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And revolution, after June, meant: The June fight was led by the republican faction of the bourgeoisie; with
victory political power necessarily fell to its share. The state of siege laid , gagged Paris unresisting at its feet,
and in the provinces there prevailed a moral state of siege, the threatening, brutal arrogance of victory of the
bourgeoisie and the unleashed property fanaticism of the peasants. No danger, therefore, from below! The
crash of the revolutionary might of the workers was simultaneously a crash of the political influence of the
democratic republicans; that is, of the republicans in the sense of the petty bourgeoisie, represented in the
Executive Commission by Ledru-Rollin, in the Constituent National Assembly by the part of the Montagne
and in the press by the Reforme. Together with the bourgeois republicans, they had conspired on April 16
against the proletariat, together with them they had warred against it in the June days. Thus they themselves
blasted the background against which their party stood out as a power, for the petty bourgeoisie can preserve a
revolutionary attitude toward the bourgeoisie only as long as the proletariat stands behind it. The proletarians
were dismissed. The sham alliance concluded with them reluctantly and with mental reservations during the
epoch of the Provisional Government and the Executive Commission was openly broken by the bourgeois
republicans. Spurned and repulsed as allies, they sank down to subordinate henchmen of the tricolor men,
from whom they could not wring any concessions but whose domination they had to support whenever it, and
with it the republic, seemed to be put in jeopardy by the anti-republican bourgeois factions. Before the June
days they dared to react only under the mask of bourgeois republicanism â€” the June victory allowed for a
moment the whole of bourgeois France to greet its savior in Cavaignac; and when, shortly after the June days,
the anti-republican party regained independence, the military dictatorship and the state of siege in Paris
permitted it to put out its antennae only very timidly and cautiously. Since the bourgeois republican faction, in
the person of its writers, its spokesmen, its men of talent and ambition, its deputies, generals, bankers, and
lawyers, had grouped itself around a Parisian journal, the National. In the provinces this journal had its branch
newspapers. The coterie of the National was the dynasty of the tricolor republic. It immediately took
possession of all state offices â€” of the ministries, the prefecture of police, the post-office directorship, the
prefectures, the higher army officers posts â€” which had now become vacant. At the head of the executive
power stood its general, Cavaignac; its editor in chief, Marrast, became permanent president of the Constituent
National Assembly. As master of ceremonies he at the same time did the honors, in his salons, of the
respectable republic. Even revolutionary French writers, awed, as it were, by the republican tradition, have
strengthened the mistaken belief that the royalists dominated the Constituent National Assembly. On the
contrary, after the June days, the Constituent Assembly remained the exclusive representative of bourgeois
republicanism, and it emphasized this aspect all the more resolutely, the more the influence of the tricolor
republicans collapsed outside the Assembly. If the question was one of maintaining the form of the bourgeois
republic, then the Assembly had the votes of the democratic republicans at its disposal; if one of maintaining
the content, then even its mode of speech no longer separated it from the royalist bourgeois factions, for it is
the interests of the bourgeoisie, the material conditions of its class rule and class exploitation, that form the
content of the bourgeois republic. Thus it was not royalism but bourgeois republicanism that was realized in
the life and work of this Constituent Assembly, which in the end did not die, nor was killed, but decayed. For
the entire duration of its rule, for as long as it gave its grand performance of state on the proscenium, an
unbroken sacrificial feast was being staged in the background â€” the continual sentencing by courts â€”
martial of the captured June insurgents or their deportation without trial. The Constituent Assembly had the
tact to admit that in the June insurgents it was not judging criminals but wiping out enemies. The first act of
the Constituent National Assembly was to set up a commission of inquiry into the events of June and of May
15, and into the part played by the socialist and democratic party leaders during these days. The bourgeois
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republicans burned with impatience to rid themselves of these rivals. They could have entrusted the venting of
their spleen to no more suitable object than M. Odilon Barrot, the former chief of the dynastic opposition, the
incarnation of liberalism, the nullite grave, the thoroughly shallow person who not only had a dynasty to
revenge, but even had to settle accounts with the revolutionists for thwarting his premiership. A sure guarantee
of his relentlessness. This Barrot was therefore appointed chairman of the commission of inquiry, and he
constructed a complete legal process against the February Revolution which may be summarized thus: March
17, demonstration; April 16, conspiracy; May 15, attempt; June 23, civil war! The origin of states gets lost in a
myth that one may believe but may not discuss. The National Assembly completed the work of purging itself
which it had begun on May The plan formed by the Provisional Government, and again taken up by
Goudchaux, of taxing capital â€” in the form of a mortgage tax was rejected by the Constituent Assembly; the
law that limited the working day to ten hours was repealed; imprisonment for debt was once more introduced;
the large section of the French population that can neither read nor write was excluded from jury service. Why
not from the franchise also? Journals again had to deposit caution money. The right of association was
restricted. No one had fought more fanatically in the June days for the salvation of property and the restoration
of credit than the Parisian petty bourgeois â€” keepers of cafes and restaurants, marchands de vins, small
traders, shopkeepers, handicraftsman, etc. The shopkeeper had pulled himself together and marched against
the barricades in order to restore the traffic which leads from the streets into the shop. But behind the barricade
stood the customers and the debtors; before it the creditors of the shop. And when the barricades were thrown
down and the workers were crushed and the shopkeepers, drunk with victory, rushed back to their shops, they
found the entrance barred by a savior of property, an official agent of credit, who presented them with
threatening notices: But the house they lived in was not their property; the shop they kept was not their
property; the commodities they dealt in were not their property. Neither their business, nor the plate they ate
from, nor the bed they slept on belonged to them any longer. It was precisely from them that this property had
to be saved â€” for the house-owner who let the house, for the banker who discounted the promissory note, for
the capitalist who made the advances in cash, for the manufacturer who entrusted the sale of his commodities
to these retailers, for the wholesale dealer who had credited the raw materials to these handicraftsman. But
credit, having regained strength, proved itself a vigorous and jealous god; it turned the debtor who could not
pay out of his four walls, together with wife and child, surrendered his sham property to capital, and threw the
man himself into the debtors prison, which had once more reared its head threateningly over the corpses of the
June insurgents. The petty bourgeois saw with horror that by striking down the workers they had delivered
themselves without resistance into the hands of their creditors. Their bankruptcy, which since February had
been dragging on in chronic fashion and had apparently been ignored, was openly declared after June. Their
nominal property had been left unassailed as long as it was of consequence to drive them to the battlefield in
the name of property. In Paris the mass of overdue paper amounted to over 21,, francs; in the provinces to over
1,, The proprietors of more than 7, Paris firms had not paid their rent since February. While the National
Assembly had instituted an inquiry into political guilt, going as far back as the end of February, the petty
bourgeois on their part now demanded an inquiry into civil debts up to February They assembled en masse in
the Bourse hall and threateningly demanded, on behalf of every businessman who could prove that his
insolvency was due solely to the stagnation caused by the revolution and that his business had been in good
condition on February 24, an extension of the term of payment by order of a commerce court and the
compulsory liquidation of creditors claims in consideration of a moderate percentage payment. The Assembly
vacillated; then it suddenly learned that at the same time, at the Porte St. Denis, thousands of wives and
children of the insurgents had prepared an amnesty petition. In the presence of the resurrected specter of June,
the petty bourgeoisie trembled and the National Assembly retrieved its implacability. Thus long after the
democratic representatives of the petty bourgeois had been repulsed within the National Assembly by the
republican representatives of the bourgeoisie, this parliamentary breach received its bourgeois, its real
economic meaning by the petty bourgeois as debtors being handed over to the bourgeois as creditors. A large
part of the former were completely ruined and the remainder were allowed to continue their businesses only
under conditions which made them absolute serfs of capital. From all sides at once, therefore, open declaration
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of war against the Constituent National Assembly, against bourgeois republicanism, against Cavaignac. It
needs no argument to show how the mass bankruptcy of the Paris petty bourgeois was bound to produce
aftereffects far transcending the circle of its immediate victims, and to convulse bourgeois commerce once
more, while the state deficit was swollen anew by the costs of the June insurrection, and state revenues sank
continuously through the hold-up of production, the restricted consumption, and the decreasing imports.
