced, peasant or petty bourgeois patriarchialism was driven
out m several districts, capital was concentrated to some ex-
tent, a considerable network of railroads was built, and a
proletariat was created

Backward as Germany was, 1t could not escape the impact
of the French Revolution of July 1830, although it lacked
the economic condmons f()l' a natlonal deOCYﬁth movement
While the bourgeoisie 1n Prussia remained undisturbed, there
was some response m other parts of North Germany The
petty ruler of Brunswick was driven out of his principality
A co-regent was mtroduced 1n Cassel as a means of curbing
the power of the despot In Hanover, feudal remnants were
partly wiped out as a result of student actions in Gotungen
and militancy of the peasants, 1n Saxony it was as a result of
riots m Leipzig and Dresden By and large, however, the
North German movement was quite mild and forced the re-
moval of only the most intolerable evils *

In South Germany the response was more vigorous There,
too, 1 such places as Baden and Hesse, the problem was to
abolish feudal services and burdens. Essentially, however, the
South German movement was a constituttonal movement
whose immediate object was the nullification of the repressive
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Carlsbad Decrees of 1819 Some of the bolder spints aspired
to a Frec United States of Germany on the American model.
The center of the movement was i the Bavarian Rhine
Palatinate, partly because of the freedom allowed by French
law, partly because of the acute suffering of the small peasants
and the petty bourgeoisie The agitational efforts of the South
German press culminated 1n a great demonstration ar Ham-
bach 1n 1832 which the exiled 1dol of German republicans,
Ludwig Borne, described in the most ecstatic terms The hope
awakened among German hberals by the July Revolution,
that the various German governments mught be pushed onto
the path of liberalism, received a ncw mmpetus. But 1t was not
long before Metternich, by invoking the laws of the German
Confederation, was able to paralyze the entire constitutional
movement After the Hambach demonstration reactionary
measures of repression piled up quickly. The newly adopted
consttuttons were suppressed, and freedom of the press, as-
sembly and association were annulled mn all states of the Ger-
man Confederation By 1834 every democrauc impulse was
successfully sufled

The numerous msurrections and movements following the
July Revolution betokened a new era of popular and mddle
class agitation 1n Germany, which assumed a republican char-
acter, especially i the North In contrast to the movements
of 1819 and 1823 which were student movements, the violent
agitation of 1830-34 showed that the middle class had now
taken up the question for itself. In the realm of Literature this
agitation was developed by a group of young writers known
as Young Germany which attempted to spread lhberal po-
liical and social 1deas by means of the pen, they attained the
status of a semi-opposinon But with Germany divided into
many states, almost every one of which had its own customs
and duty rates, there was no community of nterest in these
movements. Furthermore, the struggles of the hberal middle
classes of Germany remamed fruitless as long as they were
confined to the smaller Southern states, they became im-
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portant as soon as the middle classes of Prussia were aroused
from their lethargy which was not unul the next decade
Indeed, from 1834 to 1840 every public movement died out
m Germany There were no political meetings or societies,
no parhamentary tribunes, and censorship reigned supreme.
The agitators of 1830 and 1834 were erther imprisoned or fled
to foreign countries.®

2

In 1840 the political movement came to hife again in Prus-
sia The muddle classes believed that the time had come to
show that things had changed since 1815. They began to put
forward demands for a representative constitution, hberty
of the press, open courts of law, and tnal by jury The oc-
casion for this was the death that year of Frederick William
III of Prussia whose bureaucratic, patriarchal government had
maintained a monopoly on politics. The new king, Frederick
Willham IV, who had aroused great hopes because of his
hiberal promises when he ascended the throne 1n the spring
of 1840, proved to be even more reactionary than his father.

All his sympathies were with the feudal nobility. He could
not tolerate the legislation adopted under the influence of the
Enlightenment nor the abolition of most remnants of feudal-
ism n Prussia from 1807 to 1813 He therefore grasped at
every remnant of feudalism that he could find. He bolstered
the nobility by granung loans to them, he treated the bour-
geoisie as a separate estate representing trade and industry to
be disungushed from the nobility and the peasants. He
showed a predilection for everything medieval, especially for
the system of feudal corporations, monopolies and privileges,
and sought to restore the Christian state, at least 1ts theological
appearance. Reaction 1n the state had begun to umite with
reaction i the Church even before Frederick Willam IV
ascended the throne. But no sooner was he crowned than
he hastened to erect a consistent Christian, feudal monarchy.
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The political struggle at this time, therefore, assumed the
imtial form of a theological and philosophical conflict The
philosophy of Hegel, which had been the dominant state phi-
losophy 1n Prussia for twenty years under Frederick William
IIl’s Mimuster of Culture, Altenstein, was now regarded as
incompauble with the new Christian state Frederick William
IV saw in Hegeliamsm a menace to religion because of its
rationalist character and to the monarchy because of 1ts liberal
tendencies. The Hegelians were systemancally replaced by
orthodox pietists, reactionary romanticists, and representatives
of the Historical Rights School The philosopher Schelling
was called from Munich to the University of Berlin to drive
out Hegelian “pantheism” with his Philosophy of Revelation
It was not long before Hegelhan philosophy actually revealed
its revolutionary side

Hegel had died in 1831 By 1835, D F Strauss’ Life of
Jesus appeared, the first work to show progress beyond the
limits of orthodox Hegelianism Others followed, and 1n 1837,
the Hegehan school revealed a sharp cleavage between the
orthodox followers of Hegel and those they called the New
Hegelians In 1838 Arnold Ruge established the Hallische
Jabrbucher (Halle Anmnals) as a hberal review in opposition
to the organ of the Old Hegehans, the Berliner Jabrbucher
(Berlin Annals) He supported the Prussian Government in
its conflict with the Cartholic Church, affirmed the supremacy
of the State over the Church, reason over faith, and thought
the Prussian State would support him 1n his struggle against
religious and political conservatism. In 1839 Ruge was jomed
by Bruno Bauer who attacked the Chrstan religion and
viewed philosophy as the critique of the existing

The orthodox Hegelians denounced the new Hegehans as
atheists and called for the intervention of the State But the
State did not imtervene and the controversy continued The
new or Young Hegehans all demed the charge of atheism
and called themselves Christians and Protestants, although
they denied the existence of a God who was not a man and,
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following Strauss’ Life of Jesus, declared the history of the
Gospels to be pure mythology °

When, mstead of a liberal reign, worse reaction sct in
under the new king, the Young Hegelians were keenly dis-
appointed and soon found themselves 1n opposition to the
Prussian State with 1ts benighted, preust tendencies They
sought to defend the nghts of reason agamst the attacks of
reaction and fele that all that was needed was to use the
dialectic method of Hegel to ehminate the irranonal elements
in reahty They wanted to apply this method to reform the
Prussian State which they believed, with Hegel, would
achieve a synthesis of the rational and the real To accomplish
1ts musston, they said, Prussia need only remaimn faithful to 1ts
past, to the spirt of reform and to the era of Fnlightenment
which liberated reason In the course of the conflict with the
Government, the Young Ilegelans were soon faced with
the problem of passing from thought to action The struggle
had begun m the ficld of rchgion, but 1t quickly assumed
an openly political character and became the center of hiberal
opposition 1n Prussia

All the Young Ilegehans jomed the fight Bruno Bauer
denounced the nefarious role of the Church and showed the
fundamental opposition between the Christian state mstalled
by Frederick Willlam IV and the rational state Only the
principle of liberty, he declared, could assure the develop-
ment of Germany agamst the reactionary tendencics which
were more and morc endangering philosophy and the party
of progress To face this danger, plilosophy would have to
lose 1ts abstract character and cease to be a stranger to life,
it would have to become a practical, agitating philosophy,
capable of assuring the triumph of reason in the world But
Bauer, who oniginally had been a Right Hegehan, felt that
this critical philosophy should confine itself to the criticism
of religion, while Ruge thought that 1t must pass beyond this
and assume a political aspect In 1841 Moses Hess, another
Young Hegehan, published his European Triarchy which de-
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veloped the 1dea of a philosophy of action and declared that
the object of philosophy must be hife and action, not thoughr,
which was the defect of Iegel’s philosophy

In the struggle agamst the Christan State of Frederick
William 1V, the Young Iegehans soon passed to the struggle
agamnst the monarchic principle as such and became demo-
cratic republicans Arnold Ruge wrote a criique of Hegel’s
teachings on the state which ended with the demand for the
dissolution of liberalism into democritism “The constitution
of the state, 1f 1t 15 a real one,” he wrote, “is always a republic
and the republic 1s never a real one 1if 1t 1s not democracy ”*
Ruge rallicd around lum such young umversity students and
teachers as Friederich Koppen, Bruno and Edgar Bauer, Karl
Marx and Ludwig Feucerbach When the Hallische Jabr-
bucher was banned 1n June 1841, Ruge launched the Deutsche
Jabrbucher (German Annals) a month later

In November 1841, Ludwig Feuerbach published his Wesen
des Christentumns (Essence of Christuamity), based upon the
materialist prenuse that 1deas are the product of existence and
not vice versa Whereas D F Strauss and Bruno Bauer had
dealt with the origin, or historical character of Christiamity,
Feuerbach applied his materialist pr1nc1ple to the criticism
of the very nature of, Chrisuamty and showed that religion 1s
the product of man who creates God in his own mage, that
religion, therefore, despoils man of his true nature, and that
to become a true human being, man must get rid of his re-
ligious 1llusions and must replace the love of God by the love
of humanity This undermined metaphysics together with re-
ligion and raised the need of dealing with living concrete na-
ture Fecuerbach thus broke with the philosophical 1dealism
of Hegel and Hegel’s tcaching that reality arises from the
rdea He went beyond Bauer by declaring that Hegel’s phi-
losophy was itself the last prop of theology and that he who
does not surrender Hegel’s philosophy cannot give up the-
ology.

Feuerbach’s book made a great impression on the Young
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Hegelians who immediately became his followers His con-
tnibutions to the Deursche Jabrbucher gave trenchancy to
the publication edited by Ruge Indeed, Ruge was one of the
first to yield to Feuerbach’s influence, having steadily sharp-
ened his line from the time on February 13, 1841, when he
first entered mto an open fight agamst the government,
through July 2, 1841, when he replaced the Hallische Jabr-
bucher by the Deutsche Jabrbucher, changing not only the
uitle, but also embarking upon a new orientation

The 1deological struggle agamnst Frederick William IV re-
vealed the necessity of a political party to lead this struggle.
Throughout 1842, when a conditional press freedom pre-
vailed, the need for political parties was widely discussed.
This discussion also found expression 1n the political poetry
of Herwegh, Sallet, Dinglestedt, Prutz, Carl Beck, Rudolf
Gottschall, and others who supplemented the work of the
philosophical writers.

These young political poets 1n 1842-43 glonified the party
as the mother of all victones, parties were haied as the salt
of the earth, channelizing the unbridled vacillation of the
chaotic mass to a regulated movement, historical, ethical
and political arguments for the necessity of parties were ad-
vanced, they looked enviously at England and France where
the struggle of parues reflected, without restriction, the class
struggle of the bourgeossie and provided the condition for the
formation of a truly public opimon ® Ludwig Borne, who had
been exiled to Paris in 1830 for his republicamism, became
their model of devotion to a political cause The young Fred-
erick Engels, mn his office at the Leopold Merchants m 1841,
portrayed the Frankfurt Jew, Borne, as the “man of political
practice” side by side with Hegel, “the man of thought”, and
he constdered the unity of thought and action, the merging of
Hegel and Borne, as the task of the times®

Actually, the Young Hegelians were a party and we have
the tesumony of the young Engels as to the role 1t played,
especially in 1842. “The Young Hegelans of 1842,” he wrote,
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“were declared Atheists and republicans, the periodical of the
party, the German Annals, was more radical and open than
ever before, a political paper was cstablished, and very soon
the whole of the German hiberal press was entirely 1n our
hands We had friends in almost every town of Germany of
any size, we provided all the liberal papers with the necessary
matter, and by this means made them our organs, we 1nun-
dated the country with pamphets, and soon governed public
opmion upon every question A temporary relaxation of the
censorship of the press added a great deal to the energy of
this movement, quite novel to a considerable part of the Ger-
man public Papers, published under the authorization of a
government censor, contained things which, even 1n France,
would have been punished as high treason, and other things
which could not have been uttered in England, without a
trial for blasphemy being the consequence of 1t The move-
ment was so sudden, so rapid, so energencally pursued that
the government as well as the public were dragged along with
it for some ume Bur this violent character of the agitation
proved that 1t was not founded upon a strong party among
the public, and that its power was produced by the surprise
and consternation only of 1ts opponents ” *°

3

The establishment of the Rbemsche Zetung (Rbenish
Gazerte) n Cologne in 1841 gave the Young Hegelians a
daily organ It was launched by a group of rich bourgeoss of
Cologne who wanted the paper to support theirr economic
interests and their demand for industral and commeraal de-
velopment The promoter of the papet, whose full utle was to
be the Rhemmsche Zeitung fur Handel, Polittk und Gewerbe
(Rhenish Gazette for Commerce, Politics and Industry), was
an attorney at the Court of Appeals in Cologne, by the name
of G Jung Moses Hess had converted Jung to the 1deas of
the Young Hegehans, and the latter, anxious to make the
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Rheimsche Zetung an organ of Rhemush liberahsm, asked
Hess to secure the editonal staff for the paper Hess undertook
the job m June 1841, securing collaborators and subscribers
During this time, Hess had made the acquaintance of Karl
Marx and immediately 1dolized im The financial backers
of the paper offered the direction of the paper to Frederick
List, the econonust who had spent a number of years in the
United States But List could not accept the offer because of
a broken leg In his place, he proposed one of his disciples,
Gustav Hofken, the editor of the Augsburg Gazette Hess
was indignant that the moneyed aristocrats had not chosen
him, nevertheless, he accepted a position as co-editor on a three-
year contract Iess reserved the greatest freedom of editing.
He took charge of artcles on France, Gustav Hofken edited
those dealing with Germany, and Rave, former dircctor of
the Allegemeine Rbeimsche Zewung (General Rbemish Ga-
zette), those dealing with England Hofken soon came 1nto
conflict with Jung, who wanted to make the paper the organ
of the Young Hegelians On January 18, 1842, Hofken quit.
On Karl Mar¥’ recommendation, Dr Adolf Rutenberg,
brother-in-law of Bruno Bauer, took Hofken’s place as editor.
With Rutenberg, the whole group of Young Hegelians were
taken 1nto the paper **

The paper rased bourgeors democratic demands 1mprove-
ment of means of communication on a large scale, self-
administration, free development of economic forces The
government accused the paper of having set self the task
of propagating French-liberal 1deas 1n Germany and of work-
ing for the constitutional representative state Karl Marx, who
jomed the editorial board on October 15, 1842, replied to the
pressure of the government by saying it 1s not true that the
paper regards as 1ts task the dissemmation of French ideas
and sympathies Its task 1s to direct 1ts attention to Germany
and to produce not a French but a German liberalism, which
should not displease the government of Frederick William
IV' The government characterized Marx’ views as “ultra-
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democratic views” which were 1n complete contradiction to
the principle of the Prussian state By March 31, 1843, the
paper was forced to suspend

In the summer of 1842, a certan tendency to communism
was manifested 1n the paper, although the Rbemische Zeitung
had no definite or consistent position on the social question
or socialism Nevertheless 1t paid more attention to these ques-
tions than other big papers And several members of 1ts board
of directors had begun to discuss the social question m weekly
meetings A great deal of news about the Chartist movement
in England was carried 1n the paper, and occasionally the
1deas of French Socialism werce smuggled in by Moses Hess,
who was the first communist among the Young Hegelians.
He cniucized hiberahsm and constitutional monarchy, and
took advantage of this to develop his communist 1deas He
showed that the question was essentially a social question
which the French Revolution did not solve and which the
constitutional monarchy, lauded by the hberals as a panacea,
would be equally unable to solve The conflict must lead to
a socal revolution Only communism could solve the problem.
In England and France, he said, 1t was already being viewed
as the future organization of society

In an arucle in the Rbemsche Zeitung of September 11,
1842, Hess indicated the limitations of bourgeois democracy,
mcluding that i the United States The Berlin circle of
Young Hegelians paid considerable attention to this article.
In 1t, Hess showed how both French Revolutions gave power
not to the whole people but solely to the bourgeosie, the
task, therefore, he said, 1s to emancipate the entire people and
bring a completely new principle mto history Certain 1deas,
he thought, were 1 the air of an hustorical epoch that could
not be escaped **

In the course of his travels, Hess had learned of the miser-
able conditions of the proletarat, and he posed as the final
aim of humanuty, not liberty, the 1deal of the revolutionary
bourgeossie, but social equality. He was the first in Germany
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to advance the theory of social revolution provoked by misery
and the concentration of wealth, he also foresaw a society
without classes where the State as such would disappear By
his criticism of society, Hess relegated political and constitu-
tional questions to a secondary place while the hberals were
still attached to them exclusively **

4

At the end of October 1842, Frederick Engels, who was on
his way from Berlin to England, was converted to com-
mumsm by Hess Engels was Hess’ first convert In the spring
of 1843, Hess also converted Frobel and Bakunin to com-
munusm, showmg them the connection between Fuerbach’s
doctrine of humamism and commumism, and demonstrating
that the latter was the realization 1n the social sphere of Feuer-
bach’s humanism Hess really had a vague 1dea of communism,
but he moved to Paris as the French correspondent of the
Rbemmische Zertung, there he came 1nto contact with the com-
munist 1deas of Wilhelm Weithng, a native of Magdeburg
in Prussia, who was a simple journeyman tailor and the actual
founder of German working class communism Weithing’s
book Garantien der Harmomie und Freibeit (Guarantees of
Harmony and Freedom) was published in December 1842
Another book published at this time was Ludwig Stein’s Der
Sozialisnrus und Kommmmsnrus des Heutigen Frankreichs
(Socialism and Commumsm of Presenmt-day Framce) They
helped Hess get a clearer 1dea of commumsm. While Stemn
combatted the 1deas of communmism and socialism, the net
effect was to popularize them Despite 1ts reactionary tend-
ency, this book enjoyed a great success among the Young
Hegelians Hess rejoiced at the unwilling support 1t gave com-
munust propaganda.