Cavaignac and the National Assembly could have recourse to no other expedient than a new loan, which
forced them still further under the yoke of the finance aristocracy. Meantime, this social favoritism and the
disproportionately higher pay of the Mobile Guard embittered the army, while all those national illusions with
which bourgeois republicanism, through its journal, the National, had been able to attach to itself a part of the
army and peasant class under Louis Philippe vanished at the same time. The role of mediator which Cavaignac
and the National Assembly played in North Italy in order, together with England, to betray it to Austria â€”
this one day of rule destroyed eighteen years of opposition on the part of the National. Carthaginem esse
delendam [Carthage must be destroyed] none was more servile toward the Holy Alliance, and from a Guizot
the National had demanded the tearing up of the Treaties of Vienna. The irony of history made Bastide, the
ex-editor for foreign affairs of the National, Minister of Foreign Affairs of France, so that he might refute
every one of his articles in every one of his dispatches. For a moment, the army and the peasant class had
believed that, simultaneously with the military dictatorship, war abroad and gloire had been placed on the
order of the day in France. But Cavaignac was not the dictatorship of the saber over bourgeois society; he was
the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie by the saber. And of the soldier they now required only the gendarme.
Under the stern features of antique-republican resignation Cavaignac concealed humdrum submission to the
humiliating conditions of his bourgeois office. Money has no master! He, as well as the Constituent Assembly
in general, idealized this old election cry of the Third Estate by translating it into political speech: The
bourgeoisie has no king; the true form of its rule is the republic. And the "great organic work" of the
Constituent National Assembly: The rechristening of the Christian calendar as a republican one, of the saintly
Bartholomew as the saintly Robespierre, made no more change in the wind and weather than this constitution
made or was supposed to make in bourgeois society. Where it went beyond a change of costume, it put on
record the existing facts. Thus it solemnly registered the fact of the republic, the fact of universal suffrage, the
fact of a single sovereign National Assembly in place of two limited constitutional chambers. Thus it
registered and regulated the fact of the dictatorship of Cavaignac by replacing the stationary, irresponsible
hereditary monarchy with an ambulatory, responsible, elective monarchy, with a quadrennial presidency. Thus
it elevated no less to an organic law the fact of the extraordinary powers with which the National Assembly,
after the horrors of May 15 and June 25, had prudently invested its president in the interest of its own security.
The remainder of the constitution was a work of terminology. The royalist labels were torn off the mechanism
of the old monarchy and republican labels stuck on. Marrast, former editor in chief of the National, now editor
in chief of the constitution, acquitted himself of this academic task not without talent. The Constituent
Assembly resembled the Chilean official who wanted to regulate property relations in land more firmly by a
cadastral survey just at the moment when subterranean rumblings announced the volcanic eruption that was to
hurl away the land from under his very feet. While in theory it accurately marked off the forms in which the
rule of the bourgeoisie found republican expression, in reality it held its own only by the abolition of all
formulas, by force sans phrase, by the state of siege. Two days before it began its work on the constitution, it
proclaimed an extension of the state of siege. Formerly constitutions had been made and adopted as soon as
the social process of revolution had reached a point of rest, the newly formed class relationships had
established themselves, and the contending factions of the ruling class had had recourse to a compromise
which allowed them to continue the struggle among themselves and at the same time to keep the exhausted
masses of the people out of it. This constitution, on the contrary, did not sanction any social revolution â€” it
sanctioned the momentary victory of the old society over the revolution. The first draft of the constitution,
made before the June days, still contained the droit au travail, the right to work, the first clumsy formula
wherein the revolutionary demands of the proletariat are summarized. The right to work is, in the bourgeois
sense, an absurdity, a miserable, pious wish. But behind the right to work stands the power over capital;
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behind the power over capital, the appropriation of the means of production, their subjection to the associated
working class, and therefore the abolition of wage labor, of capital, and of their mutual relations. Behind the
"right to work" stood the June insurrection. As Plato banned the poets from his republic, so it banished forever
from its republic the progressive tax. And the progressive tax is not only a bourgeois measure, which can be
carried out within the existing relations of production to a greater or less degree, it was the only means of
binding the middle strata of bourgeois society to the "respectable" republic, of reducing the state debt, of
holding the anti-republican majority of the bourgeoisie in check. They elevated this isolated fact to a principle
by the legal prohibition of a progressive tax. They put bourgeois reform on the same level as proletarian
revolution. But what class then remained as the mainstay of their republic? And its mass was anti-republican.
While it exploited the republicans of the National in order to consolidate again the old relations of economic
life, it thought, on the other hand, of exploiting the once more consolidated social relations in order to restore
the political forms that corresponded to them. As early as the beginning of October, Cavaignac felt compelled
to make Dufaure and Vivien, previously ministers of Louis Philippe, ministers of the republic, however much
the brainless puritans of his own party growled and blustered. While the tricolor constitution rejected every
compromise with the petty bourgeoisie and was unable to win the attachment of any new social element to the
new form of government, it hastened, on the other hand, to restore its traditional inviolability to a body that
constituted the most hard â€” bitten and fanatical defender of the old state. It raised the irremovability of
judges, which had been questioned by the Provisional Government, to an organic law. The one king whom it
had removed rose again, by the score, in these irremovable inquisitors of legality.
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Karl Marx did not only involve himself in abstract conceptual work on how to understand the capitalist social
relations of production. He was also an engaged analyst of class struggles at his time. This included three
separate writings on developments in France: Focus on the social relations of production For Marx, a focus on
the social relations of production is essential, when analysing historical developments and class struggle.
Equally, when examining the reason for the eventual defeat of workers in France in the period of to , he refers
to the social relations surrounding production. It is on the basis of how production is organised that he
identifies a range of different relevant classes and class fractions in the French struggles from to Different
class fractions Marx assumed that ultimately all capitalist societies would be divided into two large classes,
capital and labour. However, he was sensitive to the fact that the development towards this situation was a
historical process, within which many more classes and class fractions were involved. In other words, rather
than simply thinking in terms of capital and labour, he identified a range of relevant classes on the basis of an
analysis of the social relations of production. In France in , this included the industrial proletariat, the petty
bourgeoisie such as small shop keepers, the peasant class as well as capital. The latter were sub-divided into
different class fractions. He further established that finance capital was dominant in France, while
manufacturing played a subordinate role. In short, Marx was prepared to modify and adjust his general
concepts such as capital and labour to the concrete empirical situation he was investigating. The international
dimension Marx always understood capitalism as an international phenomenon and appreciated that class
struggles within one country were directly affected by economic developments elsewhere. The capitalist social
relations of production and class struggle can only be understood within an international context. The
historical specificity When analysing concrete struggles, Marx was careful not to generalise his findings from
one country to another. In the case of France, he acknowledged the rather different production structure from
the one in England, which then, in turn, led to a different assessment. In England industry requires free trade;
in France, protection, national monopoly besides other monopolies. French industry does not dominate
production; the French industrialists, therefore, do not dominate the French bourgeoisie. The original process
always takes place in England; she is the demiurge of the bourgeois cosmos. On the Continent, the different
phases of the cycle through which bourgeois society is ever speeding anew, occur in secondary and tertiary
form. This historically different location has then also implications for where revolutionary uprisings are more
likely to erupt. Karl Marx and the analysis of the global economic crisis In his assessment of class struggles in
France from to , Marx highlighted the importance of crisis as an opportunity for revolutionary change. Today,
we face another, much larger economic crisis on a global, but especially also European scale. First, we cannot
understand the crisis by looking solely at issues such as the regulation of financial markets, as vulgar
economists do. Rather, we need to analyse the underlying social relations of production and the related
developments, which have brought this crisis about. Second, we need to identify the different social class
forces, when thinking about agency for change. We cannot automatically assume, for example, that all
workers are likely to be revolutionary agents. Different class fractions of labour are likely to act differently.
Third, the international dimension is of importance. As different countries are in a different location in the
global economy, so are different labour movements. It is no surprise that Greek workers are much more
involved in open resistance, being in the periphery of the European political economy, than British workers
from the core. Finally, we need to investigate the historical specificity of the capitalist social relations of
production and here the way capitalism has evolved since the midth century.
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Marx's first full application of historical materialism to an ongoing event. He analyzes the first sharp class conflict of
capitalism and shows how the developing working class can lead other social strata to socialism. To ask other readers
questions about The Class Struggles in France.

Engels demonstrated, as an expert in military science, that it was a pure illusion to believe that the workers
could, in the existing state of military technique and of industry, and in view of the characteristics of the great
towns of today, successfully bring about a revolution by street fighting. Introduction to the Edition , Engels
With the exception of only a few chapters, every important part of the revolutionary annals from to bear the
heading: Defeat of the revolution! What succumbed in these defeats was not the revolution. It was the
pre-revolutionary traditional appendages, results of social relationships which had not yet come to the point of
sharp class antagonisms â€” persons, illusions, conceptions, projects from which the revolutionary party
before the February Revolution was not free, from which it could be freed not by the victory of February, but
only by a series of defeats. The revolution made progress, forged ahead, not by its immediate tragicomic
achievements but, on the contrary, by the creation of a powerful, united counterrevolution, by the creation of
an opponent in combat with whom the party of overthrow ripened into a really revolutionary party. To prove
this is the task of the following pages. Consequences of June 13, Part IV: In preparation for this work, Marx
used French newspaper reports, reports published in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung, and accounts given by
witnesses â€” French and German revolutionary refugees, among them Ferdinand Wolff, the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung Paris correspondent, and another Communist League member, Sebastian Seiler, who was a
stenographer to the French National Assembly in and and wrote a pamphlet on the events of June 13, , which
he presented to Marx. According to the original plan the work was to consist of four articles: In it came out in
book form in Berlin, with an Introduction by Engels. The title The Class Struggles in France, to was given by
Engels and the work has since appeared under this title in various languages. In the edition, Engels added the
fourth chapter, which included the sections of the third international review dealing with events in France. A
short announcement of No. On the other hand, the idea of the dictatorship of the proletariat brought criticism
of the author from the petty-bourgeois democrats. Marx and Engels attached great importance to the
popularisation of the ideas contained in The Class Struggles in France among the English workers. Engels
used this work in his Letters from France published in The Democratic Review and, on the basis of the first
article in the series, wrote Two Years of a Revolution, which was published in the same journal. In this
volume, the work is published after the Neue Rheinische Zeitung. In the present edition, all changes in style,
spelling, punctuation and other corrections made by Engels have been taken into account, as well as errata
printed in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung. It is also probable that Engels intended to republish the Revue in full.
Some corrections by Marx and Engels coinciding with the errata printed in the Revue have been silently
inserted in the text of the present edition. Changes in meaning are indicated in footnotes. Besides this,
obviously inaccurate dates and factual data, including those in the and editions, have also been silently
corrected.

Page 6

CLASS STRUGGLES IN FRANCE, 1848-50 . pdf
4: Formats and Editions of The class struggles in France () [www.enganchecubano.com]
The Class Struggles in France, Part III Consequences of June 13, On December 20 the Janus head of the constitutional
republic had still shown only one face, the executive face with the indistinct, plain features of L. Bonaparte; on May 28, ,
it showed its second face, the legislative, pitted with the scars that the orgies of the Restoration and the July Monarchy
had left behind.

Bonaparte; on May 28, , it showed its second face, the legislative, pitted with the scars that the orgies of the
Restoration and the July Monarchy had left behind. While the French republic thus became the property of the
coalition of the royalist parties, the European coalition of the counterrevolutionary powers embarked
simultaneously upon a general crusade against the last places of refuge of the March revolutions. Russia
invaded Hungary â€” Prussia marched against the army defending the Reich constitution; and Oudinot
bombarded Rome. The European crisis was evidently approaching a decisive turning point; the eyes of all
Europe were turned on Paris, and the eyes of all Paris on the Legislative Assembly. On June 11 Ledru-Rollin
mounted its tribune. He made no speech; he formulated an indictment of the ministers, naked, unadorned,
factual, concentrated, forceful. The attack on Rome is an attack on the constitution; the attack on the Roman
republic is an attack on the French republic. Article 5 of the constitution reads: Article 54 Of the constitution
forbids the executive power to declare any war whatsoever without the consent of the National Assembly.