In the course of their republican agitation, many of the
Young Hegelians developed further and further the conse-
quences of their philosophy and became communusts. As Fred-
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erick Engels said in 1843 “The princes and rulers of Germany,
at the very moment when they believed to have put down
forever, republicanism, saw the rise of communism from the
ashes of political agitation ” ** Engels described this transition
for Owen’s New Moral World 1n 1843 as follows “As carly
as autumn, 1842, some of the party contended for the mnsuf-
fictency of political change, and declared their opinion to be,
that a social revolution based upon common property, was
the only state of mankind agreeing with their abstract prin-
ciples But cven the lcaders of the party, such as Dr Bruno
Bauer, Dr Feuerbach, and Dr Ruge, were not then prepared
for this decided step The political paper of the party, the
Rhemish Gagette, published some papers advocating commu-
rusm, but without the wished-for effect. Communism, how-
ever, was such a mecessary consequence of New Hegelian
philosophy, that no opposition could keep it down, and 1n
the course of this present year (1843), the origmators of it
had the sausfaction of seeing one republican after another
jomn their ranks Besides Dr Hess, one of the editors of the
now suppressed Rbenish Gazette, and who was, m fact, the
first communust of the party, there are now a great many
others, as Dr Ruge, editor of the German Annals, the scien-
tific periodical of the Young Hegehans, which had been sup-
pressed by resolution of the German Diet, Dr. Marx, another
of the editors of the Rhemish Gazette, George Herwegh, the
poet whose letter to the King of Prussia was translated last
winter, by most of the English papers, and others, and we
hope that the remainder of the republican party will, by and
by, come over too ” ** .
The process which Engels described began to manifest 1t-
self at the end of 1842 when the Young Hegelians revealed
two opposing groups one group consisting of Feuerbach,
Ruge, Hess and Marx, the second of Bruno Bauer, Koppen
and his friends in Berhn known as the Berlin Freien (Free-
men). Bauer’s group, until the beginning of 1842, had clung
to their faith in the mussion of the Prussian state and took an
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active part i the constitutional movement. However, after
Bauer’s expulsion from the University of Bonn, on March 29,
1842, they began to send artcles to the Rhemische Zeitung
which, as Marx sad, were full of world-upheaving and
thoughtless filth 1n a slovenly style veneered somewhat with
athessm and communism (which the gentlemen never studied).
Marx agreed with ther criticism of the constitutional mon-
archy m principle, but he was opposed to their intransigeant
attitude, he believed that only stubborn, daily pohtical strug-
gle—the mmportance of which the Freien regarded with con-
tempt—could overthrow reaction, and that the struggle on
the political field could be successful only if a conflict with
the liberal bourgeossie were not provoked The Berlin Freien
had no concepuion of the concrete struggle They soon broke
with Ruge and Herwegh and then with Marx They wanted
to abolish everything in thought. Marx, on the other hand,
was beginming to auribute the predommant role to reality
m 1ts iteraction with thought and he rejected the superficial
articles of the Freien on communism and atheism

As Marx told Ruge, m a letter of November 30, 1842, he
refused to continue the former editor Rutenberg’s practice
of uncritically accepting their articles This stuff, Marx said,
was not freedom, 1t only aspired to be free from all thought.
And m the conflict between the Freien and Ruge and Her-
wegh, Marx supported the latter He told the Freien that he
expected fewer resounding phrases and more defimte treat-
ment of concrete conditions and factual knowledge 1 their
articles “I told them,” he informed Ruge, “that I considered
the smuggling 1n of communist and socialist dogmas, hence
of a new world outlook, n incidental theater criticism as
improper, indeed, unethical and demanded an altogether dif-
ferent and more fundamental discussion of communism if 1t
was to be discussed at all. I desired that religion be criticized
more in the criticism of political conditions than political
conditions in religion, since this was more m accord with the
nature of a newspaper and the education of the public and
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since religion as such did not come from heaven and lived
from the earth and would be overthrown of itself with the
abolition of perverted reality whose theory 1t 1s Finally, I 1n-
sisted that when they speak of philosophy, they play aronnd
less with the term athersm (which amounts to childishly as-
suring cveryone that they are not afraid of bogeymen) and
really bring the contents of philosophy down to the peo-
Ple I 18

As editor of the Rbhemische Zeitung, Marx was absorbed
in the political struggles which the paper was waging, and the
political and economic problems which he mct in the course
of this activity were soon to cpen a new path of development
for him.

When the Augsburger Zertung, which was edited by a dis-
ciple of List, accused the Rhermsche Zetung of communism,
Marx replied 1n an aruicle which admtted hus lack of adequate
knowledge of the content of the French communist currents
and declared that communism was only a matter of theoretical
concern in Germany, but that 1t could not be disposed of n a
phrase as the Augsburger Zeitung tried to do And Marx
announced his ntention of studymg this serious question
which two great peoples were working to solve

However, as long as Marx remamed on the paper, his con-
ceptions remained Hegelian, he continued to consider the
Spurit as the element regulaung pohtical and social life and
the state as 1ts highest manifestation, although cxpenence 1n
the struggle was pushing him more and more to the study
of concrete facts, to the observauon of concrete reality which
was emphasized by Feuerbach in his philosophy Ruge was
also spired by Feuerbach’s criticism of Hegel’s Philosophy
of Right which had appeared n the Deutsche Jabrbucher of
February 1842

The suppression of the Rbemische Zeitung in March 1843,
among other events, led the Berlin Young Hegehans to break
completely with politics After their break with the philo-
sophical radicalism of the Berlin Frewen, the group around
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Marx and Ruge preferred to use the word democracy 1n re-
ferring to their own tendency. Following the suppression, not
only of the Rbemische Zeitung but of a number of other
pertodicals and journals by the Prussian King, they planned
to set up an agitational center abroad, but this never mater:-
alized

Arnold Ruge was particularly disappointed by the failure
to secure broad support for this plan and by the fact that the
bourgeoisie would not make any pecuniary sacrifices for this
Despite the fact that Ruge was counted as an adherent of the
party of philosophical communists at this time, he was actually
unable to go beyond his humane liberalism and draw the con-
clusions from his democratic position, although he desired to
emancipate the oppressed masses He regarded communism as
a sect which would go to pieces 1n the first storm.*”



cuarter vii I he Rise of Marxism

I

ONCE the Rhemische Zeitung was suppressed, Karl Marx
undertook to fulfill hus pledge to study the question of com-
munism seriously. He was determined to eliminate the cause
of the embarrassment he had suffered when, as editor of the
Rbemmische Zeitung, he had to take part in discussions concern-~
ng so-called material interests As Marx himself told the story
n 1857 “The proceedings of the Rhine Diet in connection
with forest thefts and the extreme subdivision of landed prop-
erty, the official controversy about the condition of the Mosel
peasants 1nto which Herr von Schaper, at that time president
of the Rhine Province, entered with the Rhemmsche Zestung;
finally, the debates on free trade and protection, gave me the
first impulse to take up the study of economic questions. At
the same time a weak, quasi-philosophic echo of French so-
clalism and communism made itself heard in the Rbemmsche
Zertung m those days when the good intentions ‘to go ahead’
greatly outweighed knowledge of facts I declared myself
agamst such botching, but had to admit at once mn a contro-
versy with the Allegemerme Augsburger Zentung that my previ-
ous studies did not allow me to hazard an independent
judgment as to the merits of the French schools When, there-
fore, the publishers of the Rbemische Zeitung conceived the
illusion that by a less aggressive policy the paper could be
saved from the death sentence pronounced upon 1t, I was glad

135
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to grasp that opportunity to retire to my study from public
hife ’*

Through the medum of the paper, Marx had taken a lead-
ing part 1n the democratic movement i Germany He had
become deeply absorbed mn social and political questions In-
deed, just before the suppression of the paper, he had cnt-
cized Feuerbach for beng indifferent to such questions,
although Marx continued to be under the influence of Feuer-
bach’s humamsm until the Spring of 1845 Marx’ political
actvity and contact with practical economic questions as edi-
tor of the paper had raised certan doubts 1n his mind regard-
mng the entire Hegelian philosophical and juridical concept
of the state, which, until then, had constituted the basis of his
thought on pohitical matters.

As an Hegeluan, he believed the “law of gravitation” of
the state was to be found 1n the state itself Hegel distin-
guished the sphere of the state from the social sphere, but he
regarded the state as the axis around which the social world
moved, and the state was supposed to be a ravional state,
the state of rational freedom To Marx, therefore, as an
Hegelian, a state which was not the realization of rational
freedom was a bad state And in the Rhemmische Zeitung he
had polemized against the Christian, theocrauc state, which
Frederick Willlam IV was secking to mnpose, and 1nsisted
that constitutions are not derived from the nature of Christian
society but from the nature of human society, that the state
1s not to be consttuted out of religion but out of the logic
of freedom, that all that 1s needed 1s to view the state with
human eyes and develop 1ts mner laws from reason and ex-
perience, not from theology *

But the debates of the Rhemish Diet had shown him that
the State did not have the rational and moral character at-
tributed to 1t by Hegel’s doctrine, that 1t was not the crea-
tor and regulator of a rational order 1n the political and social
domain, and that 1ts power, instead of bemng put at the service
of reason and nght, actually served to defend special inter-
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ests, and that, therefore, the problem of the state could not
be resolved 1n the purely juridical manner of Hegel

Marx read the writings of the French socialists for the first
time 1 October-December 1842 Among them were Proud-
hon’s What 15 Property?, Dezamy’s Calommes et poliique de
M Cabet (Calummes and Politics of M Cabet), also the
works of Leroux and Considerant These works only helped
to strengthen his doubts and stimulate his desire to learn more
about communism He was determined to get a clearer under-
standing of society as 1t was, of civil society as Iegel and
the eighteenth century writers had called 1t But of greater
influence and help to Marx at this time was the appearance of
Feuerbach’s theses on the reform of philosophy which Marx
recerved with enthusiasm

Although Feuerbach’s fundamental crincism of Hegelian
philosophy demonstrated that consciousness arises out of ex-
istence and not vice versa, he did not solve the problem con-
fronung the Young Hegelians His theses, however, pointed
the way for Marx, who saw the need for adapting Feuerbach’s
materialist philosophy to pohitical and social action “The
only point on which I differ with Feuerbach in his aphorisms,”
Marx wrote to Ruge on March 13, 1843, “is that, in my
opmnion, he attaches too much mmportance to nature and not
enough to politics ” In short, 1t was necessary to connect the
liberation of man, not merely with his religious emancipation
but particularly with his political and social emancipation.®

2

The first task undertaken by Marx in order to resolve his
doubts was a critical revision of the Hegelian philosophy of
Right, since German junidical and political philosophy “re-
ceived through Hegel its most consistent, most ample and
most recent shape”, and to criucize Hegel “is at once both
the critical analysis of the modern state and of the actuality
which 1s connected therewith, and in addition the decisive re-
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pudiation of the entire previous mode of the German political
and juridical consciousness ” * This entailed an analysis of the
general relation between the modern state and bourgeors so-
ciety In the course of this, Marx did not merely confine
himself to the internal logical crincism of Hegel’s thought,
he turned more and more to the analysis of specific history
and the concrete political situation As a result, beginning
in August 1843, he studied the history, character and struc-
ture of modern democracy, and excerpted extensively works
on French history, the French Revolution, the history of
Venice and England, of Sweden and Germany, of Machia-
velli, Rousseau and Montesquieu, as well as works on the
United States

In this task of cnuically revising Hegel’s juridical and po-
Iincal conceptions, Marx regarded himself as being in the
tradition of the long line of thinkers who contributed to the
forging of the democratic thought from Machiavelli to Hegel.
When Marx began to re-examine critically his views on the
state 1 the summer of 1843 and maugurated that process
which less than two years later was to lead huim to the for-
mulation of Marxism, he commenced by reading the classics
n the hiterature of democracy He read Rousseau, who un-
dertook to explain why man 1s born frec and yet everywhere
1s 1 chains He read Montesquieu, to whom the principle of
democracy was virtue which he defined as the love of coun-
try, “that 1s the love of equality,” not a moral nor a Christian
virtue, but a pohtcal virtue * He read Machiavelly, in whose
Prince Rousseau had seen essentially a cunning concealment
of republican love of freedom and which he described as the
book of republicans,® and i whose History of Florence,
which Marx many years later described as a masterpiece,
Machiavell: directed his fire against the Church, the Pope and
the clergy, agamnst all the reactionary forces of feudalism, and
raised as the mam task of the historian to study the struggle
between the nobility and the people (bourgeoisie), the peo-
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ple and the masses (proletariat), to understand the history of
Florence *

What concerned Marx, as one who had just left the field of
practical struggle for democracy in Germany to study and
reorientate humself, was how to raise Germany to the level
of modern nations, to the level of contemporary democracy.
In his re-exammation of the Hegelian philosophy of Right,
Marx flayed the “one-sidedness and stunted growth” of Ger-
many and caustically criticized the “narrow-minded actuality
of the German status quo,” “the most servile fact of German
history,” ® which was beneath the level of polical-social
reahty Contrasting the “dream history” of the (sermans with
conditions 1n France and England, he declared “Germans
have thought mn politics what other pcople have done ..
German junidical and political philosophy 1s the sole element
of German history which stands on a par with the official
modern present ” German governments, he continued, “com-
bine the civilized shortcomings of the modern state world,
whose advantages we do not possess, with the barbarous short-
comungs of the ancien regime, which we enjoy 1n full meas-
ure ”°

And before he was through re-evaluating his conception
of the State, he was to pose as the question before Germany
“Can Germany attain to a pracuce 4 la bauteur de principes,
that 1s, to a revolution which will not only rase her to the
level of modern nations but to the human level which will be
the immediate future of these nations?” °

Following his Critique of Hegel’s Philosopby of Right,
Marx wrote an article On the Jewish Question which was
directed against Bruno Bauer, and then an Introduction to
his Critiqgue of Hegel's Philosophy of Right All three of
these writngs fall berween August and November 1843 The
article on The Jewsh Question revealed a further develop-
ment of Marx’ thought Basing himself on Feuerbach’s “real
humanism,” he advanced for the first time the 1dea of emanci-
pation, distingwishing sharply between “political emancipa-
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tion” and “general human emancipation” He charged Bauer
with uncnitically confusing the two He emphasized the sig-
nificance of pohitical emancipation, arguing for the democratic
freedom and equality of all groups and mdividuals 1n relation
to the State, irrespective of their religion, as proclaimed by
the American and French Revolutions, and consequently, for
the extension of political and civil rights to the Jews of Marx’
native Prussia At the same time, he noted the limitations of
“political emancipation,” or bourgeors democracy “The limut
of political emancipation,” he declared, “is immediately seen
to consist in the fact that the state can cast off a fetter without
men really becoming free from 1t, that the state can become
a free state without men becoming free men ” ** He studied
its operation 1 the United States 1n relation to religion Po-
Iitical emancipation or democracy has not “the right to de-
mand of Jews the abolition of Judaism, or from men generally
the abolion of rehigion” To understand the relanonship of
the Jewish question to democracy, one must look, not at
Germany “where no pohtical state” ewsts and not even at
France, the constitutional state, because of “the mcomplete-
ness of pohitical emancipation,” but at the United States where
“the political state exists 1n 1ts completeness”, i short, “the
democratic state, the real state [which] does not need religion
for 1ts pohtical completion ” “It 1s only m the North Ameri-
can Free States—at least 1n part of them—that the Jewish ques-
tion loses 1ts theological significance and becomes a really
secular question ” It 1s only in a democracy where the relation
of rehigion to the state can “be studied n 1ts special features
and 1ts purnity,” where criicism of thus relavionship ceases to
be theological criticism and the state adopts a purely pohtical
attitude toward rehgion And such a study shows that m a
democracy there 1s complete separation of state and religion,
the state as state acknowledges no religion, and rehgion, mn
relation to the state and political nights, 1s purely a private
affair, a private night, religion 1s banished from the state into
bourgeois society, thus compleung political emancipation
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which “thus neither abolishes nor seeks to abolish the real
religiosity of the individual ” **

“In the United States,” Marx observed i illustrating his
pomt, “there 1s neither a state rehgion (as in Germany) nor
a rehgion declared to be that of the majority (as in France),
nor the predominance of one cult over another The state 1s
alien to all cults.... There are even North American States
‘where the constitution does not impose religious beliefs or
the practice of a cult as a condition of political privileges’. ..
Yet North America 1s pre-emmently the country of rehgi-
osity, as Beaumont, Tocqueville and the Englishman IHaml-
ton assure us with one voice” In the United States, “the
country of completed political emancipation, we find religion
not only existing, but mn a fresh and viral state ” This only
proves that “political emancipation from religion 1s not a
thorough-gong and consistent emancipation from rehgion,
because political emancipation 1s not effectual and consistent
human emancipation.” **