Thus Ledru-Rollin called the constitution itself as a witness for the prosecution against Bonaparte and his
ministers. At the royalist majority of the National Assembly, he, the tribune of the constitution, hurled the
threatening declaration: By votes to , the National Assembly resolved to pass on from the bombardment of
Rome to the next item on the agenda. Did Ledru-Rollin believe he could beat the National Assembly by means
of the constitution, and the President by means of the National Assembly? To be sure, the constitution forbade
any attack on the liberty of foreign peoples, but what the French army attacked in Rome was, according to the
ministry, not "liberty" but the "despotism of anarchy. That its wording must be construed in its viable meaning
and that the bourgeois meaning was its only viable meaning That Bonaparte and the royalist majority of the
National Assembly were the authentic interpreters of the constitution, as the priest is the authentic interpreter
of the Bible, and the judge the authentic interpreter of the laws Should the National Assembly, freshly
emerged from the general elections, feel itself bound by the testamentary provisions of the dead Constituent
Assembly, whose will an Odilon Barrot had broken while it was alive? The constitution itself calls
insurrection to its aid by summoning, in a special article, every citizen to protect it. Ledru-Rollin based
himself on this article. But at the same time, are not the public authorities organized for the defense of the
constitution, and does not the violation of the constitution begin only from the moment when one of the
constitutional public authorities rebels against the other? And the President of the republic, the ministers of the
republic, and the National Assembly of the republic were in the most harmonious agreement. What the
Montagne attempted on June 11 was "an insurrection within the limits of pure reason," that is, a purely
parliamentary insurrection. The majority of the Assembly, intimidated by the prospect of an armed rising of
the popular masses, was, in Bonaparte and the ministers, to destroy its own power and the significance of its
own election. Had not the Constituent Assembly similarly attempted to annul the election of Bonaparte, when
it insisted so obstinately on the dismissal of the Barrot-Falloux Ministry? Neither were there lacking from the
time of the Convention models for parliamentary insurrections which had suddenly transformed completely
the relation between the majority and the minority â€” and should the young Montagne not succeed where the
old had succeeded? Popular unrest in Paris had reached an alarmingly high point â€” the army, according to its
vote at the election, did not seem favorably inclined toward the government; the legislative majority itself was
still too young to have become consolidated, and in addition it consisted of old gentlemen. If the Montagne
were successful in a parliamentary insurrection, the helm of state would fall directly into its hands. The
democratic petty bourgeoisie, for its part, wished, as always, for nothing more fervently than to see the battle
fought out in the clouds over its head between the departed spirits of parliament. Finally, both of them, the
democratic petty bourgeoisie and its representatives, the Montagne, would, through a parliamentary
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insurrection, achieve their great purpose, that of breaking the power of the bourgeoisie without unleashing the
proletariat or letting it appear otherwise than in perspective; the proletariat would have been used without
becoming dangerous. The latter urged that the attack be started the same evening. The Montagne decisively
rejected this plan. On no account did it want to let the leadership slip out of its hands; its allies were as suspect
to it as its antagonists, and rightly so. The memory of June, , surged through the ranks of the Paris proletariat
more vigorously than ever. Nevertheless it was chained to the alliance with the Montagne. The latter
represented the largest part of the departments â€” it had increased its influence in the army; it had at its
disposal the democratic section of the National Guard; it had the moral power of the shopkeepers behind it. To
begin the revolution at this moment against the will of the Montagne would have meant for the proletariat,
decimated moreover by cholera and driven out of Paris in considerable numbers by unemployment, to repeat
uselessly the June days of , without the situation which had forced this desperate struggle. The proletarian
delegates did the only rational thing. They obligated the Montagne to compromise itself, that is, to come out
beyond the confines of the parliamentary struggle, in the event that its bill of impeachment was rejected.
During the whole of June 13 the proletariat maintained this same skeptically watchful attitude, and awaited a
seriously engaged irrevocable melee between the democratic National Guard and the army, in order then to
plunge into the fight and push the revolution forward beyond the petty bourgeois aim set for it. In the event of
victory a proletarian commune was already formed which would take its place beside the official government.
The Parisian workers had learned in the bloody school of June, On June 12 Minister Lacrosse himself brought
forward in the Legislative Assembly the motion to proceed at once to the discussion of the bill of
impeachment. During the night the government had made every provision for defense and attack; the majority
of the National Assembly was determined to drive the rebellious minority out into the streets; the minority
itself could no longer retreat; the die was cast; the bill of impeachment was rejected by votes to 8. The
"Mountain," which had abstained from voting, rushed resentfully into the propaganda halls of the "pacific
democracy," the newspaper offices of the Democratie Pacifique. Its withdrawal from the parliament building
broke its strength as withdrawal from the earth broke the strength of Antaeus, her giant son. Samsons in the
precincts of the Legislative Assembly, the Montagnards were only Philistines in the precincts of the "pacific
democracy. The Montagne was determined to compel respect for the constitution by every means, "only not
by force of arms. While six of its remaining parliamentary representatives had voted against, the others in a
body voting for, the rejection of the bill of impeachment, while Cavaignac placed his saber at the disposal of
the party of Order, the larger, extra-parliamentary part of the coterie greedily seized the opportunity to emerge
from its position of a political pariah and to press into the ranks of the democratic party. Did they not appear
as the natural shield bearers of this party, which hid itself behind their shield, behind their principles, behind
the constitution? It gave birth to a proclamation to the people," which on the morning of June occupied a more
or less shamefaced place in two socialist journals. It declared the President, the ministers, and the majority of
the Legislative Assembly "outside the constitution" and summoned the National Guard, the army, and finally
also the people "to arise. From the many-voiced song the chest notes were missing. And when the procession
swung by the meeting hall of the "Friends of the Constitution" and a hired herald of the constitution appeared
on the housetop, violently cleaving the air with his claquer hat and from tremendous lungs letting the catch
â€” cry "Long live the Constitution! It is known how the procession, having arrived at the termination of the
Rue de la Paix, was received in the Boulevards by the dragoons and chasseurs of Changarnier in an altogether
unparliamentary way, how in a trice it scattered in all directions, and how it threw behind it a few shouts of
"To arms" only in order that the parliamentary call to arms of June 11 might be fulfilled. The majority of the
Montagne assembled in the Rue du Hasard scattered when this violent dispersion of the peaceful procession,
the muffled rumors of murder of unarmed citizens on the Boulevards, and the growing tumult in the streets
seemed to herald the approach of a rising. Ledru-Rollin at the head of a small band of deputies saved the honor
of the Mountain. Under the protection of the Paris Artillery, which had assembled in the Palais National, they
betook themselves to the Conservatoire des Arts et Metiers, where the fifth and sixth legions of the National
Guard were to arrive. But the Montagnards waited in vain for the fifth and sixth legions; these discreet
National Guards left their representatives in the lurch; the Paris Artillery itself prevented the people from
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throwing up barricades; chaotic disorder made any decision impossible; the troops of the line advanced with
fixed bayonets; some of the representatives were taken prisoner, while others escaped. Thus ended June If
June 23, , was the insurrection of the revolutionary proletariat, June 13, I, was the insurrection of the
democratic petty bourgeois, each of these two insurrections being the classically pure expression of the class
which had been its vehicle. Only in Lyon did it come to an obstinate, bloody conflict. Wherever else it broke
out in the provinces it did not kindle fire â€” a cold lightning flash. June 13 closes the first period in the life of
the constitutional republic, which had attained its normal existence on May 28, i, with the meeting of the
Legislative Assembly. The whole period of this prologue is filled with vociferous struggle between the party
of Order and the Montagne, between the big bourgeoisie and the petty bourgeoisie, which strove in vain
against the consolidation of the bourgeois republic, for which it had itself continuously conspired in the
Provisional Government and in the Executive Commission, and for which, during the June days, it had fought
fanatically against the proletariat. The thirteenth of June breaks its resistance and makes the legislative
dictatorship of the united royalists a fait accompli. Paris had put the President, the ministers, and the majority
of the National Assembly in a "state of impeachment"; they put Paris in a state of siege. It was decimated to a
rump without head or heart. The minority had gone so far as to attempt a parliamentary insurrection â€” the
majority elevated its parliamentary despotism to law. It decreed new "standing orders," which annihilate the
freedom of the tribune and authorize the president of the National Assembly to punish representatives for
violation of the standing orders with censure, with fines, with stoppage of their salaries, with suspension of
membership, with incarceration. Over the rump of the Montagne it hung the rod instead of the sword. The
remainder of the deputies of the Montagne owed it to their honor to make a mass exit. By such an act the
dissolution of the party of Order would have been hastened. It would have had to break up into its original
component parts the moment not even the semblance of an opposition would hold it together any longer.
Simultaneously with their parliamentary power, the democratic petty bourgeois were robbed of their armed
power through the dissolution of the Paris Artillery and the eighth, ninth, and twelfth legions of the National
Guard. On the other hand, the legion of high finance, which on June 13 had raided the print shops of Boule
and Roux, demolished the presses, played havoc with the offices of the republican journals, and arbitrarily
arrested editors, compositors, printers, shipping clerks, and errand boys, received encouraging approval from
the tribune of the National Assembly. All over France the disbanding of National Guards suspected of
republicanism was repeated. A new press law, a new law of association, a new law on the state of siege, the
prisons of Paris overflowing, the political refugees driven out, all the journals that go beyond the limits of the
National suspended, Lyon and the five departments surrounding it abandoned to the brutal persecution of
military despotism, the courts ubiquitous, and the army of officials, so often purged, purged once more â€”
these were the inevitable, the constantly recurring commonplaces of victorious reaction, worth mentioning
after the massacres and the deportations of June only because this time they were directed not only against
Paris but also against the departments, not only against the proletariat but, above all, against the middle
classes. The repressive laws by which the declaration of a state of siege was left to the discretion of the
government, the press still more firmly muzzled, and the right of association annihilated, absorbed the whole
of the legislative activity of the National Assembly during the months of June, July, and August. However,
this epoch is characterized not by the exploitation of victory in fact, but in principle; not by the resolutions of
the National Assembly, but by the grounds advanced for these resolutions; not by the thing but by the phrase;
not by the phrase but by the accent and the gesture which enliven the phrase. The brazen, unreserved
expression of royalist sentiments, the contemptuously aristocratic insults to the republic, the coquettishly
frivolous babbling of restoration aims in a word, the boastful violation of republican decorum â€” give its
peculiar tone and color to this period. Long live the Constitution! The victors were therefore absolved from the
hypocrisy of constitutional, that is, republican, speech. The counterrevolution subjugated Hungary, Italy, and
Germany, and they believed that the restoration was already at the gates of France. Among the masters of
ceremonies of the factions of Order there ensued a real competition to document their royalism in the
Moniteur, and to confess, repent, and crave pardon before God and man for liberal sins perchance committed
by them under the monarchy. No day passed without the February Revolution being declared a national

Page 9

CLASS STRUGGLES IN FRANCE, 1848-50 . pdf
calamity from the tribune of the National Assembly, without some Legitimist provincial cabbage-junker
solemnly stating that he had never recognized the republic, without one of the cowardly deserters of and
traitors to the July Monarchy relating the belated deeds of heroism in the performance of which only the
philanthropy of Louis Philippe or other misunderstandings had hindered him. What was admirable in the
February days was not the magnanimity of the victorious people, but the self-sacrifice and moderation of the
royalists, who had allowed it to be victorious. One Representative of the People proposed to divert part of the
money destined for the relief of those wounded in February to the Municipal Guards, who alone in those days
had deserved well of the fatherland. Thiers called the constitution a dirty piece of paper. The cry "Long live
the Social-Democratic Republic! On the anniversary of the Battle of Waterloo, a representative declared:
Every infringement of the minutest republican formality â€” for example, that of addressing the
representatives as citoyens â€” filled the knights of order with enthusiasm. The by-elections in Paris on July 8,
held under the influence of the state of siege and of the abstention of a great part of the proletariat from the
ballot box, the taking of Rome by the French army, the entry into Rome of the red eminences and, in their
train, of inquisition and monkish terrorism, added fresh victories to the victory of June and increased the
intoxication of the party of Order. Finally, in the middle of August, half with the intention of attending the
Department Councils just assembled, half through exhaustion from the tendentious orgy of many months, the
royalists decreed a two â€” month recess of the National Assembly. The irony was more profound than they
suspected. They, condemned by history to help to overthrow the monarchy they loved, were destined by it to
conserve the republic they hated. The second period in the life of the constitutional republic, its royalist period
of sowing wild oats, closes with the recess of the Legislative Assembly. The state of siege in Paris had again
been raised, the activities of the press had again begun. During the suspension of the Social-Democratic
papers, during the period of repressive legislation and royalist bluster, the Siecle, the old literary representative
of the monarchist-constitutional petty bourgeois, republicanized itself; the Presse, the old literary exponent of
the bourgeois reformers, democratized itself; while the National, the old classic organ of the republican
bourgeois, socialized itself. The secret societies grew in extent and intensity in the same degree that the public
clubs became impossible. June 13 had struck off the official heads of the various semirevolutionary parties;
the masses that remained won a head of their own. The knights of order had practiced intimidation by
prophecies of the terror of the red republic; the base excesses, the hyperborean atrocities of the victorious
counterrevolution in Hungary, in Baden, and in Rome washed the "red republic" white.
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5: The Class Struggles in France â€“ - Wikipedia
Karl Marx's THE CLASS STRUGGLES IN FRANCE T he Class Struggles in France actually appeared as a series of
articles in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung between December and November Engels would "repackage" them into a more
complete book in , a dozen years after Marx's passing.

Biography Childhood and early education: The family occupied two rooms on the ground floor and three on
the first floor. A classical liberal , he took part in agitation for a constitution and reforms in Prussia, then
governed by an absolute monarchy. Lion Philips was a wealthy Dutch tobacco manufacturer and industrialist,
upon whom Karl and Jenny Marx would later often come to rely for loans while they were exiled in London.