He criticized bourgeoss society for transforming everything
mto cash value, mnto objects of commerce His analysss of
political emancipation showed that 1t was only a stage on the
road to full human emancipation. “Pohucal emancipation
[democracy],” he wrote, “at least represents important
progress, while not the last form of human emancipation
generally, 1t is the last form of human emancipation within
the existing world order. It 1s understood that we are speaking
here of real, of practical emancipation.” **

He accepted the democratic achievements of the two eight-
eenth century revolutons, but noted that man was “not freed
from religion, he received religious freedom He was not freed
from property, he recewved freedom of property. He was
not freed from the egoism of trade, he received freedom of
trade.” And “not until the real, individual man 1s identical
with the citizen, and has become a generic being n his em-
pirical Iife, 1n his individual work, his individual relationships,
not until man has recognized and organized his own capacities
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as soctal capacities, and consequently the social force 1s no
longer divided by the political power, not until then wall
human emancipation be achieved ” **

Marx had definitely arnved at the position of “philosophical
communism,” the posiion which Hess had first introduced
among the Young Hegelians m the summer of 1842 and to
which he had converted the young Engels in November 1842,
a position which Marx had not been ready to accept at that
time until he had studied the question through for himself.
In this article on the Jewrsh Question, however, Marx said
nothing as yet of the proletanat as the bearer of the com-
mumnst principle, the principle of human emancipation

It was i his Introduction to the Critique of Hegel's Phi-
losophy of Right, which was written at the turn of the year
1843-44, only a short ume after the article on the Jewrsh
Question, that Marx rased the question of the proletaniat for
the first ume He now grasped that bourgeoss society leads to
the creation of a new class, the prolerariat, which 15 the chief
social force for the realization of the “real, practical emanci-
pation” of which he spoke in the Jewish Question He recog-
nized the industrial backwardness of Germany and criticized
the German bourgeoisie for its mability to aspire to rule for
society as a whole “Even the moral self-esteem of the Ger-
man middle class 1s only based on the consciousness of being
the general representative of the philistine mediocrity of all
the other classes,” that “each class, as soon as 1t embarks on
a struggle with the class above 1t, becomes mvolved 1n a strug-
gle with the class below 1t” He compared Germany with
France. “In France partial emancipation 1s the basis of uni-
versal emancipation . The role of emancipation, therefore,
flits from one class to another of the French people 1n a dra-
matic movement, until 1t eventually reaches the class which
no longer realizes social freedom upon the basis of certain
conditions lying outside of mankind and yet created by
human society, but will rather organize all the conditions of
human existence upon the basis of social freedom.” *®
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Marx posed the question wherein lies the positive possi-
bility of German emancipation, and gave the answer 1n the
formation of a class which finds itself m bourgeois society,
but which 1s not of 1t, a sphere which possesses a universal
character by virtue of its umversal suffering, a sphere which
cannot emancipate itself without emancipatung all the other
spheres of society—the proletariat, but the proletarat arises
i Germany only with the beginning of the industrial move-
ment. And the spiritual weapon of this class, according to
Marx, 1s philosophy—the matemahst philosophy of Ludwig
Feuerbach “The bead of the emancipation of man,” he de-
clared, “1s philosophy, 1ts heart the proletariat ”** Philosophy
has now found a firm, material basis 1n the proletariat Phi-
losophy turns to the masses

His political, historical studies in connection with his criti-
cal analysis of Hegel’s Philosopby of Right, between August
and November 1843, helped Marx to deepen his grasp of the
character of democracy and society They led hum to the his-
torical, critical analysis of the bourgeoss state and bourgeois
society While upholding the achievements of bourgeors de-
mocracy, he noted 1ts limitations and worked his way towards
a scienufic understanding of social development, undertaking
to discover 1n existing society 1tself the forces of development
and change and to study these real forces instead of dreaming
up fancy schemes to recommend to or impose upon society
from without The process of beconing a Marxist was for

Marx a process of becoming a more profound and consistent
democrat.

3

Marx opened still another stage mn his development when
he was expelled from Germany in November 1843 and went
to Paris where he lived unul January 1845 He continued the
mtenstve study which he had begun in Germany i the sum-
mer of 1843, and, for the first ime, came face to face with
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the labor movement He eagerly visited the meetings of the
German and French workers and studied their secret organi-
zations without becoming a member himself For nearly three-
quarters of a year, he steeped himself n philosophical,
historical and economic studies, beginning an especially n-
tensive study of the French Revolution, French socialism
and political economy It was not unul August 7, 1844 that
he wrote agamn for the public press, at which time he pub-
lished some critcal notes on Arnold Ruge m the Paris Vor-
warts

In these notes, Marx revealed how far he had traveled since
the suspension of the Rbemsche Zeitung He sharply criu-
cized Ruge as a bourgeors democrat, and ndicated the road
the working class must take mn 1ts struggle for emancipation
Paris had brought Marx 1nto contact with a new social and
political world There also he moved from the criticism of
politics to the criticism of economics and finally discovered
“that legal relavons and state forms are to be understood
neither out of themselves nor out of the so-called general
development of the human spirit, but rather are rooted 1n the
material conditions of hfe, the totality of which Hegel .
subsumed under the name ‘avil society’, that the anatomy of
bourgeos society 1s to be sought i political economy ”

Marx had arrived at the matenialist conception of history,
which laid the basis for his later scienufic mnvestgation and
discovery of the exact process involved n the exploitation of
labor by capital This new conception of history, as Engels
later explamned, proved “that hitherto all history proceeded
by class antagomisms and class struggles, that there always
had been ruling and ruled, exploiting and exploited classes,
and that the great majonty of mankind had always been con-
demned to hard labor and lttle enjoyment of its frusts. Why
was this so® Simply because at all previous levels of hu-
manity’s development, production had been so little developed
that historical development could proceed only in this an-
tagonsstic form, that historical progress, by and large, de-
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volved upon the acuvity of a small privileged miority, while
the great mass was condemned to earn a meager existence for
themselves and, in addition, for the privileged minority which
was constantly growing in wealth But this same nvestigation
of history, which 1n this way gives a natural and rational
explanation of the class dommation existing heretofore and
otherwise attributed to men’s malevolence, also leads to the
msight that, as a result of the colossal increase of the modern
forces of production, the last pretext for dividing humanty
mnto rulers and ruled, exploiters and exploited, has disappeared,
at least 1n the most advanced countrics, that the ruling big
bourgcossie has fulfilled 1ts historical mussion, that 1t has out-
lived the leadership of society and has even become an ob-
stacle to the development of production as demonstrated by
the commercial crises and especially the last big crash and
depressed state of industry in all countries, that historical
leadership has passed to the proletariat, a class which, because
of s enure historical position, can emancipate itself only
by abolishing all class rule, all bondage and all exploitation,
and that the social productive forces, which have outgrown
the bourgeoisie, are waiung only to be taken posession of by
the associated proletaniat m order to create a situation making
1t possible for every member of soctety to participate not only
m the production but also n the distribution and administra-
tion of the social wealth and, by the planned operation of all
production, to enhance the social forces of production and
their products to such an extent that everyone 1s assured the
satisfaction of all rational needs to an ever-increasing ex-
tent.” *°

4

In the summer of 1844, Engels, returning from a two-year
stay in England, visited Marx mn Pans for ten days and found
himself n full agreement with Marx on all theoretical ques-
tions. He had first met Marx on November 24, 1842 when, on
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his way to England, he stopped in the editorial offices of the
Rbemische Zetung; but at that nme he was cool to Marx
because he was close to the Berlin Freien whose phrase mon-
gering about communism Marx had rejected At ther meet-
ing 1n Paris, Marx and Engels agreed to write a joint polemic
agamnst Bruno Bauer and other Left Hegelians who had at-
tacked them for their materialism and communism, the result
was the Holy Family of 1844, sull bearing a Feuerbachian
imprint

Engels had gone to England 1n the autumn of 1842 He was
still an 1dealist, but having been converted to communism on
his way over, he immediately began to study the Enghsh
state, English economy and England’s social struggles, apply-
mng the Hegelhan dilectic from the viewpomt of a revolu-
tionary This dialectic application to the matenal realities of
England provided the elements in the process which cul-
minated n the development of Engels to the position of a
dialectic mateniabst In England, Ingels came face to face
with the various classes and their parties, the landowning aris-
tocracy, the merchant and manufacturing Whigs and the
radical democracy of the workers

Engels observed that the radical democratic principles of
Chartism were permeating the working class more and more
cach day He displayed a concrete grasp of political forces
and groupings mn England, took part himself mn 1ts pohtical
Iife and studied 1ts economuc and socialist hiterature The
democratic movement 1n England was cxclusively proletarian,
Strauss, Voltaire, Holbach, Byron, and Shelley were read
mainly by the lower classes At the end of 1843, Fngels wrote
an outline of political economy, which was published 1n the
Deutsche-Franzosische Jabrbucher (German and French An-
nals) n 1844 He admired Briush action and energy, the role
of the proletariat made a profound impression on him, as did
the atheism and all-around views of the British socialists He
studied Brinsh society and saw the “two-faced Whigs” n
action, and observed that only the Chartists and Socialists
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were “consistent democrats,” that the people were the only
source of democracy and a democratic movement i England.
He read Carlyle’s Past and Present which had appeared 1n
1843 and discussed the latter’s views on democracy mn a re-
view which was published 1n 1844

“To what extent democracy has now reached, how 1t ad-
vances 1rresistible with ominous, ever-increasing speed,” Car-
lyle wrote, “he that will open his eyes on any province of
human affairs may discern. Democracy 1s everywhere the
mexorable demand of these ages, swiftly fulfilling itself From
the thunder of Napoleon battles, to the jabbering of Open-
Vestry in St Mary Axe, all things announce democracy ”
Carlyle criticized democracy on the ground that “hberty is
a divine thing, but liberty to die by starvation not so divine.
Freedom from oppression, an indispensable yet most insignifi-
cant portion of liberty.” Carlyle, Engels remarked, demands
a “true aristocracy” and heroes But if he had understood
man as man he would not have divided humanity into two
categories, governors and governed He would have taken
the stand that talent’s role 1s not m wviolent rule, but 1n stimu-
lating and pioneering. Talent must convince the mass of the
correctness of its idea Humamty passes through democracy
not to end where 1t started Carlyle 1s unclear on the goal of
modern democracy, but for the rest, what he says about it is
correct—democracy 1s the road to real human freedom, not
to a new anstocracy. Engels ended his review of Carlyle’s
book with the declaration that “democracy, Chartism, must
soon succeed, and then the mass of English workers will have
only the choice between starvation and socralism ” 2

In a study on the Condition of England wntten for the
Paris Vorwarts in 1844, he wrote “The next future of Eng-
land will be democracy. But what kind of democracy? Not
that of the French Revolution whose contrary was monarchy
and feudahsm, but the kind of democracy whose contrast 1s
the muddle class and property. This 1s shown by the whole
preceding development, the middle class and property rule,
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the poor man 1s without nghts, 1s oppressed and robbed, the
Constitution denies him, and the law abuses him, the struggle
of democracy agamnst aristocracy 1n England 1s the struggle
of the poor agamnst the rich The democracy towards which
England 1s moving 1s a socul democracy But mere democracy
1s not capable of curing socral evils. Democratic equality 1s
a chimera, the struggle of the poor against the rich cannot be
fought out on the basis of democracy or politics 1n general
This stage also 1s therefore only a transition, the last purely
political means which can stll be tried and from which must
emerge a new element, a principle transcending all poliical
things This principle 1s socialism ” **

From November 4, 1843 to February 3, 1844 Engels wrote
a series of articles for Robert Owen’s The New Moral World
in which he reported on the “progress of Social Reform on
the Continent,” describing the nse of communism in Ger-
many and how German philosophy, “after a long and trouble-
some circuit” had “at last settled upon Communism ” Engels
also undertook to study and describe the communist move-
ments in France and Switzerland.*

Afrer Engels returned from his two-year stay m England,
he spent the winter of 1844-45 writing The Condition of the
Working Class i England He had learned to appreciate the
role of the material forces of production and the role of
the proletariat. He understood that the United States and
Germany were emerging as England’s economic rivals. At
this early date he gave n a few paragraphs a succinct, ac-
curate estimate of the United States and of its economic
resources, and foresaw 1ts economic development, its na-
tional character and world role. He correctly ridiculed the
Briush economist, MacCulloch, for failing to understand the
United States and brushing it aside as a young country
whuch is still agrarian and which, because of its great territory,
will remain so for a long time to come and hence will offer
no competition to England In this respect, Engels agreed
with Richard Cobden who had advanced these views ten
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years earlier, in 1835. Evaluating the outlook for England,
Engels saw the United States as rapidly surging forward as
its chief nval, although he saw Germany developing as a
competitor, Engels was impressed with the great potentiahities
and power of America The only hope for England, he said,
was a democratic revolution England, he felt, was rapidly
heading towards democracy, but a new kind of democracy—
communism *

He returned to Germany m 1844 full of enthusiasm and
plans His own Wuppertal had undergone ntense industrial
development during his sojourn 1n England, and he came back
to find 1t above the level of the country as a whole He found
that socialism was the question of the day mn Germany and
he was astonished by the enormous amount of propaganda
carried on, especially by the communists in Cologne, but he
was also impressed by their lack of a firm foundation and by
the fact that True Sociahism, which consisted of a translation
of French socialist and communust 1deas mnto the language of
the German 1ideologists, held sway with 1ts vague phrase-
mongermng He had mtended his book on The Condition of
the Working Class in England to provide a basss, as a descrip-
tion of the classic land of mndustrial development, for a better
grasp of socialism Nevertheless, Fngels’ own thinking was
still marked by strong remnants of utopramsm which existed
side by side with a grasp of the role of the working class He
plunged mto communist agitation, reported to The New
Moral World 1n London on the progress of the commumnist
movement i Germany and even felt that the movement was
growing strong enough to organize a commumty on Owen’s
model As proof of the pracucability of commumism he
cited the Communist colonies in the United States, delivered
long talks on them and wrote an extensive article on them,
based on matenal provided in the series by Finch which ap-
peared in The New Moral World Engels could stll declare
that the philosophers would do the thinking and the workers
the fighung But the remnants of idealism and utopianism
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were being shed 1n the course of forging the new democratic
party, the party of communism. By the end of 1845, the his-
toric role of the proletariat as the backbone of communism
was already clearly established m Engels’ articles i the
Nortbern Star, organ of the Left Charusts, and Engels speaks
as the representative of the “extreme proletarian party” and
rasses the banner of “communist democracy” as disunct from
“pure political democracy.” *

His emergence onto the clear path of Marxism had taken
place 1n the Spring of 1845 In April of that year, Engels
visited Marx 1n Brussels, where Marx had been compelled to
move three months earher He found that Marx had already
completed the formulation of the materialist conception of
history with which he was 1n full accord It was in Pans that
they had begun their life-long friendship and collaboration
as the founders of scientific communism, and now, after com-
pleung the outline of theirr materialist conception of history,
Marx and Engels set about working out their new outlook 1n
various directions and waging a struggle, during 1845-46,
agamnst all conceptions which stood 1n the way of forging a
communist movement based on scientific conceptions They
began by writing their Germun Ideology, setthng accounts
with the 1dealism and metaphysics of the Hegelians, Bauer
and Sturner, with the one-sided materialism of Feuerbach, and
finally, with True Socialism which, as Engels said in Ludung
Feuerbach, “‘spread like a plague throughout ‘educated’ Ger-
many from 1844 onwards, substututung lterary phrases for
scientific knowledge and in place of the emancipation of the
proletariat by the economic transformation of production,
putting the hberation of mankind through ‘love’” Marxism
was born and immediately became active 1n the international
movement for democracy which, n the mid-forties, labor
alone consistently represented n Europe It was no accident
that in the 1840’s those who stood for the abolition of private
property were called “pure democrats ” **

Marx and Engels had developed towards communism in the
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course of thetr participation mn the democratic struggle mn
Germany. The Young Hegelans, who supplied the personnel
of the German democratic press 1n 1840-42, and especially of
the Rbemische Zeitung, actually had constituted a democratic
party which carnied on republican and democratic agitation
and the Left wing of which rapidly developed mto a German
Communist Party under the leadership of Marx and Engels
Scientific commumism, as distinct from pre-Marxist commu-
nusm, made 1ts appearance n 1845 On September 22, 1845,
an mternational celebration was held 1n London on the oc-
castion of the founding of the French Republic in 1792. At
this celebration, an alliance of democrats of all nations was
announced, icluding the Scientific Communists The new
Communist Party that emerged simultaneously with the new
theory found mself a part of the international democratic
movement from the day of 1ts burth.



CHAPTER VIII Marxism and the
Democratic Tradition

I

THE modern democratic tradition was born 1n revolution
and developed 1n the class struggle of the masses to realize the
democratic promse of the revolution aganst feudahism It
has been pre-eminently a people’s tradition, associated with
the acuvity, the welfare and the flourishing of “the common
man ” Militant in character, republican i principle, and 1n-
ternational 1n outlook, 1t 15, above all, a tradition of progress
and freedom, of work and happiness for everyone Its intel-
lectual qualities are distinguished by the spirit of enlighten-
ment, the affirmation of reason, and an organic aversion to
ignorance and prejudice Its development has been interwoven
with the growth of modern science and has been amimated
by the temper of humamism with 1ts concern for the nghts,
dignity and elevation of every idividual—all essential ele-
ments of a social climate indispensable to a free and rapid
development of the productve and creatuve capacities of
society

What 1s the relation of Marxism to this tradition?