By employing many liberal humanists as teachers, Wyttenbach incurred the anger of the local conservative
government. Subsequently, police raided the school in and discovered that literature espousing political
liberalism was being distributed among the students. He became engaged to Jenny von Westphalen , an
educated baroness of the Prussian ruling class who had known Marx since childhood. As she had broken off
her engagement with a young aristocrat to be with Marx, their relationship was socially controversial owing to
the differences between their religious and class origins, but Marx befriended her father Ludwig von
Westphalen a liberal aristocrat and later dedicated his doctoral thesis to him. Hegel , whose ideas were then
widely debated among European philosophical circles. Marx was also engaged in writing his doctoral thesis,
The Difference Between the Democritean and Epicurean Philosophy of Nature , [57] which he completed in It
was described as "a daring and original piece of work in which Marx set out to show that theology must yield
to the superior wisdom of philosophy". Marx decided instead to submit his thesis to the more liberal
University of Jena , whose faculty awarded him his PhD in April There they scandalised their class by getting
drunk, laughing in church and galloping through the streets on donkeys. Marx criticised both right-wing
European governments as well as figures in the liberal and socialist movements whom he thought ineffective
or counter-productive. Initially living with Ruge and his wife communally at 23 Rue Vaneau , they found the
living conditions difficult, so moved out following the birth of their daughter Jenny in Based in Paris, the
paper was connected to the League of the Just , a utopian socialist secret society of workers and artisans. Marx
attended some of their meetings, but did not join. This work was published in as The Holy Family. Simon and
Charles Fourier [85] and the history of France. Still Marx was always drawn back to his economic studies:
However, to stay in Belgium he had to pledge not to publish anything on the subject of contemporary politics.
Engels had already spent two years living in Manchester from November [] to August In German Ideology,
Marx and Engels finally completed their philosophy, which was based solely on materialism as the sole motor
force in history. This was the intent of the new book that Marx was planning, but to get the manuscript past
the government censors he called the book The Poverty of Philosophy [] and offered it as a response to the
"petty bourgeois philosophy" of the French anarchist socialist Pierre-Joseph Proudhon as expressed in his
book The Philosophy of Poverty While residing in Brussels in , Marx continued his association with the
secret radical organisation League of the Just. Accordingly, in June the League was reorganised by its
membership into a new open "above ground" political society that appealed directly to the working classes. No
longer a secret society, the Communist League wanted to make aims and intentions clear to the general public
rather than hiding its beliefs as the League of the Just had been doing. Proceeding on from this, the Manifesto
presents the argument for why the Communist League, as opposed to other socialist and liberal political
parties and groups at the time, was truly acting in the interests of the proletariat to overthrow capitalist society
and to replace it with socialism. Designed to put forward news from across Europe with his own Marxist
interpretation of events, the newspaper featured Marx as a primary writer and the dominant editorial influence.
Despite contributions by fellow members of the Communist League, according to Friedrich Engels it remained
"a simple dictatorship by Marx". With his wife Jenny expecting their fourth child and not able to move back to
Germany or Belgium, in August he sought refuge in London. The headquarters of the Communist League also
moved to London. However, in the winter of â€” a split within the ranks of the Communist League occurred
when a faction within it led by August Willich and Karl Schapper began agitating for an immediate uprising.
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Willich and Schapper believed that once the Communist League had initiated the uprising, the entire working
class from across Europe would rise "spontaneously" to join it, thus creating revolution across Europe. Marx
and Engels protested that such an unplanned uprising on the part of the Communist League was
"adventuristic" and would be suicide for the Communist League. Marx maintained that this would spell doom
for the Communist League itself, arguing that changes in society are not achieved overnight through the
efforts and will power of a handful of men. In the present stage of development circa , following the defeat of
the uprisings across Europe in he felt that the Communist League should encourage the working class to unite
with progressive elements of the rising bourgeoisie to defeat the feudal aristocracy on issues involving
demands for governmental reforms, such as a constitutional republic with freely elected assemblies and
universal male suffrage. In other words, the working class must join with bourgeois and democratic forces to
bring about the successful conclusion of the bourgeois revolution before stressing the working class agenda
and a working class revolution. In London, without finances to run a newspaper themselves, he and Engels
turned to international journalism. The Tribune was a vehicle for Marx to reach a transatlantic public to make
a "hidden war" to Henry Charles Carey []. The journal had wide working-class appeal from its foundation; at
two cents, it was inexpensive; [] and, with about 50, copies per issue, its circulation was the widest in the
United States. Marx had sent his articles on Tuesdays and Fridays, but, that October, the Tribune discharged
all its correspondents in Europe except Marx and B. Taylor, and reduced Marx to a weekly article. Between
September and November , only five were published. After a six-month interval, Marx resumed contributions
in September until March , when Dana wrote to inform him that there was no longer space in the Tribune for
reports from London, due to American domestic affairs. In all, 67 Marx-Engels articles were published, of
which 51 written by Engels, although Marx did some research for them in the British Museum. After the
"failures" of , the revolutionary impetus appeared spent and not to be renewed without an economic recession.
Contention arose between Marx and his fellow communists, whom he denounced as "adventurists". Marx
deemed it fanciful to propose that "will power" could be sufficient to create the revolutionary conditions when
in reality the economic component was the necessary requisite. Yet, this economy was seen as too immature
for a capitalist revolution. Moreover, any economic crisis arising in the United States would not lead to
revolutionary contagion of the older economies of individual European nations, which were closed systems
bounded by their national borders. When the so-called " Panic of " in the United States spread globally, it
broke all economic theory models, [] and was the first truly global economic crisis. Financial necessity had
forced Marx to abandon economic studies in and give thirteen years to working on other projects. He had
always sought to return to economics. However, the departure of Charles Dana from the paper in late and the
resultant change in the editorial board brought about a new editorial policy. The new editorial board supported
an immediate peace between the Union and the Confederacy in the Civil War in the United States with slavery
left intact in the Confederacy. Marx strongly disagreed with this new political position and in was forced to
withdraw as a writer for the Tribune. In response to the bloody suppression of this rebellion, Marx wrote one
of his most famous pamphlets, " The Civil War in France ", a defence of the Commune. This work was
intended merely as a preview of his three-volume Das Kapital English title: Critique of Political Economy ,
which he intended to publish at a later date. The work was enthusiastically received, and the edition sold out
quickly. No longer was there any "natural reward of individual labour. Each labourer produces only some part
of a whole, and each part having no value or utility of itself, there is nothing on which the labourer can seize,
and say: By the autumn of , the entire first edition of the German language edition of Capital had been sold out
and a second edition was published. The Process of Circulation of Capital. The Process of Capitalist
Production as a Whole.
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6: Editions of The Class Struggles in France, by Karl Marx
The Class Struggles in France, Part II From June to June 13, February 25, , granted the republic to France, June 25
thrust the revolution upon her.