Modern democracy, as we have seen, had its genesis in the
struggle for the abolinon of feudal property relations and
the establishment of freedom for bourgeoss property This
historical origin endowed the democratic tradition with a two-
fold character which shaped the man features of its subse-

quent development.
152
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1. The bourgeorsie wanted political power for the purpose
of protecting and promoting 1ts cconomic interests, 1t strove
to introduce democratic improvements not to abolish privilege
but to replace feudal privilege by the privilege of wealth.
It sought from the outset to restrict the scope and range of
these democratic rights by restricting liberty to poliucil hb-
erty and equality to formal equality before the law. By estab-
lishing property qualifications for the nght of electing and
being clected, 1t intended to retan the suffrage for 1rs own
class By hmiting equality to a mere equality before the law,
based upon the mequality of rich and poor, its object was to
preserve 1t as a purely bourgeors privelege Consequently,
the democratic current, which arose with the ascendance of
the bourgeoisie, was bound, 1n the course of 1ts development,
to reveal an unmistakable divergence between its formal
premises and 1ts actual historical substance The bourgeois
reality of hmited liberty and equality could not assert itself
without constantly breaking through the formal premises of
unhmited freedom, thercby exposing them as largely an ap-
pearance 1n sharp contrast to the real substance The appear-
ance, 1n turn, representing the aspirations of the people, was
bound constantly to “embarrass” and “plague” the realty,
finding over and over agamn that 1t could come mto its own
only by 1tself becoming the historical reality

The chief premise of the democratic conception, as estab-
lished in the historical declarations of the American and
French Revolutions, 1s that all power derives from the people.
The struggle against feudal privileges and the feudal state,
based on the divine nght of kings, was waged 1n the name of
the sovereignty of the people Appearing as early as the
fifteenth century mn France, the conception of the equal par-
ticipation of all people i the conduct of the nation’s affairs
was further encouraged by the Dutch and Briush Revolu-
tions of the seventeenth century, and was given 1ts clearest
theoretical expression by Rousseau in the eighteenth century.
It was the fundamental argument of the American Declara-
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tion of Independence and the French Declaration of the
Rights of Man

True, the bourgeousie m the American and French Revolu-

tions restricted the concept of “the people” to the property
owners But the very nature of bourgeoss society, based on
cities, and the historic need of mvolving the urban masses mn
the struggle to overthrow feudahism, could not long mamntain
this restriction The hustory of the democratic struggle, from
the middle of the seventcenth century to the middle of the
nineteenth century, 1s replete with efforts of the people to
realize the full and literal meaning of the concept of the
sovereignty of the people, first of all, by abolishing qualifica-
tions and restrictions on suffrage and the holding of office and
by securing a bill of rights which would unplement this con-
cept In the United States during this tume, this effort was
expressed 1n two chief periods of collaboration of the urban
masses, artisans and petty bourgeoisic with the small farmers,
first during the period of Jeffersonian democracy, and then
during the period of Jacksoman democracy, when the emer-
gent labor movement, based on the new factory system,
umted with the small farmers and other democratic forces
of the cities.

The 1dea of the sovereignty of the people was grounded in
the concept of natural nghts This concept first served the
nising bourgeoisie while 1t was sull developing within the
framework of the feudal system Belief n a Law of Nature
or Law of Reason had been an element prominent in medieval
thought since the time of Thomas Aquinas, 1t fed the idea
of Natural Rights by which the gentry and the middle class
corporations defended their interests agaimnst the unlimited and
irresponsible power of despotic kings In the seventeenth cen-
tury, John Locke transformed the theory of Natural Rights
into a philosophic justification of the Briish Whig Revolu-
tion of 1688, and through Locke, 1t passed into British classical
political economy Through Locke also, and to a lesser ex-
tent through Montesquieu, 1t became the philosophy of the
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elghteenth century revolutions and of the leading rationahst
thinkers of the Lnhightenment throughout Europe Thus, the
so-called natural, inahienable rights of man were in their his-
torical ongin no more than the rights of a member of bour-
geois society

2. As a result of this two-fold character of the democratic
current, part of the bourgeowsie preferred a constitutional
monarchy to the hazards of a republic with its democratic
promuse and opportunities. Indeed, the first ctforts at estab-
lishing a republic 1n the seventeenth century ended m mon-
archic restoration. The British bourgeomic, {or mstance,
struggling to emerge from the local and provincial hmitations
which circumscribed 1t at that time, dreaded the despotism of
pure monarchy and was no less hostile to pure anstocracy,
but since 1t regarded democracy as more terrifying than
erther, 1t chose the constitutional monarchy as the best means
for 1ts rule * The financial aristocracy of France did the same
thing 1n the Revolution of July 1830, estabhshing a bourgeoss
monarchy despite the fact that the republicans and workers
fought and won the Revolution with the object of establishing
a democratic republic. To mamtain the pretense, Lous
Philippe, the bourgeoss king, spoke glibly of his republican
insututions Even Prussia, in 1830, presented 1tself as a mon-
archy surrounded by republican institutions. And n Italy at
this time, the bourgeoss Party of Moderates likewise tipped
their hats to the republic, but preferred the surer safety
of the monarchy, a tendency which became all the more
marked after 1830 with the emergence of the modern pro-
letariat as the leading democratic force This was repeated
in Germany m 1848 when the king sacrificed the nobility to
the bourgeoisie and the bourgeoisie sacrificed the people to
the king, the monarch, as Marx aptly remarked, becoming
bourgeoss and the bourgeoisie becormng monarchist.? It was
historic 1rony that Metternich, arch-symbol of feudal restora-
tion and reaction in the first half of the nineteenth century
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should have been the one to put his finger on this contradic-
uon embodied n the bourgeoss fear of democracy.

3 In the light of this relationship of the bourgeoisie to
democracy, 1t 1s understandable why the working people were
the most consistent “pure democrats,” as they were called
after 1830 mn Europe It was the people, not the bourgeois
property owners, who were the most ardent champions of the
republic, who believed i democracy and strove for 1ts reah-
zation.

“For the past six hundred years,” Engels said, “every pro-
gressive movement had its ongin 1n the citics, so much so
that the independent democratic movements of the farm
population (Wat Tyler, Jack Cade, Jacquerie, Peasant War)
not only made a reactionary appearance but also were sup-
pressed The industrial proletariat of the cities has become
the kernel of all modern democracy, the petty bourgeoss, and
more so the peasants, depend entirely upon 1ts mitiative. The
French Revolution of 1789 and the most recent history of
England, France and the Eastern states of America demon-
strate this 7 2

Democracy meant political rights for the people, and the
people, i turn, werc anxious to sccure these rights and to
gwe them substance through the fulfillment of 1ts economic
demands and social aspirations It therefore strove to enlarge
the concept of democracy to include socul, as well as po-
hincal nights

4 The democratc current was thus characterized histori-
cally by an mner contradiction already implicit in the struggle
between bourgeors and feudal property This contradiction
was constantly threatening to emerge and become the central
1ssue, and actually did emerge 1n the great democratic revolu-
tions of Europe and America It was a contradiction created
by bourgeors property itself—the contradiction embodied n
the social question It expressed itself n the rise of move-
ments, within these revolutions, for the abolition of all in-
equality, not only political nequahty, through the abolition
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of private property. These were movements of the people
who saw 1n private property the source of the exploitation
of the many by the few and of the political domination of the
wealthy minority 1n possession of economic power and, con-
sequently, of effectve polincal power

They were communist movements that arose historically
within the stream of modern democracy It was for this reason
that Karl Marx declared, “Socialism and communism did not
originate 1n Germany, but i England, France and North
America The first appearance of a really acuve communist
party may be placed within the period of the middle-class
revolution, the moment when constitutional monarchy was
abolshed The most consistent republicans, in England the
Levellers, in France Babeuf, Buonarotti, etc, were the first
to proclaim these ‘social questions.’ The ‘Conspiracy of
Babeuf,” written by hus friend and comrade Buonarotty, shows
how these republicans derived their social msight from the
‘historical movement’ It also demonstrates that when the so-
cial question of princedom versus republic 1s removed, not a
single social question of the kind that interests the proletariat
has been solved.” *

Scienufic communism, or Marxism, rcpresented the histori-
cal continuation of this development It arose in the course of
the struggle for democracy 1n the 1840’s Like its predecessors,
it onginated within the bourgeors democratic movement 1n
response to the social problems which this movement had no
mterest 1n solving Arising on the basis of the most advanced
thought of Western Europe and America, Marxism was the
historical continuation of the democratic efforts represented
by the seventeenth and eighteenth century revolutions, the
struggle of the Levellers within the Briish Revolution of
1648 and of the Babeuvists 1 the French Revolution of 1789.
It was the continuation, on a more advanced level, of the
humanitarjan efforts of the great utopian socialists and com-
munists after 1815 during the unfolding of the Industrial
Revolution, and of the stream of scientific knowledge em-
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bodied 1n French eighteenth century materialism, British po-
litical economy, and German classical philosophy It was the
historical continuation of the democratic struggle of the prole-
tarian communist movements of England, France and America
after 1830 From the day of 1ts birth as a scienufic viewpoint
of social development and as a practical party, Marxism there-
fore inscribed democracy on 1ts banner and allied itself with
the democratic movements of Furope and the United States

5 Thus the democratic tradition associated with the rise
and growth of modern democracy 1s idenufied exclusively
with the progressive tendencies, material, social, and 1ntel-
lectual, 1n the historical process of which 1t 1s a part The
ascendant bourgcoisie made a series of major contributions
to the origin and development of democracy The growth of
commerce and towns, the Renaissance and the Reformation,
the eighteenth century Enlightenment and the subsequent
American and French Revolutions are the eternal monuments
of these contributions This ascendant bourgeorsie created the
conditions for the growth of science, the rule of reason and
respect for the worth of the individual, but 1t subordinated
all these to the needs of 1ts material enrichment and the ac-
cumulation of capital Thereby it impressed a bourgeois stamp
upon them with all 1ts limitations and restrictions This was
illustrated most strikingly by the central concept of the Rights
of Man elaborated by the philosophers and inscribed on the
banner of the great eighteenth century revolutions Behind
the stirring concept was the prosaic reality of bourgeoss indi-
viduahsm based upon private interest and free compeuton.
The man whose rights they proclaimed was the egoistic man
of bourgeoss self-nterest The rights which they assigned
to him were rights which, as Marx said, left “every man to
find 1n other men not the realization but rather the hmits of
his freedom ”*

The growth of the factory system in the ninetgenth cen-
tury provided democracy with a new economic foundation
and hnked 1ts further development with the ascendance of the
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new industrial working class and labor movement. After 1830,
democracy m Europe became pre-emunently a proletarian
principle, the principle of the masses, since 1t was the Euro-
pean working class which emerged at that time as the main
force n the struggle for democracy In the principal coun-
tries of Europe, the bourgeoisie was demonstratung 1ts un-
willingness and 1nability to wage a conustent fight for
democracy, despite the fact that the democrauc republic pro-
vided the most logical form for its economic and political
dommnation With the emergence of tlus new type of working
class, the industrial proletariat, striving to organw e 1tself and
conscious of 1ts own class interests and aims, the bourgeorsie
found consistent adherence to democracy too dangerous for
the continuatton of its economic and political rule.® The
working class movement deepened and enriched the demo-
cratic tradition which had attamed such a high degree of
development 1n the eighteenth century Enlightenment

The eighteenth century philosophers and men of letters
had made respect for the human being and the dignity of man
a fundamental concept of modern cwvilization, and they al-
lowed neirther geographical boundaries nor racial disunctions
to lumit or restrict this concept They were humanitarians and
therr humanitartanism was as umversal as mankind As firm
believers in the umty of the human race, they displayed the
same 1nterest towards all peoples and lands and opposed the
dommation of one people by another. “If T knew something
useful to my nation but rumous to another,” Montesquieu
declared, “I would not propose 1t to my prince because I am a
human bemng before I am a Frenchman, because I am by
necessity a human being, whereas I am a Frenchman only by
chance ” And agamn “If I knew something useful to my
fatherland which were prejudicial to Lurope or something
which were useful to Europe and prejudicial to mankind, I
would consider 1t a crime ”* Diderot wanted to spread the
Enhghtenment to all humamty and combatted those who
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sought to plunge the world into barbarism and darkness
order to dominate 1t more securely. Herder, proclaiming the
fact that the old feudal order had outlived 1tself, summoned
his fellow beings to direct their lives according to the spint
of humanity ®

The eighteenth century thinkers grounded their humanism
and universalism m the 1dea of the universal vahdity of truth
and justice and the universal operation of reason in “all known
nations ” They were convinced that the law of the land which
failed to conform to reason, even when sanctuoned by the
majority of the nation, could become the worst tyranny But
the men who provided the philosophical justification of the
mnalienable rights of the mndividual and extended those rights
to all mankind, nevertheless were imited by the historical
realities out of which their thought arose These were the reali-
ties of bourgeois society just emerging out of the feudal
world, the society to which “the bourgeoisic” was a synonym
for “the people ”

The working class movement of which Marxism was the
most advanced expression, frecd the humanism and univer-
salism of the Enhghtenment from its bourgeois limitations
It provided them with new socul content In place of the
competiive, antagomstic mdividuaism which separated man
from man and based the reahization of the rights of one m-
dwvidual on the demal of the rights of many individuals, it
introduced a new principle of human fellowship based upon
the common bond of co-operative labor, a principle cor-
responding not to the private ownership but to the socal
character of bourgeois production The working class move-
ment also proclaimed the Rights of Man, but the right of
every man to find 1n other men the realization of his freedom,
not the obstacle to 1t.

Thus, the contradiction that appears to exist between Marx-
ism and the democratic tradition 1s actually the contradiction
historically inherent 1n the democratic current itself.
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2

The first pont at which Marxism allegedly departs from
the democratic tradition 1s the property question This was
the question around which the theory of modern democracy
had 1ts origm And yet here, too, there 1s an historical con-
unuity despite the difference as 1s evident from the various
theories which the early champions of bourgeors private prop-
erty advanced against feudal property with a {richness, bold-
ness and energy characteristic of the rise of a new social
system Throughout the seventcenth and eightcenth centuries,
when feudalism was breaking up and a powerful bourgeos
class was arising 1n countries hke England and France, the
leading thinkers of Europe engaged n an extensive discussion
on the origin of private property and 1ts relation to society
and the state

In the scventeenth century, the theories of Grotws and
Hobbes, Pufendorf and Locke were the most notable Hugo
Grotius, an apologist for absolute monarchy, attributed rhe
onigin of the right of private property to “possession by right
of prior occupancy,” the “only natural and primitive manner
of acquisition ”®

John Locke offered a new justification for property, based
not upon conquest but upon man’s labor Locke was a young-
ster at the tume of the first British Republic, later, like Hobbes,
he lived for a ime 1n Holland where he could watch the de-
velopment of the energetic Dutch bourgeoisie He began to
write at the time of the nse of stock companies, the Bank of
England and England’s mastery of the sea Karl Marx de-
scribed him as “an advocate of the new bourgeoisie n all
forms, the manufacturers agamnst the working classes and
paupers, the commercial class agamst the old-fashioned usu-
rers, the financial aristocracy against the state debtors, and
who went so far as to prove mn his own work that the bour-
geois reason 1s the normal human reason ” ** He placed a new
emphasis on property and its enjoyment 1n safety and secunty.
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“The great and chief end of men umting in commonwealths,
and putting themselves under government,” Locke wrote, *“is
the preservation of their property ” He argued the natural
nght of private property on the ground that “the earth and
all that there 1s therein 1s given to men for the support and
comfort of their being ..and nobody has originally a private
dominion exclusive of the rest of mankind i any of them,”
and that whatsoever the individual removes out of the state
of nature by the labor of his body and the work of his hands
1s his property Property, therefore, emerges and property
rights are justified when labor has been expended on useless
materal things Its natural and legitimate limuts, according to
Locke, are the needs of the possessor, “the same law of nature
which by this means gives us property does also bound that
property,” and “he who possesses 1n excess of his needs, over-
steps the bounds of reason and of natural justice and ap-
propriates the property of others” Locke therefore declared
that “all excess 1s usurpation and the sight of the needy ought
to awaken remorse 1n the soul of the wealthy,” which did
not prevent him from being one of the most uncompromising
advocates of the flogging of vagabonds and paupers ™

Samuel von Pufendorf, who refuted Grotius’ and Hobbes’
doctrine of absolute monarchy, advanced a third theory m
his Low of Nature and Nations Starung from the premuse
that human wants presume man’s night to control the neces-
sary things for their satisfaction, he concluded that there are
no mherent nights 1n property, that property does not exist
mn a state of nature, but arises as a result of convenuon, agree-
ment, law, whereby dommnion over certain things 1s fixed m
one person Property, he contended, was the result of a
division of goods by common consent, to the end that all, and
particularly the producers, might be assured of permanent
possession, whole or partial The existing mnequality of pos-
sessions, therefore, 1s an mjustice which only nvolves the
other injustices because of the msolence of the rich and
cowardice of the poor *
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Hobbes, whom Engels described as “an absolutist in a

eriod when absolute monarchy was at 1ts height throughout
the whole of Furope and when the fight of absolute monarchy
versus the people was beginning in England,” ** agreed with
Pufendorf regarding the ongin of property. There was no
1dea of property before msutunions arose, Hobbes maimtained.
Man 1n his primitive state had no property, property arises
out of social orgamization and depends upon the mstitution
of the coercive powers of the state, property 1s a legal and
soctal rather than an individual or natural thing, and since
property 1s not a natural night and would not be found 1n a
state of nature, the first possession, therefore, has valid claim
to property.

In other words, power 1s the basis of rnight n a society
of unrestricted compettion—bellumn ommum contra omnes—
and consequently the starting point mn the last analysis 1s
competition, force, generally the conflict of every individual
interest against every other It 1s from this that Hobbes proved
the necessity of the state and state power for such a society,
and began his analysis of the state machine, m the spirit of
his contemporary Descartes who regarded men as amimals
and animals as machines It “is demonstrated that by nature
all men arc equal,” Hobbes contended, “hence the present
inequality of wealth, power, nobility, etc. stems from the
laws of state ” ** Hobbes proceeded from laws and contracts,
juridical practice, and derived politics, ethics, property, the
form of the state from contract and laws of the state

During the eighteenth century, this discussion on the ques-
tion of private property was continued, especially in France.
Rousseau asserted that modern civilization rests largely upon
the institution of private property, there was no private prop-
erty m a state of nature, society and property came into
existence together and are complementary “The first man
who, having enclosed a piece of land,” he declared, “thought
of saying ‘This 1s muine,” and found a people sumple enough
to behieve hum, was the true founder of civil society ” ** But
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he hastened to exclaim “How many crimes, how many mur-
ders, how many wars, how many musfortunes and horrors
would that man have saved the human race, who, pulling up
the stakes and filling up the ditches should have cried to hs
fellows ‘Be sure not to listen to this imposter, you are lost
if you forget that the fruits of the earth belong equally to all
and the earth to nobody ’ 7 ** Nevertheless, Rousseau regarded
property as one of the steps in the transition of man from the
lower to the higher state and regarded the abandonment of
property as meaning a reversion to barbarism “Every man,”
he argued, “has by nature a right to all that is necessary to
him . .His position allotted, he ought to confine himself
to 1t, and he has no further nght to the undivided property ”
The night of private property, he insisted, must be established
before 1t could be property, and hence the explanation or
justificaion of the origin of property could not be found
i the nght of prior occupancy. Property right rests upon
law and 1s a contractual and not a natural nght, 1t 1s of such
importance that society cannot dispense with 1t Property 1s
the true foundation of civil society and the true guarantee of
the order of the citizen.’?

It 1s true that on the property question, Marxism represents
a revolutionary departure from the position of the bourgeois
theorists, masmuch as 1t establishes the fact that the very de-
velopment of capitalist economy ultimately creates the condi-
tions and the necessity for the replacement of private property
by communal property But 1t 1s not a departure from the
democratic tradition First of all, the democratic state itself
annulled private property in theory as soon as 1t abolished
the property qualifications of suffrage, as Marx noted 1n 1843
with respect to many North American states He quoted the
British traveler Hamilton who, he said “interprets this fact
quite correctly from the pohitical standpoint- ‘the great multi-
tude has won the victory over the property owners and the
monied men’” And Marx went on to ask “Is not private
property 1deally abolished when the bhave-nots become the
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legislators of the haves® The census 1s the last political form to
recognize private property ” '*

Actually, this triamph of democracy not only did not mean
the abohtion of private property, but even impled 1ts ex-
wstence, as Marx pointed out, because “the state leaves private
property, education, occupation operating in therr own man-
ner ” ** From the viewpont of the premuses of democracy,
Marxism 1s thus entirely n harmony with the democratic tra-
dion which makes the exclusion of private property from
the pohitical realm a condition for pohucal liberty, a test of
its own democrauc principle The tiansformation of private
property nto social property 1s the outcome of the economic
development of capitalism, the recogmtion of this fact 1s
merely the scientific recognition of an objective process taking
place 1n society itself This transformation, far from beng
anti-democratic, represents the matertal foundation for the
highest development of democracy for all the people, not only
for part of society.

Locke jusufied private property on the ground that what-
socver the ndividual removes out of the state of nature by
the labor of his body and the work of his hands 1s his mdi-
vidual property Marx demonstrated that social production 1s
leading to social ownership, 1n short, that the products of
associated labor will become the property of the associated
producers who labor with their bodies and work with bramn
and hand If Locke’s position 1s 1n the democratic tradition,
then surely Marx’ scientifically established proposition 1s also
within the democratic tradition, since 1t represents the most
consistent development of Locke’s line of thought.

3

The difference between Locke and Marx 1n relation to the
democratic tradition 1s that they stand at opposite ends of
the same historical process and represent opposite social classes
with opposite historical tasks But with this difference, there
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is at the same time an historical continuity, the contradiction,
far from excluding either from association with the demo-
cratic tradition, 1s rather one of 1ts distingwshing features The
fact 15 that the capitalist mode of production is part of a con-
tinuous historical process, and produces the matcrial condi-
tions and the social forces for 1ts own transformation. This
historical tendency of capitalist production 15 unquestionably
revolutionary, and 1ts fulfillment would constitute a complete
revolution 1n the property relatons underlying the bourgeois
social order But surely this does not place Marxism beyond
the pale of the democrauc tradiion, since one of the chief
pullars of the democratic tradition 1s the right of revolution,
a “nght” which presided over the bunal of feudal property
and the birth of bourgeois property, the starting pomt of
modern democracy and the democratic tradition, and which
the founders of the theory of the democratic tradition derived
from Natural Law and counted among the inalienable Rights
of Man

John Locke, who systematized the doctrine of Natural Law,
placed great emphasis upon reasonableness and moderation,
but he attached even greater importance to property and
work. And because of this, he fully justified a revolution 1n
property relations in order to free the new bourgeors economy
from 1ts feudal chamns. In his Treatises of Government, pub-
hished a year after the Briush Whig Revolution of 1688, he
laid down the principle that government 1s a moral trust de-
pendent upon the free consent of the governed To the argu-
ment that “all men, being born under government, they are
to submut to that, and are not at liberty to begin a new one,”
Locke replied “It 1s plain, mankind never owned nor con-
sidered any such natural subjection that they were born 1n,
to one or to the other, that ned them, without their own con-
sent, to a subjection to them and theiwr heirs” ** The end
of political society and government 1s “the good of mankind,”
and since, i creating the poliical state, men do not sur-
render all their authonity, but only that which 1s necessary to
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create 1t and give 1t force, the government 1s the agency of
the collectve will and may be called to account And if the
government in any of 1ts branches, executive, legislative or
judicial, exceeds its authority and subverts the purpose of its
existence, the people have the night to revolution “In all states
and conditions the true remedy of force without authority
1s to oppose force to 1t,” Locke argued in opposition to ab-
solute monarchy and on behalf of the constitutional monarchy
of 1688

This 1nalienable right, proclaimed so emphatically n the
seventeenth century, became onc of the chief premuses of
eightcenth century thought in Europe and Amenica Rous-
seau, ecven more consistently than Locke, recogmzed the night
to revolution as an inalienable right Since men entering into
the social compact, Rousseau maintained, enter 1t as equals
and the compact 1s an agreement among equals, they remain
equal, they do not contract with a sovereign, they are col-
lecuvely the sovereign. “The act which insututes the govern-
ment,” he says in his Socual Contract, “is not a contract, but
a law, the depositories of executive power are not masters of
the people, but its officers. It may establish them and dispense
with them as 1t pleases” And further on n the same work
“There 1s no fundamental law 1n the state which cannot be
revoked, not even the social compact.” **

The concept and even the language of Locke became the
common 1diom of the American Declaration of Independence,
the French Declaration of the Rights of Man, as well as of all
those, even the most umid and cautious, throughout Europe
who hailed the dawn of the new era of liberty With the
American Declaration of Independence, they fervently be-
lieved “that whenever any form of government becomes
destrucuve of these ends (life, liberty and the pursuit of hap-
piness), it 1s the right of the people to alter or to abolish
it, and to constitute new government, laying its foundation
on such principles, and orgamzing 1ts powers 1n such form, as
to them shall seem most likely to effect thewr safety and hap-
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piness ” This belief was the heart of the argument with which
the champions of the new freedom defended ascendant de-
mocracy.

Durning the monarchic restoration which followed the de-
feat of Napoleon, the nght of revolution was loudly pro-
claimed 1n England by Jeremy Bentham, the world-renowned
philosopher of Utilitariamism Bentham was tireless i holding
up American democracy as a model for Europe to follow
and prased 1t particularly because 1t recognized the night of
revolution It 1s one of the marks of a despotic government,
he declared, to deny this right On the other hand, “of a
government that 1s not despotic 1t 1s.. . the essential character,
even to cherish the disposition to eventual resistance On some
other occasion you shall see  how cffectually and pomntedly
that indispensable element of security has been cherished,
cherished by the only government that stands upon a rock—
the government of the Anglo-American United States ™ *°

For a hundred years after the American War for independ-
ence, belief 1n the night of revolution was one of the articles
of faith and fundamental truths by which Americans lived.
It played a prominent role throughout the entire period of
the Second American Revolution, or Civil War, indicating
the cxtent to which this concept had become an integral part
of the national heritage It never occurred to anyone on either
side of the “irrepressible conflict,” between the Southern sys-
tem of slave labor and the Northern system of wage labor, to
question thus right *

When the Southern democrats projected the night of seces-
ston as the basic 1ssue in the Congressional elections of 1850-51
m Georgia, Alabama, Mississipp1 and other parts of the South,
the Southern Whigs denied any such night and countered by
procluming the nalienable right of revolution while affirming
their loyalty to the Union The editorials of the Whig press,
the letters and speeches of the Whig candidates, the official
and unofficial utterances of the Whig office holders, the reso-
lutions of local and state Union conventions, besides those
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which the Mississippt Constituent Convention and the Ten-
nessee Legislature officially adopted under Whig influence, all
proclaimed that when conditions became intolerably oppres-
sive and all other remedies had been tried and failed, there
remained recourse mn the last resort, only to the inahenable
right of revolution Resolutions giving expression of loyal de-
votion to the Union would close with the declaration “We
hold ourselves in duty bound to mamtamn the government as
long as 1t mantains us, but when 1t becomes our open enemy,
by some hostile act, if that ume should come, then we should
be for Revolution and Independence ” -* The Southern Whigs
argued that the night of sccession was confounded with the
mnherent and alienable night of revoluton—“a night nobody
disputes and terrible to tyrants only ” But they nsisted this
was not a night fixed by constitutional provision or regulation
and that 1ts cxercise, jusufiable only 1n case of extreme op-
pression, meant bloody civil war, a remedy which they did
not believe the existng situation required

What the Southern slave owners were preparing, however,
was a counter-revolution aganst American democracy, and
they used the next decade for this purpose It is indicauve of
how enurely undisputed the belief n “the right of revolu-
tion” was as yet that the main charge of Northern spokesmen
agamst the slave owners at the beginning of the Civil War
was that they sought to conceal their real intention of civil
war behind professions of peaceful secession This was ex-
pressed most clearly by John Lathrop Motley, the well-
known historian of the Dutch Republic, who had been
appointed Ambasador to Austria by President Lincoln At
the outbreak of the Civil War, he wrote a long letter to the
London Tiumes explaining the nature of the Union and the
causes of the Civil War Thus letter, as Motley mformed his
wife and daughters on June 14, 1861, “was at once copied
bodily into the Boston and New York papers with expressions
of approbation,” and, according to the evidence of George
William Curus, editor of Motley’s Correspondence and his
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personal friend, was “unwersally read and approved” in the
United States.?®

“No man,” Motley wrote 1n this letter, “on either side of
the Adanuc, with Anglo-Saxon blood 1n his veins will dispute
the night of a people, or of any portion of a people, to nse
agamnst oppression, to demand redress of grievances, and 1n
case of demal of jusuce, to take up arms to vindicate the
sacred principles of lberty Few Englishmen or Americans
will deny that the source of government 1s the consent of the
governed, or that any nation has the right to govern itself,
according to 1ts own will. When the silent consent 1s changed
to fierce remonstrance the revolution 1s impending The nght
of revolution 1s indisputable It 1s written on the whole record
of our race Bnush and American history 1s made up of re-
bellion and revolution Many of the crowned kings were
rebels or usurpers Hampden, Pym and Oliver Cromwell,
Washington, Adams and Jefferson—all were rebels It 1s no
word of reproach But these men all knew the work they had
set themselves to do. They never called their rebellion ‘peace-
able secession ’ They were sustamed by the consciousness of
right when they overthrew established authority, but they
meant to overthrow 1t They meant rebellion, civil war, blood-
shed, infimite suffering for themselves and their whole genera-
tion, for they accounted them welcome substitutes for msulted
hberty and violated nght. There can be nothing planer, then,
than the American night of revolution” #

There was no doubt that Motley was expressing the point
of view of the entire North Emerson said essentially the same
thing a few years earlier 1n his study of English Traits pub-
lished in 1856. In Parhament, he wrote, the English people
“have hit on that capital invention of freedom, a constitutional
opposition And when courts and Parliament are both deaf,
the planuff 1s not silenced Calm, pauent, his weapon of de-
fense from year to year 1s the obstinate reproduction of the
grievance with calculatons and estimates. But, meantime, he
1s drawing numbers and money to his opinion, resolved that if
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all remedy fails, nght of revolution 1s at the bottom of his
charter-box.” #®

Edward Everett, America’s leading orator, reiterated Mot-
ley’s sentiments 1 an address which he delivered in New
York on July 4, 1861 Everett combated the argument of
the right of secession by a sovereign state After enumerating
a number of things a sovereign state, in his opimion, could do,
he also mentioned her nght to “raufy and adopt a consutu-
tion of government ordamed and established not only for
that generation, but their posterity, subject only to the inalen-
able right of revolution possessed by every political com-
mumity.” “But,” he said farther on in the same speech, “it may
be thought a waste of time to argue agamnst a constitutional
nght of peaceful secession, simnce no one demies the right of
revolution, and no pains are spared by the disaffected leaders,
while they claim indeed the constitutional night, to represent
therr movement as the uprising of an indignant people against
an oppressive and tyranmcal government ” *°

But the real democratic essence of this devotion to the
American principle of the “right of revolution” and the re-
actionary essence of the slave-owners’ rebellion was given a
few months earlier by Wendell Phillips, the Boston abohtion-
1st, whose democratic consistency and sincerity had evoked
the admiration of Karl Marx. “No government,” Phillips de-
clared 1n a speech 1 Boston on April 21, 1861, “provides for
its own death, therefore there can be no constitutional right
to secede But there 1s a revolutionary right The Declaratuon
of Independence establishes, what the heart of every Ameri-
can acknowledges, that the people—mark you, the people—
have always an 1nherent, paramount, malienable nght to
change their governments, whenever they think—whenever
they think—that 1t will minister to their happmess That 1s a
revolutionary right”® In short, 1t was a nght which the
slave-owming oligarchy could not claim, because 1t belonged
only to the people It was a rght belonging to progress and
freedom, never to reaction and slavery.
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This night was so completely accepted that the New York
Tribune, organ of the industrial capitabists and perhaps the
most popular paper mn the North during the Civil War, even
accorded 1t a sort of legal status which no one had the right
forcibly to obstruct “We,” 1t declared n an editorial entitled
“The Right of Revolution” 1n 1ts 1ssue of May 24, 1862, “have
steadfastly affirmed and upheld Mr. Jefferson’s doctrine, em-
bodied n the Declaration of American Independence, of the
Right of Revolution We have msisted that, where this right
1s asserted, and 1ts exercise 1s properly attempted, 1t ought not
to be necessary to subject all concerned to the woes and hor-
rors of a civil war In other words, what one party has a nght
to do, another can have no right to resist ” After the Civil
War, the tradinion of the night of revolution passed almost
enurely to the labor and agrarian movements in the United
States

This brief review provides sufficient evidence that on this
question, too, Marxism 1s i full harmony with the democranc
tradition It was enurcly within this tradition that Fredenck
Engels discussed the question 1n 1884 when 1t arosc as a prac-
tical political 1ssue m Germany “Throughout the whole of
Europe,” Engels wrote, “the existing political situation 1s the
product of revolution The legal basi, historic right, legiu-
macy, have been everywhere niddled through and through a
thousand times or entirely overthrown But 1t 1s 1n the nature
of all parucs or classes which have come to power through
revolution, to demand that the new basis of right created by
the revolution should also be unconditionally recognized and
regarded as sacred The right to revolution did exist—other-
wise the present rulers would not be rightful—but from now
onwards 1t 1s to exist no more'” *

In 1886 Engels reiterated his observation “In contrast to
the pale and cowardly protests and protestations of peaceful
procedure under all circumstances on the part of our petty-
bourgeos socialists,” Engels wrote, “the time has come, n
fact, to show how English Ministers—Althorp, Peel, Morley,
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even Gladstone—preach the right of revolution as a constitu-
tional theory—to be sure, only as long as they are in Opposi-
tion, as Gladstone’s subsequent msipidity shows, although he
does not dare to deny the right as such—and especially be-
cause this comes from England, the land of legality par ex-
cellence.” 32

In 1895, just before his death, Engels again emphasized the
pomt. “It goes without saying,” he wrote, “that our foreign
comrades do not relinquish theirr nght of revoluion The
right of revolution 1s after all the only actually ‘historical
night,” the only nght upon which all modern states without
exception rest " **