See note about this text and the authoritative version of the text. In The Communist Manifesto, the theory was
applied in broad outline to the whole of modern history, while in the articles by Marx and myself in the Neue
Rheinische Zeitung, it was constantly used to interpret political events of the day. Here, on the other hand, the
question was to demonstrate the inner causal connection in the course of a development which extended over
some years, a development as critical, for the whole of Europe, as it was typical; that is, in accordance with the
conception of the author, to trace political events back to the effects of what are, in the last resort, economic
causes. In judging the events and series of events of day-to-day history, it will never be possible for anyone to
go right back to the final economic causes. Even today, when the specialized technical press provides such
rich materials, in England itself it still remains impossible to follow day by day the movement of industry and
trade in the world market and the changes which take place in the methods of production, in such a way as to
be able to draw the general conclusion, at any point of time, from these very complicated and ever changing
factors; of these factors, the most important, into the bargain, generally operate a long time in secret before
they suddenly and violently make themselves felt on the surface. A clear survey of the economic history of a
given period is never contemporaneous; it can only be gained subsequently, after collecting and sifting of the
material has taken place. Statistics are a necessary help here, and they always lag behind. For this reason, it is
only too often necessary, in the current history of the time, to treat the most decisive factor as constant, to treat
the economic situation existing at the beginning of the period concerned as given and unalterable for the whole
period, or else to take notice only of such changes in this situation as themselves arise out of events clearly
before us, and as, therefore, can likewise be clearly seen. Hence, the materialist method has here often to limit
itself to tracing political conflicts back to the struggles between the interests of the social classes and fractions
of classes encountered as the result of economic development, and to show the particular political parties as
the more or less adequate political expression of these same classes and fractions of classes. It is self-evident
that this unavoidable neglect of contemporaneous changes in the economic situation, of the very basis of all
the proceedings subject to examination, must be a source of error. But all the conditions of a comprehensive
presentation of the history of the day unavoidably imply sources of errorâ€”which, however, keeps nobody
from writing contemporary history. When Marx undertook this work, the sources of error mentioned were, to a
still greater degree, impossible to avoid. It was quite impossible during the period of the Revolution of to
follow the economic transformations which were being consummated at the same time, or even to keep a
general view of them. It was just the same during the first months of exile in London, in the autumn and
winter of But that was just the time when Marx began this work. And in spite of these unfavorable
circumstances, his exact knowledge both of the economic situation in France and of the political history of that
country since the February Revolution, made it possible for him to give a picture of events which laid bare
their inner connections in a way never attained since, and which later brilliantly withstood the double test
instituted by Marx himself. The first test resulted from the fact that after the spring of Marx once again found
leisure for economic studies, and first of all took up the economic history of the last ten years. In this study,
what he had earlier deduced, half a priori, from defective material, was made absolutely clear to him by the
facts themselves, namely, that the world trade crisis of had been the true mother of the February and March
Revolutions and that the industrial prosperity which had been returning gradually since the middle of , and
which attained full bloom in and , was the revivifying force of the newly strengthened European reaction.
Whereas in the three first articles which appeared in the January, February and March number of the N. It is
just as certain, however, as this. There was absolutely nothing to alter in the interpretation of events given in
the earlier chapters, or in the causal connections established therein, as the continuation of the narrative from
March 10, up to the autumn of in the review in question, proves. I have therefore included this continuation as
the fourth article in the present new edition. The second test was even more severe. The Eighteenth Brumaire
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of Louis Bonaparte. Third edition, Meissner, Hamburg, In this brochure the period which we had depicted in
our present publication is again dealt with, although more briefly. Compare this second production, written in
the light of decisive events which happened over a year later, with our present publication, and it will be found
that the author had very little to change. In the second chapter, in connection with the "right to work," which is
characterized as "the first clumsy formula wherein the revolutionary aspirations of the proletariat are
summarized," it is said: If, later, Marx extended the formula to appropriation of the means of exchange also,
this extension, which, in any case, was self-evident after The Communist Manifesto, only expressed a
corollary to the main proposition. A few wiseacres in England have of late added that the "means of
distribution" should also be handed over to society. It would be difficult for these gentlemen to say what these
economic means of distribution are, as distinct from the means of production and exchange; unless political
means of distribution are meant, taxes, poor relief, including the Sachsenwald and other endowments. But,
first, these are means of distribution now already in collective possession, either of the state or of the
commune, and, secondly, it is precisely these we wish to abolish. When the February Revolution broke out,
we all of us, as far as our conception of the conditions and the course of revolutionary movements was
concerned, were under the spell of previous historical experience, namely, that of France. It was, indeed, the
latter which had dominated the whole of European history since , and from which now once again the signal
had gone forth for general revolutionary change. It was therefore natural and unavoidable that our conceptions
of the nature and the path of the "social" revolution proclaimed in Paris in February , of the revolution of the
proletariat, were strongly colored by memories of the models of Moreover, when the Paris upheaval found its
echo in the victorious insurrections in Vienna, Milan and Berlin; when the whole of Europe right up to the
Russian frontier was swept into the movement; when in Paris the first great battle for power between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie was joined; when the very victory of their class so shook the bourgeoisie of all
countries that they fled back into the arms of the monarchist-feudal reaction which had just been
overthrownâ€”for us under the circumstances of the time, there could be no doubt that the great decisive
struggle had broken out, that it would have to be fought out in a single, long and changeful period of
revolution, but that it could only end with the final victory of the proletariat. After the defeats of we in no way
shared the illusions of the vulgar democracy grouped around the would-be provisional governments in
partibus. This vulgar democracy reckoned on a speedy and finally decisive victory of the "people" over the
"usurpers"; we looked to a long struggle, after the removal of the "usurpers," between the antagonistic
elements concealed within this "people" itself. Vulgar democracy expected a renewed outbreak from day to
day; we declared as early as autumn that at least the first chapter of the revolutionary period was closed and
that nothing further was to be expected until the outbreak of a new world crisis. For this reason we were
excommunicated; as traitors to the revolution, by the very people who later, almost without exception, have
made their peace with Bismarckâ€”so far as Bismarck found them worth the trouble. But we, too, have been
shown to have been wrong by history, which has revealed our point of view of that time to have been an
illusion. It has done even more: The mode of struggle of is today obsolete from every point of view, and this is
a point which deserves closer examination on the present occasion. All revolutions up to the present day have
resulted in the displacement of one definite class rule by another; all ruling classes up till now have been only
minorities as against the ruled mass of the people. A ruling minority was thus overthrown; another minority
seized the helm of state and remodeled the state apparatus in accordance with its own interests. This was on
every occasion the minority group, able and called to rule by the degree of economic development, and just for
that reason, and only for that reason, it happened that the ruled majority either participated in the revolution on
the side of the former or else passively acquiesced in it. But if we disregard the concrete content of each
occasion, the common form of all these revolutions was that they were minority revolutions. Even where the
majority took part, it did soâ€”whether wittingly or notâ€”only in the service of a minority; but because of
this, or simply because of the passive, unresisting attitude of the majority, this minority acquired the
appearance of being the representative of the whole people. As a rule, after the first great success, the
victorious minority became divided; one half was pleased with what had been gained, the other wanted to go
still further, and put forward new demands, which, to a certain extent at least, were also in the real or apparent