The essence of the question was summarized by Marx in
1878, 1n reply to the charge of the Prussian Government ac-
cusing the German Marxists of advocatng force and violence.
“What Eulenburg actually wants to say,” Marx declared, “is.
the peaceful development towards the goal 1s only a stage
which 15 to lead up to the violent development of the goal
and this later transformation of the ‘peaceful’ into the ‘violent’
development arises for Herr Eulenburg from the nature of
the desired goal The goal 1n this case 1s the emancipation of
the working class and the transformation of society involved
mn this emancipation The fact, however, is that historical
development can remain ‘peaceful’ only as long as those who
hold power 1n society at a given time do not place any violent
obstacles in 1ts way If, for example, the working class n
England or the United States should win the majonity in
Parhament or Congress, 1t could legally abolish those laws
and instituttons which obstruct 1ts development and it could
do this only to the extent that social development exhibits
such obstructions And yet the ‘peaceful’ movement could
turn 1nto a violent one as a result of the msurrection of those
interested 1 the old order, if they are crushed by force (as
they were in the American Civil War and the French Revo-
lution), 1t 1s as rebels agamnst the ‘legal’ power. But what
Eulenburg preaches 1s violent reaction on the part of those n
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power against the course of development proceeding peace-
fully apparently 1n order to prevent ‘violent’ conflicts on the
part of the ascendant social classes This 1s the battle cry of
violent counter-revolution agamst what 1s actually a ‘peace-
ful’ development of the revolution, m point of fact, the gov-
ernment 1s attempting to crush by force a development which
displeases 1t but which 1s legally unassailable This 1s the neces-
sary introduction to violent revolutions It 15 an old story but
1t remains eternally true ” *

4

Another conception regarded as exclusively Marxist and
cited as evidence of the undemocratic character of Marxism
1s the concept of the class struggle Here, too, this represents
not a pomnt of departure from the democratic tradition but
one of the pomnts of closest contact and historical continuity
between the two Political equality, or the abolition of class
privileges, historically the first aim of modern democracy, did
not exclude class antagomsms, on the contrary, it impled
them, smce political hiberty required the state to leave private
property free to operate m 1ts own manner, and hence, to
produce the social classes and the economic nequalitics asso-
ciated with capitalist private property, the inequalities of capi-
tal and labor, wealth and poverty The doctrine of Natural
Rughts, which mvoked the sanction of nature on behalf of
bourgeois private property, therefore, automatically covered
1ts consequences, the class contradictions and antagonisms of
bourgeois society

This was demonstrated most strikingly in the young Amer-
can Republic which had just established free political mstitu-
tions Nowhere was the doctrine of class antagonisms more
clearly proclaimed than in America after the War of Inde-
pendence, and that by the Founding Fathers themselves
Democratic America was the birthplace par excellence of the
modern concept of class struggle, which explains why Arthur
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Schlesinger, one of America’s leading historians, mn his New
Viewpomnts in American History published in 1926, suggested
that “the student of American history may prefer to ignore
the Marxian onigin of the doctrine and claim for it an earlier
and purely American authorship Certainly the thought un-
derlying the theory has seldom been better expressed than by
James Madison, the ‘Father of the Constitution,” in No 10 of
the Federalist Papers, which were written 1n 1787 to win
popular support for the Federal Consutution then pending
before the state ratifying conventions After pomnung out that
mankind has constantly been influenced and divided by dif-
ferences over religion and government or by attachment to
outstanding leaders, Madison added ‘But the most common
and durable source of factions has been the various and un-
equal distribution of property. Those who hold and those
who are without property have ever formed distinct interests
in society Those who are creditors, and those who are debt-
ors, fall under a like discrimination A landed interest, with
many lesser imterests, grow up of necessity mn civilized na-
tions, and divide them mto different classes, actuated by dif-
ferent sentiments and views’ ” *®

This was the position of all groups aligned with the Fed-
eralists on the 1ssue of the adoption of the Constitution John
Adams, leader of the “moderates,” was as convinced as any
Federalist of the need for a wealthy class and sought to pro-
tect 1ts rights from encroachment by the poor Like all Fed-
eralists, he also talked of protecting the poor from the rich,
though lke them also, he was convinced that the government
should be run by and for the “wise, rich and good” He
accepted the viewpoint of the seventeenth century James Har-
rington that economic power, as represented by wealth, and
political power had gone hand in hand throughout history.*

As one who grounded his views regarding economic classes
and class antagomisms m a wide reading of history, politics
and economucs, Adams was an adherent of the doctrme of
Natural Law, an avid reader of the seventeenth century Brit-
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ish republicans, an admirer of John Locke and a student of
Adam Smuth, founder of Briush classical economy which had
taken over the doctrine of Natural Rights through Locke,
although he dismussed the theoretical differences among these
various schools of thought as “mysteries, paradoxes, and emg-
mas ”’ ** These were the same sources which later contributed
to Karl Marx’ understanding of the class struggle proceeding
in capitalist society

Marx himself made it quite clear that he did not discover
or introduce the concept of the class struggle As he explamned
in 1852 to his friend Joseph Weydemeyer who was living 1n
Amernica and, later during the Civil War was commussioned
as an officer by Abraham Lincoln “As far as T am concerned,
I can’t claim to have discovered the existence of classes mn
modern society or their strife agamnst one another Middle
class historians long ago described the evolution of the class
sttuggles, and poliical economusts showed the economic
physiology of the classes ”** What Marx did was to show
“that the existence of classes 15 bound up with certan phases
of material production,” to establish the sigmificance of thus
fact for social cvolution, and to draw the practical political
conclustons from 1t for the working class

Indeed, as Marx obscrved later, the 1dea of the opposition
between rich and poor was as old as European civilization
But 1n the 20’s and the 30’s of the ninetecnth century follow-
ing the Industrial Revolution, the rise of the factory system
and modern mdustry, this opposition for the first time as-
sumed the form of a class-conscious antagonism between
capital and labor Great Britain was the country where the
complete separation between capitahsts and workers had as-
sumed 1ts classic form In France this separation became pro-
nounced after the Revolution of July 1830 In the Umted
States, despite the fluidity of its class structure, the essentially
agrarian character of 1ts economy at this ume and the newness
of 1ts factory system, an mndependent labor movement con-
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scious of 1ts own class position and interests appeared as early
as 1827.

In a penod, therefore, which was preceded by half a cen-
tury of acute social struggles, revolutionary upheavals, the
nise and formation of new nations and new socal institutions,
and which itself witnessed the sharpest class struggles betwcen
capital and labor 1n England, the classical home of capitalsm,
n France, the land of proletarian revolts throughout the 1830’s,
and even in distant America, starting pomnt of the economic
crists of 1837 and home of the militant labor movement, 1t was
only “natural” to think of society n terms of sharp class di-
visions and antagonisms and of history as a succession of class
struggles Marx could not leave the democratc struggle n
Germany 1n order to study contemporary society without be-
g confronted at every hand with the evidence of these
struggles

The problem which he sct out to solve as a young democrat
was bemng posed by bourgeors socicty mn I'ngland, France,
Germany and the United States, and the more Marx studied,
the more he recognized the true character of this problem
All the books he rcad 1 order to get an understanding of the
structure and workings of modern society led him to the class
struggle He read Thierry, Mignet and Guizot on the French
Revolution and all of them described the class struggle as
the main driving force of social development He read Alexis
de Tocqueville, Thomas Hamuilton and others on America
and they, too, drew attention to the class structure of the
trans-Atlantic democracy and described the class struggle
which was at 1ts height precisely when democracy, under the
leadership of Andrew Jackson, exerted its greatest influence
and power. He could not even re-evaluate Hegel’s conception
of history without finding 1 1t a recogmuon of the role of
classes and their struggle n bourgeoss society and especially
in America, its pohitically most advanced form And when he
steeped humself in the literature of British Chartism and con-
temporaneous French communsm, Briush-French utopian so-
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cialism and finally Briush classical economy, the conclusion
was mnevitable The theoretical conclusions of the study room
only confirmed and deepened the meaning of the picture
presented by Iife itself And that picture showed that the class
struggle, instead of being alien to the democratic tradition,
was historically associated with 1ts very inception

When we get down to 1t, however, 1t 1s not the recogmition
of the existence of a class struggle which has been the ground
for the charge that Marxism 1s alien to the democratic tradi-
tion, 1t 1s really the fact that Marxism looks forward to the
ulumate abolition of all classes and regards this as the historic
mussion of the working class to whom the realization of this
aim 1s the indispensable condition for its full emancipation
from exploitation.

The difference here 1s the historical difference between
the bourgeoisie and the working people on the question of
equality In the struggle agamst feudalism, the bourgeoisie
fought for equal nights, and therefore demanded not the aboli-
tion of classes but the abolition of all class privileges which
interfered with the growth of capital This concept of equality
represented such an historic advance over feudal conditions
that the French workers even took 1t over to express their
demands But the modern labor movement aspires to more
than the abolition of class privileges, 1t aspires to the abolition
of exploited and exploiting classes altogether

For that reason, Marx and Engels always rejected any su-
perficial use of the concept of equality In 1847, Marx cniti-
cized Proudhon, who regarded equality as supreme good, for
using a mere phrase which only covered up the economic and
historical realities ** In 1869 Marx also criticized the German
Marsts for calling for “political, economic and social equali-
zation of the classes ” * The demand of the working class,
he ponted out, 1s for the abolition of classes, not just for the
abohuion of class privileges, a task associated with the over-
throw of feudalism In the 1870’s Marx and Engels waged a
struggle against the Lassallean efforts to replace the accurate
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scientific socialist concepts of Marxism by those phrases repre-
senting bourgeols democratic demands. Thus, they insisted
that the phrase “dong away with all social and political n-
equality” 1s also a very questionable phrase n place of “the
abolition of all class differences ” ** Iingels objected to it on
the ground that 1t 1s a superficial 1dea, since there will always
exist a certamn nequality mn the conditions of life “The no-
tion of socialist society as the realm of equality,” he stated,
“ss a superficial French idea resting upon the old ‘Lberty,
equality, fratermity’—an 1dea which was jusufied as a stage
of development 1n 1ts own time and place but which, lke all
superficial 1deas of the earlier socialist schools, should now be
overcome, for they only produce confusion 1in people’s heads
and more precise forms of description have been found ” **

If the independent role of the working class was not asso-
ciated with the mception of the democrauc tradition, 1t was
decidedly associated wath 1ts development The emergence of
labor as a distinct class, 1n the wake of the Industrial Revo-
lution, was accompanied by an historic struggle to secure the
night to orgamze as a class 1 defense of 1ts economic n-
terests, to appear 1n the polmcal arena as an dependent class
force and to strive for the realization of its 1deal of a classless
society This right, long accepted as an integral part of democ-
racy and the democratic tradition, was won at great cost
and was sufficiently established by the end of the 1830’ mn
France, England and the United States to enable Marxism
to recognize the historic role of the working class n the
evolution of capitalist society. In this respect, therefore, Marx-
ism was merely the theoretical expression of the posiuon of
the proletariat 1n the class struggle and the theoretical sum-
mary of the conditions of the emancipation of the working
class It registered in theory what was proceeding m actual
society, and thereby built 1ts entire outlook upon the founda-
tion of the hving labor movement whose achievements entered
into the democratic tradition

In advancing the perspective of a classless society arising
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from the economic development of capitahism itself, in re-
garding the working class as the social force which, because
of its position, mrust take the lead in establishing this new
society; and 1 enlightening and organizing the working class
as the power capable of replacing the old by the new social
order, Marxism was therefore entirely within the democratic
tradition

5

The final and “crushing” item in the “evidence” that Marx-
ism 1s undemocratic 1s 1ts position on the dictatorshup of the
proletariat In hus letter to Weydemeyer of 1852, in which
Marx denied any claim to have discovered the existence of
classes or their conflict in modern society, he went on to say:
“I have added as a new contribution the following proposi-
tions 1. that the existence of classes is bound up with certan
phases of material production, 2 that the class struggle leads
necessarily to the dictatorship of the proletanat, 3 that this
dictatorship 1s but the transition to the abolition of all classes
and to the creation of a society of free and equal ” **

It 1s evident from this that the concept of the dictatorship
of the proletariat 1s a fundamental feature which disungushes
Marxism from all other concepts of the class struggle At the
same time 1t 1s also evident that Marx regarded the dictatorship
of the proletariat as the outcome of the historical process, and
not as something to be imposed arbitrarily by minority action.
In this respect, Marxism distinguishes itself sharply from
Blanqusm, the French proletarian communist movement,
which believed that the revolutionary party of the working
class could seize political power by its own efforts, ir-
respective of the readiness of the working class as a whole.
Engels summarized the essence of Blanquism, and conse-
quently 1ts distinction from Marxism, as follows “Blanqui is
essentially a political revolutionist .. In his pohtical actvity
he was mainly a man of action, believing that a small and well



MARXISM AND THE DEMOCRATIC TRADITION 181

organized minority, who would attempt a political stroke of
force at the opportune moment, could carry the mass of the
people with them by a few successes at the start and thus
make a victorious revolution,.. From Blanqui’s assumption
that any revolution may be made by the outbreak of a small
revolutionary munorty, follows of iself the necessity of a
dictatorship after the success of the venture This s, of course,
a dictatorship, not of the entire revolutionary class, the pro-
letariat, but of the small mmorty that has made the revolution
and who are themselves previously orgamzed under the dic-
tatorship of one or several individuals. We see, then, that
Blanqui 1s a revolutionary of the preceding generation ” *¢

According to Marxism, therefore, the same process of capi-
talist development which creates the cconomic conditions and
necessity for socialism simultaneously confronts the working
class with the task of acquiring political power as the first
condition for carrying through the socialist reorganization
of society In other words, the class struggle which arises out
of the conditions of existence of capitalism cannot develop to
its logical conclusion without, as Marx says, necessarily lead-
ing to the dictatorship of the proletariat The dictatorship of
the proletariat 1s, therefore, not the result of a plot or con-
spiracy by an unrepresentative mmority, but the inevitable
result of the political action of the vast majonty 1n response
to the economic, social and political development of capital-
ism atself In other words, it 1s the natural process of the
transfer of state power from the hands of the capitalist class,
a munority 1n society, to the working class, representing and
leading the exploited majority, under conditions where the
majonty 1s ready and able to assume state power

Marxism has therefore always regarded the dictatorship of
the proletariat, which 1s the political condition for the intro-
duction of socialism, as a lhigher form of democracy It never
regarded 1t as opposed to democracy or as a departure from
democracy, but, on the contrary, as the full realization of
democracy. In contrast to bourgeois democracy, where the
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appearance of majonty rule conceals the actual rule of the
exploiting munority which possesses the economic power of
the country, the dictatorship of the proletarat enables the
majority to rule for the first time by placing state power mn
the hands of the people and using 1t to deprive the capitalists
of theirr economic monopoly Marx illustrated the profound
democratic essence of the dictatorship of the proletariar in
describing the Paris Commune of 1871, the only example pro-
vided by history during his hifeume One need only read his
description of the Commune to see the extent to which Marx
equated the dictatorship of the proletariat with the full reah-
zation of democracy.*®

Lenin, who apphed and developed Marx’ teachings, and
under whose leadership socialism was established on one sixth
of the earth, stated the theoretical and historical relation be-
tween the dictatorship of the proletariat and democracy as
follows “It would be a fundamental mistake to suppose that
the struggle for democracy can divert the proletariat from
the socialist revolution, or obscure, or overshadow 1t On the
contrary, just as socialism cannot be victorious unless it m-
troduces complete democracy, so the proletariat will be un-
able to prepare for victory over the bourgeorsie unless 1t
wages a many-sided, consistent and revolutionary struggle for
democracy ” ** The Soviet system was a further development
of the principles of the Paris Commune. For the first tme
in history scores of millions of people were able to put into
practice the principle of the sovereignty of the people divested
of all shams and to establish a government truly of the people
and by the people And it demonstrated the genumeness of
its democracy by the heroism and self-sacrifice with which
the masses of the people fought and defeated Hitler’s Nazi
legions when they sought to conquer and destroy the first
socialist country in the world.

The dictatorship of the proletanat 1s a scientific term de-
scribing the character of the state power that comes mnto
being dunng the transition from capitalism to socialism. It 1s
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the scientific description, 1n class terms, of the real relations
between the various sections of the exploited majority, on the
one hand, and the capitalist class, on the other It 1s the rule
of the majonty of the exploited population led by the work-
ing class It justly acts and speaks in the name of society as a
whole It describes the conditions and form of state power
under which the fundamental concept of democracy, the sover-
eignty of the people, can be truly reahzed Whereas bour-
geots democracy, as a form of state power, appears to be the
exercise of the sovereignty of the people, actually only one
class, the capitalist class, fully exercises this sovereignty, since
the state 1s but the expression of the character of a society
and the social relations prevailing in 1t

No one can deny that the democratic tradition grants the
people the right to decide their own form of government and
to take whatever steps are necessarv to realize their aims.
Naturally, only those who wish to regard the sovereignty of
the people as a purely formal concept, which leaves actual rule
in the hands of the wealthy classes, will reject this conception
But then they cease to be consistent democrats The sover-
eignty of the people 1s the most fundamental political concept
of the democratic tradition, all others are subordimate to 1t,
and have validity only i relation to it And the dictatorship
of the proletanat, describing the class relations within the
democratic majority that holds state power, 1s but the fulfill-
ment of this central concept of democracy

The chief argument aganst 1ts being democratic n char-
acter 1s that 1t 1s synonymous with the suppression of capi-
talist private property and the exclusion of the capitalists
from state power But capitalist private property, as 1ts history
has demonstrated, 1s synonymous with the restriction and sup-
pression of democracy, even while preserving its external
forms, and this, the more the democratic masses, headed by
the working class, become an active independent pohtical
force fighting for their own interests From the very begin-
mng of its struggle agamnst feudalism, capital stood for the
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sole rule or dictatorship of the bourgeoisie This, 1n essence,
was the meaning of basing suffrage on property qualifications
which were abolished only as a result of the struggle of the
people, first of all the working people The fact 1s that even
after the Revolution of July 1830, when the bourgeossie of
France came to unrestricted power, only 217,000 out of
17,000,000 1 France at that ime were electors Even after
the Briush bourgeoisic won the right to vote in 1832, the
masses continued to be disfranchised for a long time And
even where electoral rights were finally won by the masses,
state power sull served primarily to protect the interests of
capital For, as such carly theorists of bourgeois democracy as
Harrington and John Adams recogmzed, political power can
only be the expression of economic power

The 1dea of the rule of one class, exercising leadership and
hegemony over other classes, consequently 1s not contrary to
the democrauc tradition even when judged by the practice
of the bourgeorie But then the argument 1s advanced that
there 1s democracy only when there are 77any parues frecly
contending aganst onc another Behind the struggle of parties
15 the struggle of classcs, since parties are only the expression
of social classes In substance, therefore, this argument de-
clares that only under a social system of conflicting social
classes can there be democracy, consequently, that democracy
1s possible only under capitahsm where the means of produc-
tion are the private property of a wealthy minority And yet,
we cannot forget that 1t 15 this wealthy munority that has
always feared and opposed democracy, and that 1t 1s the com-
mon people, the laboring masses, who have always fought for
it The transfer of state power into the hands of the people
to the exclusion of the capitalists, could only mean, therefore,
the achievement of conditions in which the state power 1s
at last completely democranc Certaimnly, from the economic
viewpoint, the transfer of the economy of the country from
the private monopoly of a minority opcrating 1t for their own
profit to the social ownership of all the people operating 1t
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for the use of all the people 1s not only democratic but the
only real guarantee of the full realization of democracy

Unquestionably the dictatorship of the proletariat 1s a com-
plete departure from the conditions of bourgeois society But
1ts achievement 1s first of all the outcome of the development
of this society 1tself, not a violation of the laws of 1ts develop-
ment It 15 a state power whose class character assures 1ts
essenttal democratic character If rccogmtion of the class
struggle 1s within the democratic tradition, as we have secn,
then surcly recognition of its mevitable ourcome 15 within
the democratic tradition, particularly since this outcome 1s the
historical reahzation of the full sovereignty of the people, the
elmmaton of the contradiction of formal equality before
the law based on the actual mnequality behind the law To
pretend that political sovereignty resides i the people, and
then to condemn the people when they pass from the appear-
ance to the reality 1s hardly a defense of the democratc tra-
dition

6

The most decisive test of the relation of Marxism to the
democratic current, as of any other tendency that claims to be
democratic, derives from that feature of the democratic tradi-
ton which 1s most enduring—its respect for the worth and
dignity of man

The democratic tradition 1s pre-cmunently a tradition of
humamsm The value of the human being 1s 1ts cardinal tenet
For, i the last analysis, the “Rights of Man,” espccially free-
dom and equality, are meaningless unless they are predicated
on the recognition of the worth and digmty of the human
being For that reason, the love of peace, the desire to pre-
serve the human bemng, which excludes pacifism, 1s a prin-
cipal corollary of this tenet Its appreciation and respcct for
the digmty and worth of man include, as a further corollary,
the hatred of every form of bigotry, of racial and national
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chauvinism, of every hmutation which degrades the human
being, and with 1t, the encouragement of science, culture, the
arts, and all the material and intellectual means of enriching
life and elevating the human being

The gigantic development of the modern productive forces
provide the basis for the tradition and temper of humanmsm.

Ths 1s the solid foundation of every real advance Man’s
material and imntellectual powers of production are of primary,
overriding significance 1n the democrauc tradinion, their de-
velopment 1s crucial to 1ts fulfillment But to recognize the
primacy of the growth of the productive forces 1s to recogmize
the historical transience of the division of humanity nto so-
cial classes on the basis of economic status, a division his-
torically ourmoded by the advance m the productive forces
and scientific knowledge at the command of society The
essentially human viewpoint, therefore, which sees people not
just as expressions of economic categories and conditions but
first of all as human beings presupposes and includes within
wself the recognition that a class society 1s not the end of his-
torical development and that the striving for a classless society,
a fully human society, 15 entirely within, indeed 15 the highest
expression of the democratic tradition

Judged by this criterion, Marxism has the most profound
relation to the democratic tradition, 1n fact, 1s 1ts most con-
sistent and advanced mamfestation Marx began his develop-
ment towards Marxism from the level of thought attained by
the Young Hegelian criticism of religion which, he said, “ends
with the doctrine that man 1s the supreme being of mankind,
and therefore with the categorical imperative to overthrow all
conditions 1n which man 1s a degraded, servile, neglected, con-
temptible being, condiions which cannot be better described
than by the exclamation of a Frenchman on the occasion of
a projected dog tax ‘Poor dogs, they want to treat you like
men'’ ¥

Marx passed beyond this position, begmmmng rather than
ending with the doctrine that man 1s the supreme being for
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mankind As a practical democrat concerned concretely with
the welfare of his nauve country, Marx sought and finally
found the answer to the question of how man can be emanci-
pated from his state as a “degraded, servile, neglected, con-
temptible being,” a state so distinctly characteristic of German
conditions 1 the 1840’s “The only hberation of Germany
that 1s practical or possible,” Marx observed, “is a liberation
from the standpoint of the theory that declares man to be
the supreme being of mankind In Germany no brand of
serfdom can be extermnated without extirpating every kind
of serfdom % Where Feuerbach’s humanism saw man
only as a part of nature, Marx learned to sec him as a part
of society, to find the anatomy of society 1n 1ts economy with
its classes and class relations, and to understand the social and
historical conditions of the emancipation of man Marx under-
stood that “just as the savage must struggle with nature for
the sausfaction of his needs, for self-preservation and self-
reproduction, so too must cwvilized man, whatever be the
form of society, or the methods of production obtaining ” *°
He perceived that side by side with man’s own evolution his
needs increased, but also the forces of production which sat-
1sfy these needs And recogmzing that the human personality
does not develop independently of the matenal conditions of
1ts existence, he saw 1n the growth of the materal forces of
production, of industry and science, the basis for man’s com-
plete mastery of his relation to nature and society.

Marx thus discovered the conditions for the full develop-
ment of the human personality and established as the objec-
tive criterion of progress the unfettered development of the
productve forces, since 1t provided the material, and conse-
quently the only real, basis for the highest development of
the individual Ricardo had also taken the unhampered de-
velopment of the productive forces as his guiding principle,
and because of this, Marx had considered Ricardo as a scien-
tific economust in contrast to the vulgar apologetcs of
Malthus ® But whereas Ricardo applied this principle from
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the standpomnt of the bourgeoisie, Marx adopted it from the
standpont of the proletariat, the class which by virtue of 1ts
posiion 1n society has the most to gamn from the continuous
and unrestricted growth of the productive forces, with this
difference, however that in the continuous development of
the producuve forces, Marx saw the condition for the aboh-
tion of classes, of the antagonism between the development
of the productive forces and the welfare of human beings, of
the antagonism between the development of the capacities of
the human species and the lugher development of the single n-
divadual, m a word, the development of the richness of human
nature as its own end

It was this end, the mark of genumne humarsm, promoted
by the growth of the producuve forces, which also guided
Marx mn huis conception of freedom, the heart of the demo-
cratic tradition and the aspiration of all progressive humanity
Full freedom, Marx taught, begins where work dictated by
necessity and external utility ceases But to achieve this 1t 1s
necessary that “men 1n their social relanonship, the associated
producers, should regulate this materal exchange with nature
n a rational manner and bring 1t under their united control,
instead of being governed by 1t as by some blind power, 1t
should be carried on with the mimmum expenditure of en-
ergy and under conditions most adapted to and most worthy
of human nature Yet 1t remains all the same a realm of neces-
sity It 1s beyond this where that development of human
power, which may be called independent purpose, begins, the
true realm of freedom, which, however, can only flourish
upon the basis of that realm of necessity " **

What more cogently sums up and defines the orgamic rela-
tion of Marxism to the democratic tradition?



Epilogue: A Hundred Years of

Marxism and Democracy

THE chief object of this study has been to establish the rela-
tion between Marxism and democracy m their historical 1n-
terconncction The cxamination of the origmz of Marxism 1n
the general democratic current, to which this study has been
restricted, 15, however, only the begimning of the story It 1s
the relaton of Marxism and democracy during the hundred
years between the first appearance of Marxism and the present
day that constitutes the actual history of this question Natu-
rally, even a proper summary of this history would require
a substantial volume by wself Before laying down this book,
however, the reader 1s entitled to at least a brief outhine of
the main phases of this history, especully since 1t 1s this that
provides the test and demonstrates the fundamental world
significance of the question.

1 The historical turn 1n the struggle for democracy sig-
nalized by the Revolution of July 1830 registered its next
major development 1n the outbreak and defeat of the Euro-
pean Revolution of 1848 This was a new and larger install-
ment of the bourgeors democratic revolution which had still
to be completed 1n Europe Once again the Revolution first
broke out in Panis and quickly spread to Vienna, Milan and
Berlin, sweepmg the whole of Europe up to the Russian fron-
tier into the democratic movement* It was the world eco-
nonmic crists of 1847 that provided the materal basis and
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impetus for the Revolution But, as in 1830, so again mn 1848,
the struggle for democracy agamst the feudal classes could
no longer be waged without the emergence within the anu-
feudal camp of a struggle for power between the bourgeoisie
and the proletanat.

At first the workers and bourgeois umited agamnst the com-
mon foe But the capitalists were interested only mn securing
power for themselves and not 1n satsfying the social demands
of the workers The Paris Revoluton of February which
overthrew the oppressive monarchy of Lous Philippe was
therefore followed m June by the upnising of the Parisian
working class. The bourgeoisie was so shaken that it fled back
into the arms of the very monarchist-feudal reaction which
had been overthrown, and their example was followed by the
bourgeossie m other countries of Europe.

The Revolution of 1848, however, marked the rise of the
modern working class socialist movement For the first time,
the workers’ parties of all countries advanced the demand
for the economic reconstruction of the social order, and with
it the abohiion of wage slavery and capitalist exploitation,
through the appropriation of the means of production by
society. True, the proletarian masses, even m Paris, were not
clear as to the path to be taken to achieve this, and the move-
ment for 1t was sull largely mstincuive and spontaneous.
Nevertheless, this demand sharply differentiated the new
working class socialism from all other varicties of feudal,
bourgeoss and petty bourgeois socialism as well as from the
confused 1dea of communty of goods which characterized
the earlier utopian and spontaneous proletarian communism *
The most advanced sector of this new working class socialist
movement was Marxism whose first great document, the Comz-
munist Manifesto, wntten by Marx and Engels on the eve
of the 1848 Revolution, scientfically established and bril-
lantly formulated this demand and outhined the path for 1ts
achievement

Marx and Engels participated directly 1n the revolutionary
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mass struggles of 1848-49 n Germany They regarded the
triumph of the bourgeors revolution as a condition for the vic-
tory of the workers’ revolution. But they knew that the Ger-
man bourgeosie was a class inchined from the very beginming
to betray the people and to compromise with the crowned
representatives of the old society And, as a matter of fact,
on their return to Germany immediately after the outbreak
of the Revolution in March, they found that the power which
the people had wrested from the feudalists had passed into
the hands of the “traditionally anti-revolutionary” big bour-
geowsie which, out of fear of the people, had actually con-
cluded a protective alllance with reaction in order to
“termimnate” the Revolution The bourgeosie, as Marx said
many years later, “preferred peace with slavery to the mere
prospect of a fight for freedom

The German proletariat had only a vague feeling of the
profound contradiction between 1ts nterests and those of the
bourgeowsie It was sull unorganized and was actually 1n-
capable of establishing mdependent orgamzation at this time.
It therefore took up 1ts position as the extreme left wing of
the bourgeoisie, constituting the most advanced democratic
force m the Revolution The daily paper, the New Rbenish
Gazette, which Marx and Engels immediately established on
their return to their native land, operated on the basis of this
situation and therefore carried the subutle “Organ of democ-
racy ” But, within the general camp of democracy, 1t dis-
tinctly represented the proletariat i the Revolution Indeed,
it was the only paper that represented the standpomnt of the
proletariat within the democratic movement in Germany at
this time

This was 1n accord with the principle outhned n the Conz-
numst Mamfesto that the Communusts fight for the attan-
ment of the immediate aims and momentary mterests of the
working class, but in the movement of the present, they also
represent and take care of the future of that movement Marx
and Engels, therefore, were part of the democratic camp as
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a whole without giving up their class indenuty. In fact, they
strove to create a proletartan party, a special class-conscious
party within the Revolution, independent of all others. They
regarded this as the decisive guarantee of the trrumph and
further development of the democratic revolution which was
endangered by the vacillations and illusions of the other demo-
cratic class forces

They stood for a government at that time which would
base 1tself on the revolutionary people and would unhesitat-
ingly suppress all the domestic and foreign enemies of the
Revolution Such a democratc government would necessanly
open the way for the proletariac to carry the democratic
revolution to 1ts conclusion by means of the socialist revo-
lution

The proletarian uprising n France i June 1848 and the
alliance of the bourgeoisie with the monarchist-feudal reac-
tion convinced Marx and Engels that the great decisive strug-
gle between capital and labor had finally arnved, and “that
it would have to be fought out m a single, long and changeful
period of revolution, but that 1t could only end with the
final victory of the proletariat” But ultimately, Marx and
Engels had to revise this estimate.

The economic development of the Continent at this time
was not nipe for the abohiion of capitalist production In-
deed, 1t was after 1848 that a vast industrial expansion began
to take place and big industry really began to take root mn
France, Austria, Hungary, Poland and Russia, with Germany
beconung during the next fifty years a major industrial coun-
try Just as the economuc crisis of 1847 provided the matenal
mpetus for the subsequent Revolution, so the industrial
prosperity, which began to return gradually after the middle
of 1848 and reached its full growth 1n 1849 and 1850, re-
vitalized European reaction and proved decisive for the de-
feat of the Revolution *

The hustorical experience of the Revolution of 1848 and the
strategy and tactics worked out by Marx and Engels later
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proved to be of the utmost importance 1n the Russian Revo-
lution of 1905 and agamn 1n 1917 It was on the basis of a
thorough study of Marx’ and Engels’ work and writings
during the period of 1848-49 remnforced by the historic les-
sons of the Paris Commune of 1871 that Lemun formulated
the task of the proletariat 1n the Russian Revolution of 1905
and established the organic connection and conunurty be-
tween the bourgeois democratic and the socialist revolution

2 The defeat of the Revolution of 1848 was followed by a
decade of reaction in Europe. Meanwhile, across the Atlantic,
a titanic struggle was maturing between chattel slavery and
the system of wage labor, which culinunated 1n the American
Civil War of 1861-65 All the forces of reaction in the United
States and Europe rallied behind the slave-owning ohgarchy
The working people and the democratic forces of the world
came to the support of the Government of the United States
and President Abraham Lincoln They realized that the vic-
tory of the slave-owners would be a ternible blow to progress
and would strengthen the power of reaction everywhere for
decades to come The workers understood that their own
freedom was at stake, they grasped the profound truth, for-
mulated by Marx, that “labor cannot emancipate itself m
the white skin where 1n the black 1t 1s branded ” 8

From the first, Marx and Engels appreciated the world sig-
nificance of the struggle m the United States They were well
acquainted with conditions 1 America, having followed
American developments closely, especially during the ten
years between 1852 and 1862, when Marx was European
correspondent for the New York Tribune. They branded
the South as an oligarchy which “dared to inscribe, for the
first time 1n the history of the world, slavery on the banner
of armed revolt ” * They realized that the American people
were faced with a great historical crisis i which 1ts very
existence was at stake, and without losing faith n the ultimate
triumph of the North, were nevertheless peeved, on the news
of the imitial victories of the South, “that a lousy oligarchy
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of only half the number of mhabitants has proved itself just
as strong as the big, awkward, helpless democracy ”’* Marx
castigated the attitude of the official Enghsh press which, in
the past, “tired the world with their anti-slave-trade philan-
thropy,” but now rushed to the support of the slaveholders
He sugmatized the behavior of the British bourgeoisie and
contrasted 1t with the pro-Northern sympathies of the British
proletariat “The English muddle class (and aristocracy),”
Marx declared 1n 1862, “has zever more shamelessly disgraced
wtself than in the great struggle which 1s taking place on the
other side of the Atlantic The English working class, on the
other hand, which s suffering most under the Civil War, has
never proved itself more heroic and noble All the more 1s
this to be admired when one knows, as I do, all the means
which were set in motion here [in London] and in Manchester
in order to get it to demonstrate The only large organ that
they still had, the newspaper of the scoundrel Reynolds, has
been bought up by the Southerners, likewsse, their most 1m-
portant lecturers But all in vamn”®

The Briush working class played an important role in pre-
venting the aristocratic government of England from throw-
ing Britain into the scales on the side of the slaveowners and
thereby assuring the defeat of American democracy Despite
the fact that the workers were the chief sufferers because
the stoppage of cotton imports from America closed down the
Bnitish texule industry, they never faltered in their whole-
hearted support of Lincoln and frustrated the reactionary
plans of the Briush governing circles It was Karl Marx and
Frederick Engels who performed an historic service in this
connection. As the leading spints in the International Work-
ingmen’s Association, whose headquarters was 1n London,
they exerted an important influence on the British labor
movement. The International, which was orgamzed in 1864,
as a result of the revival of the labor movement in the early
’sixties, immediately made the Northern cause its own. In an
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address written by Marx, 1t greeted Lincoln on lus re-election
as President of the United States.