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interests of the great mass of the people. In individual cases these more radical demands were realized, but
often only for the moment; the more moderate party again gained the upper hand, and what had eventually
been won was wholly or partly lost again; the vanquished shrieked of treachery, or ascribed their defeat to
accident. But in truth the position was mainly this: All revolutions of modern times, beginning with the great
English revolution of the seventeenth century, showed these features, which appeared inseparable from every
revolutionary struggle. They appeared applicable, also, to the struggles of the proletariat for its emancipation;
all the more applicable, since in there were few people who had any idea at all of the direction in which this
emancipation was to be sought. The proletarian masses themselves, even in Paris, after the victory, were still
absolutely in the dark as to the path to be taken. And yet the movement was there, instinctive, spontaneous,
irrepressible. Was not this just the situation in which a revolution had to succeed, led certainly by a minority,
but this time not in the interests of the minority, but in the real interests of the majority? If, in all the longer
revolutionary periods, it was so easy to win the great masses of the people by the merely plausible and
delusive views of the minorities thrusting themselves forward, how could they be less susceptible to ideas
which were the truest reflex of their economic position, which were nothing but the clear, comprehensible
expression of their needs, of needs not yet understood by themselves, but only vaguely felt? To be sure, this
revolutionary mood of the masses had almost always, and usually very speedily, given way to lassitude or
even to a revulsion to its opposite, so soon as illusion evaporated and disappointment set in. But here it was
not a question of delusive views, but of giving effect to the very special interests of the great majority itself,
interests, which at that time were certainly by no means clear to this great majority, but which must soon
enough become clear in the course of giving practical effect to them, by their convincing obviousness. And if
now, as Marx showed in the third article, in the spring of , the development of the bourgeois republic that had
arisen out of the "social" revolution of had concentrated the real power in the hands of the big
bourgeoisieâ€”monarchistically inclined as it wasâ€”and, on the other hand, had grouped all the other social
classes, peasants as well as petty bourgeoisie, round the proletariat, so that, during and after the common
victory, not they, but the proletariat grown wise by experience, must become the decisive factorâ€”was there
not every prospect here of turning the revolution of the minority into the revolution of the majority? History
has proved us, and all who thought like us, wrong. It has made it clear that the state of economic development
on the Continent at that time was not, by a long way, ripe for the removal of capitalist production; it has
proved this by the economic revolution which, since , has seized the whole of the Continent, has really caused
big industry for the first time to take root in France, Austria, Hungary, Poland and, recently, in Russia, while it
has made Germany positively an industrial country of the first rankâ€”all on a capitalist basis, which in the
year , therefore, still had great capacity for expansion. But it is just this industrial revolution which has
everywhere for the first time produced clarity in the class relationships, which has removed a number of
transition forms handed down from the manufacturing period and in Eastern Europe even from guild
handicraft, and has created a genuine bourgeoisie and a genuine large-scale industrial proletariat and pushed
them into the foreground of social development. But owing to this, the struggle of these two great classes,
which, apart from England, existed in only in Paris and, at the most, a few big industrial centers, has been
spread over the whole of Europe and has reached an intensity such as was unthinkable in At that time the
many obscure evangels of the sects, with their panaceas; today the one generally recognized, transparently
clear theory of Marx, sharply formulating the final aims of the struggle. At that time the masses, sundered and
differing according to locality and nationality, linked only by the feeling of common suffering, undeveloped,
tossed to and fro in their perplexity from enthusiasm to despair; today a great international army of Socialists,
marching irresistibly on and growing daily in number, organization, discipline, insight and assurance of
victory. If even this mighty army of the proletariat has still not reached its goal, if, a long way from winning
victory with one mighty stroke, it has slowly to press forward from position to position in a hard, tenacious
struggle, this only proves, once and for all, how impossible it was in to win social reconstruction by a simple
surprise attack. On December 2, , by means of the army: The period of revolutions from below was concluded
for the time being; there followed a period of revolutions from above. The imperial reaction of gave a new
proof of the unripeness of the proletarian aspirations of that time. But it was itself to create the conditions

Page 15

CLASS STRUGGLES IN FRANCE, 1848-50 . pdf
under which they were bound to ripen. But Europe was too small for two Bonapartes and historical irony so
willed it that Bismarck overthrew Bonaparte, and King William of Prussia not only established the little
German Empire, but also the French Republic. The general result, however, was that in Europe the autonomy
and internal unity of the great nations, with the exception of Poland, had become a fact. Within relatively
modest limits, it is true, but, for all that, on a scale large enough to allow the development of the working class
to proceed without finding national complications any longer a serious obstacle. The grave-diggers of the
Revolution of had become the executors of its will. And alongside of them rose threateningly the heir of , the
proletariat, in the International. The period, however, is brought to a, close by the Paris Commune. An
underhand attempt by Thiers to steal the cannon of the Paris National Guard, called forth a victorious rising. It
was shown once more that, in Paris, none but a proletarian revolution is any longer possible. After the victory
power fell, wholly of its own accord and quite undisputed, into the hands of the working class. And once
again, twenty years after the time described in this work of ours, it was proved how impossible, even then, was
this rule of the working class. On the one hand, France left Paris in the lurch, looked on while it bled from the
bullets of MacMahon; on the other hand, the Commune was consumed in unfruitful strife between the two
parties which divided it, the Blanquists the majority and the Proudhonists the minority , neither of which knew
what was to be done. The victory which came as a gift in remained just as unfruitful as the surprise attack of
It was believed that the militant proletariat had been finally buried with the Paris Commune. But, completely
to the contrary, it dates its most powerful advance from the Commune and the Franco-German war. The
recruitment of the whole of the population able to bear arms into armies that could be counted in millions, and
the introduction of firearms, projectiles and explosives of hitherto undreamt of efficacy created a complete
revolution in all warfare. This, on the one hand, put a sudden end to the bonapartist war period and insured
peaceful industrial development, since any war other than a world war of unheard of cruelty and absolutely
incalculable outcome had become an impossibility. On the other hand, it caused military expenditure to rise in
geometrical progression, and thereby forced up taxes to exorbitant levels and so drove the poorer classes of
people into the arms of Socialism. And the anniversary of the Paris Commune became the first universal
commemoration day of the whole proletariat. In France it naturally took years to recover from the bloodletting
of May, In Germany, on the other hand, where industry was, in addition, furthered in positively hothouse
fashion by the blessing of the French milliards and developed more and more quickly, Social-Democracy
experienced a much more rapid and enduring growth. Thanks to the understanding with which the German
workers made use of the universal suffrage introduced in , the astonishing growth of the Party is made plain to
all the world by incontestable figures. Then came recognition of this advance by high authority in the shape of
the Anti-Socialist Law: But that was quickly overcome, and then, though oppressed by the Exceptional Law,
without press, without external organization and without the right of combination or meeting, the rapid
expansion really began: Then the hand of the state was paralyzed. The Anti-Socialist Law disappeared;
socialist votes rose to 1,,, over a quarter of all the votes cast. The government and the ruling classes had
exhausted all their expedientsâ€”uselessly, to no purpose, and without success. The tangible proofs of their
impotence, which the authorities, from night watchman to the imperial chancellor, had had to acceptâ€”and
that from the despised workersâ€”these proofs were counted in millions. The state was at the end of its Latin,
the workers only at the beginning of theirs.
7: The Class Struggles in France,
The Class Struggles In France, [Karl Marx, Frederick Engels] on www.enganchecubano.com *FREE* shipping on
qualifying offers. This scarce antiquarian book is a facsimile reprint of the original.

8: Full text of "Class Struggles in France"
The Class Struggles in France, to was a set of articles written by Karl Marx for the newspaper Neue Rheinische Zeitung
in The works were collated and.
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9: The Class Struggles In France by Marx, Karl
Editions for The Class Struggles in France, X (Mass Market Paperback published in ), (Paperback published in ), .
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