“We congratulate the American people,” Marx wrote, “on
your re-election by a large majonty If resistance to the slave
power was the reserved watchword of your first election,
the trumphant war-cry of your re-election 1s ‘death toslavery.’
From the commencement of the titanic American strife the
workingmen of Europe felt mstincuvely that the star-spangled
banner carried the destiny of their class ... When  counter-
revolution . .. maintamed slavery to be a bencficent mstitu-
tion, indeed, the only solution of the great problem of the
relation of Capital to Labor, and cynically proclaimed prop-
erty in man the corner stone of the new edifice, then the
working classes of Europe understood at once, even before
the frantuc partusanship of the upper classes for the Confed-
erate gentry had given its dismal warning, that the slave-
holders’ rebellion was to sound the tocsin for a general holy
crusade of property agamnst labor, and that for the men of
labor, with their hopes for the future, even their past con-
quests were at stake in that tremendous conflict on the other
side of the Atlantic....

“The workingmen of Europe feel sure that as the Amen-
can war of Independence mmtiated a new era of ascendancy
for the muddle class, so the American anti-slavery war will
do for the working classes They consider 1t an earnest of
the epoch to come, that 1t fell to the lot of Abraham Lincoln,
the single-minded son of the working class, to lead his country
through the matchless struggle for the rescue of an enchained
race and the reconstruction of a social world ”®

It was not only in England that Marx and his supporters
were active in defense of American democracy against the
onslaught of reaction. The followers of Marx lhving in the
United States, such as Joseph Weydemeyer who had come
to America 1n 1851, immediately came to the support of the
Union, rallied the labor movement to 1its defense, and an-
swered President Lincoln’s call to arms. Weydemeyer and
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other Marxists earned officers’ commussions and acquitted
themselves bravely on the battlefield. The Marxists under-
stood clearly the bourgeois character of American democ-
racy, and they knew that the defeat of the Southern oligarchy
would open up new possibilities of expansion and enrichment
to the capitalists of the North But they also understood the
historical significance of defending democracy, even in its
Iimited form, agamnst every reactionary attempt to over-
throw 1it.

3 Six years after the close of the American Civil War, a
new civil war broke out in Panis in which capital and labor
were the direct antagonists In the Amencan war, capital and
labor had umited aganst the cynical advocates of property
in man But even here 1t was labor and the masses of inde-
pendent farmers who were the most consistent fighters agamst
chattel slavery. They not only fought to preserve the Union
and to deprive the slave ohgarchy of power, which was the
essential object of Northern capital, they also drove the sec-
ond American Revolution forward to 1its logical conclusion,
the abolition of the slave system.

In the civil war 1n France, capital united with the foreign
enemy to crush the democratic aspirations of the working
class The defeat of Napolcon III and his armues in the Franco-
Prussian War of 1870 opened the way for a republican revo-
lution But because of the economic and political development
of France after 1789, the position of Paris had been such for
fifty years that no revolution could occur there without im-
mediately assumuing a proletaran character, that 1s, as Engels
said, “without the proletariat, which had bought victory with
its blood, advancing its own demands ” ** But once again, as
in 1830 and 1848, the bourgcoisie sought to usurp power.
Even then, with the Prussians marching on Paris, the workers
were ready to tolerate this assumption of power provided it
was used for the single purpose of national defense. But to
defend Parss, 1t was necessary to arm the working class. In-
stead, the bourgeois government, out of fear of the armed
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workers, made an underhanded attempt to steal the cannon of
the Paris National Guard as part of a plot to capitulate Paris to
the enemy When 1t became evident to the workers that,
i the conflict between national duty and class interest, the
government did not hesitate to turn mnto a government of
National Defection, the Parisian workers executed a successful
upnising For two months the workers held political power,
organized 1n the Paris Commune, and supported by the great
bulk of the Parisian middle class, the shopkecpcis, tradesmen,
and merchants, all, except the wealthy capitalists

The Paris Commune, as Marx declarcd, “was essentially a
working class government, the product of the struggle of the
producing aganst the appropriaung class, the political form
at last discovered under which to work out the economical
emancipation of Labor” The Commune “wanted to make 1n-
dividual property a truth by transforming the means of pro-
ducuon, land and capital, now chiefly the means of enslaving
and exploiting labor, mnto mere mnstruments of free and asso-
ciated labor.” It proceeded to smash the old state machine as an
instrument of the oppression of the working class, and to erect
a thoroughly democratc government directly by the people **

By abolishing the previous state which was an organ of
rule by the propertied class, the workers of Paris, supported
by all the people, replaced a power which misrepresented
them by a power which truly represented them This was
shown 1n the composition, structure and functioming of the
Commune It was composed of direct representatives of the
workers elected for brief periods and subject to recall at any
time should they violate the wishes of their electors These
representatives were not a power above their constituents,
but, recerving the same modecrate salaries as other workers, they
were on the same footing as any other ciizen While they
functioned 1n the capacity of legislators, adopting laws at the
instruction of their constituents, they themselves had to carry
out these laws They therefore constituted neither a bureau-
cracy nor a privileged section of the commumty The condi-
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tions of their functioning, the purposes and interests for which
they functioned made the Commune the most consistent and
highest form of democracy ever achieved by society up to
Jhat ume. Thus really democratic state, this true sovereignty
and self-government of the people, was the dictatorship of the
proletariat, the transition to the abolition of classes and a class-
less society.

The establishment of the Commune fully confirmed Marx’
and Engels’ scientific analysis of social evolution, even though
the Commune was predommantly the product of a working
class, led not by the party of Marxism at that ime but by the
Proudhomists and Blanquists who were far from possessing
the scientific insight of Marxism.,

But the same bourgeoisie which had not shrunk from na-
tional treason, intrigumg with the enemy for the surrender of
Paris and all France to Prussia, did not hesitate to initiate a
cwvil war with the help of Prussia agamnst the republic of Paris.
They succeeded 1n crushing the Paris Commune with a fe-
rocity and a reign of terror which made the blood baths of
1830 and 1848 msignificant by comparison.

The Commune had given the world its first example of
proletarian democracy in power. It provided great historical
lessons regarding the role and character of the state, the
bourgeosie and the proletariat. It confirmed the general con-
clusions originally outhned by Marx and Engels in the Comz-
nmumnst Mamfesto of 1848, but 1t also established beyond
doubt that the working class cannot win the battle for full
democracy by simply laying hold of the ready-made state
machinery and wielding 1t for 1ts own purpose, that a people’s
revolution cannot merely transfer the bureaucrauc and mili-
tary machinery from the exploiting class to the exploited class,
but must break 1t up. The savagery with which the bour-
geoisie suppressed the Commune, to the wild plaudits and
rehief of the bourgeoisie the world over, provided a bloody
demonstration that the state, regardless of its form, is only
an strument for the maintenance of class rule.
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The experience of the Commune and the logic of 1ts un-
avoidable measures during 1ts bref existence also convinced
the workers of France that Marxism provided the only basis
for the struggle for socialism After the defeat of the Com-
mune, therefore, the Proudhonist and Blanquist schools lost
their dommant influence in French working class circles and
Marx’ theory became pre-eminent.

4. The years between the Revolution of 1848 and the Paris
Commune of 1871 constituted a disnnct period 1n the eco-
nomic and political development of capitabst society, the
period during which the bourgeors democratic revolution ma-
tured and came to a close n the West The new period which
opened up 1 1872 and lasted until 1904 corresponded to the
emergence of a new stage m the economic development of
capitalism. Industrial capitalism, the epoch of free competiion
which had received 1ts most intense development between
1848 and 1871, was giving way to monopoly capital, imperi-
alism The period from 1872 to 1904 was distinguished from
the preceding period by 1ts “peaceful” character, by the ab-
sence of revolutions “The West,” as Lemin pointed out, “has
finished with bourgeoss revolutions. The East has not yet
grown ripe for them The West enters into a phase of ‘peace-
ful’ preparation for the epoch of future transformations. So-
cialist parties, proletarian 1n essence, are formed everywhere,
parties which learn to use bourgeois parliamentarism, to
establish their own daily press, their educational nsttutions,
their trade unions and their co-operatives. The teaching of
Marx gains a complete victory and expands m breadth The
process of selection and gathering of the forces of the pro-
letarat and 1ts preparation for the battles ahead proceed
slowly but steadily.” **

Imperialism, which developed fully between 1898 and 1914,
was preparing for a titanic struggle to divide the world. The
approach of this world struggle was heralded by the Spanish-
American War of 1898, the Anglo-Boer War of 1900-02, the
Russo-Japanese War of 1904-05. Everywhere, despite the
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maintenance of a “parhamentary truce” with the mass socialist
movements, the new monopoly capitalist class was in full con-
trol of state power. During the 1890’s, reflecting these de-
velopments and especally the anistocracy of labor which grew
up m the leading imperalist countries and enjoyed a rela-
tively favored position based on the musery of the bulk of
the working class and the super-exploitation of the colomal
masses—a Right opportumist wing grew up mn the Marust
parties which sought to revise the principles of Marxism and
to transform the international socialist movement 1nto a pure-
and-simple reform movement. The opportunists put forward
illusions regarding the nature of bourgeois democracy, ad-
vancing the arguments of the Iiberal bourgeoisic and msistng
that the workers would achieve full democracy through the
preservation of the capitalist state and a gradual transition to
soctalism Instead of seeing that the growth of parhamentarism
did not abolish the conditions or the necessity of class struggle
and only involved larger masscs in the struggle, the revisionists
sought to present the current achievements of the socialist
movement as evidence of the triumph of democracy They
denied the sharpening of capitalist contradictions and tried to
divert the proletanat from the maturing socialist revolution.
The only historical answer to imperialism, the final, decay-
mng stage of capitalism, was a higher form of democracy so-
cialism based on the political power of the working class 1n
alliance with the masses of peasantry and urban poor But the
revisionists refused to see that the preservation of democracy
and 1ts extension to a higher form depended on the develop-
ment of the class struggle to its historical conclusion Europe
was ready for socialism, and the development of capitalism
was preparing a new pertod of wars and revolutions, and the
only effect of opportumism mn the Marxist movement was to
disarm the workers 1deologically and to prepare them for
defeat when the mevitable crisis of capitahism actually arrived.
The first signal of this crisis was the 1905 Revolution in
Russia. A few years later, democratic revolutions broke out n
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Turkey, China and Persia. In 1914, the outbreak of the first
World War was followed by the Socialist Revolution in
Russia and the establishment of the first Workers’ and Farm-
ers’ Republic The disintegration of the socialist movement
by opportumism led to the defeat of the revolution in the
West Only in Russia, because of the consstent struggle which
the Bolsheviks had waged aganst opportunism, and their com-
plete mastery of revolutionary Marvism which was further
developed by Lenin, did the proletarian revolurion triumph.
It was in the profoundest sense the historical trumph of
Marxism-Lenmism  This triumph revealed the world signi-
ficance of Lemmn’s contribution to the devilopment of
Marxism “It may be said without fear of exaggcration that
since the death of Engels the master theorctician Lenin, and
after Lenin, Stalin and the other disciples of Lenmn, have
been the only Marasts who have advanced the Marxist theory
and who have enriched 1t with new experience n the new
conditions of the class struggle of the proletariat

“And just because Lenin and the Leninists have advanced
the Marxist theory, Lenmism 1s a further development of
Marxism, 1t 1s Marxism 1n the new conditions of the class
struggle of the proletariat, Marxism of the epoch of imperial-
1ism and proletarian revolutions, Marxism of the epoch of the
victory of Socialism on one-sixth of the earth’s surface

“The Bolshevik Party could not have won i October 1917
if 1ts foremost men had not mastered the theory of Marxism,
if they had not learned to regard this theory as a guide to
action, 1f they had not learned to advance the Marxist theory
by enriching 1t with the new expertence of the class struggle
of the proletariat 7 **

s The Bolshevik Revolution in Russia opened a new era in
history The existence of the Soviet Union henceforth de-
cisively nfluenced and affected the struggle for democracy
mn the world All those who upheld genuine democracy ral-
hed around 1t, all others opposed 1t Bourgeois democracy
could no longer represent self as the highest realization of



202 MARXISM AND THE DEMOCRATIC TRADITION

democracy Its limitations and 1ts class essence now stood out
more glaringly than ever because of the existence of 1ts con-
trast 1 the socialist democracy of the Soviet Union Indeed,
bourgeois democracy had to reveal its true capitalist character
1n 1ts atutude and behavior towards the proletarian democracy
of Russia

The monopolist bourgeosie, a thousandfold more powerful
than the bourgeoisie which was terrified by the Panis Com-
mune, was even more determined than its predecessors to keep
the people from power To achieve this, 1t had to conspire
agamnst the existence of democracy even in 1ts most limired
and bourgeoss form The growth of socialist power in Russia,
despite imperialist intervention and mtrigues, and the un-
precedented economic crisis of 1929-33 which disorganized
the entire capitalist world and brought 1t to the brink of
disaster, terrified the imperialist bourgeoisie beyond all meas-
ure Fearful of its doom at the hands of the pcople, a doom
which the consequences of imperialist rivalries made all the
more inexorable, 1t sought refuge in open fascist, terrorst
dictatorship and war The tnal of the Nazi war crimmals at
Nuremburg towards the end of 1945 and the beginning of
1946 provided documentary evidence proving that the Ger-
man capitalist class orgamzed and financed fascism 1n
Germany. The mmpenalists were determined to prevent the
experience of 1917 to 1923 from ever again threatening their
rule Even where the forms of bourgeois democracy were more
or less preserved, as in England and the United States, the big
capitalists helped to finance and encourage the nise of fascism
in Germany, m order to prevent that country from gomng
socialist and to prepare 1t as a spearhead for war agamst the
Soviet Union

Meanwhile, there was a flounshing and development of
genuine democracy only m the Soviet Union This was ex-
pressed 1n the Stalin consutution of 1936 which registered
the achievement of full democracy mn practice, guaranteeing
the right to work, economic securnity, education and leisure,
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and freedom from exploitation and national and racial in-
equality In contrast to the capitalist countries where these
conditions for the realization of full democracy are absent,
and where those democratic rights that do exist are essentially
formal and only nominal for the masses, Soviet democracy
actually assured the material and cultural elevation of the
masses, the development of the mdividual and the dignity of
man.

The growth of reaction and fascism after (933 signalized
the preparation of a new world war In 1936, fascism made
1ts first test of strength in Spain By 1939, backed by the ant-
Soviet policies of the representanves of monopoly capital,
the Second World War broke out The defeat of fascist Ger-
many, Italy and Japan together with their satellites by the
Anglo-American-Soviet Coalition supported by the anti-fas-
cist peoples of the world constituted a great historical tri-
umph for democracy and progress It created the conditions
for the completion of the bourgeois democratic revolution 1n
those countries where feudal remnants had continued to domi-
nate, and the complete elimmnation of monopoly capital, the
chief source of reaction and fascism, 1n 2 whole number of
countries n Europe But it did not destroy the power of
monopoly capital 1n the biggest imperialist countries of the
world, the United States and Great Britain

The leading role which the United States played in build-
ing up world reaction showed the great historical change
which American democracy had undergone since the days of
Jefferson, Jackson and Lincoln Up to the end of the Civil
War the American Republic had been the center of world
democracy The development of industrial capitalism after the
Civil War had prepared the ground for the rise of giant
trusts and corporations which dominated the economic and
political hife of the country The working class and the lower
muddle classes of city and countryside met the intensified
exploitation and domination by the big monopohsts with mass
struggles which, at the end of the last century, assumed the
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form of an alhance of workers and poor farmers known as
the Populist movement The people, however, were unable
to prevent the bourgeosie from taking the United States mto
the first impertalist World War, from which 1t emerged as
the most powerful imperialist country on the globe But the
economic crisis of 1929 laid the basis for the rise of new demo-
cratic strength of the masses Although they were unable to
shake the power of monopoly capital, they were able, be-
tween 1932 and 1944, the period of Franklin D Roosevelt’s
presidency, to register important democratic gains, especially
in the orgamzation of labor, and to mnfluence legislation and
government policy. The end of the Second World War
opened a new stage i the struggle for democracy in the
United States, with monopoly capital ughtening its grip on
state power, the government and government policy, and
imtiating an offensive agamst labor and the people

The struggle to destroy the last remnants of fascism, to
strengthen and build up the new democracies which arose out
of the war agamst fascism, to open the path of freedom and
democratic development to hundreds of millions of people
1n the colonial and semi-colonial countries, to save the world
from new horrors of reaction and war, and to assure the
peaceful development of socialism in the great Soviet Union—
these are the stupendous tasks which history has placed before
the present generation of humamty They are tasks which
can only be solved in the struggle aganst monopoly caputal,
because 1t 1s monopoly capital which 1s the foe of democracy
and progress And in this struggle, Marxism will ever be found
in the forefront because 1t 15 the embodiment and expression
of the progressive interests and consistently democratic aspira-
tions of the masses of mankind.
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