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The world is not to be comprehended as a complex of ready-made 
thiqs,  but as a complex of processes, in which the things are apparently 
stable, no less than their mental images in our heads, the concepts, go 
through an uninterrupted change of coming into being and passing 
away, in which, in spite o? all seeming accidentality and ail temporary 
retrogression, a progressivedevelopment asserts itself in the end. 

51% lifelong friend and a 
. .. . . I  I f 

dlaborator of Marx, 
enjoyed unrivaHed presume m we years v e ~ o r e  1914 as an interpreter o f  
Marx's work. The eldest son of a wealthy textile manufacturer IH the Ruhr, 
Engels espotaed Communism very eariy, joined forces with Marx in Paris 
in 1844, and emigrated with him to Englmd, &ere he worked in the 
Manchester branch of his father's firm until mavinw to London on retire- 
ment in 1#7o. Engels survived Marx b y  twelve years and became responsible 
for the exposition and popularization of Marxism as a world view. mds' 
sifts as a puh/icist are displayed in the first extract below taken from the 
pamphlet Socialism: Utopian and Scientific (1892). Itself an excerpt from 
Ends '  larger work Anti-Diihring, it was, so he claimed, translated into 
more languages than even the Communist Manifesto. It contains a succinct 
summary of  the materialist conception of history and a description of  the 
Communist reorganization of society that a proletarian revo/fttion will 
make possible. The second extract-from a letter of 1890 to his fellow 
Marxist Joseph BSochÃ‘yiw a clear account o f  what Engels understood 
by historical materialism. The third extract is from his iSyj Preface to a 
re-edition of Marx's Class Struggles in France. Here E n d s  explains why 
he considers the insurrectionary tactics of 1848 to he no lower applicable 
and argues a non-violent approach to political struggle, since bourgeois 
te&y will itself provide the means for the proletariat to gain ascendancy. 

i. Socialism: Utopian and Scientific 

THE materialist conception of history starts from the proposition that the 
production of the means to support human life and, next to production, 
the exchange of things produced, is the basis of all social structure; that in 
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every society that has appeared in history, the manner in which wealth is 
distributed and society divided into classes or orders is dependent upon 
what is produced, how it is  produced, and how the products art- exchanged4 
From this point of view the final causes of all social changes and political 
revolutions arc to be sought, not in men's brains, not in man's better insight 
into eternal truth and justice, but in changes in the modes of prduciiuti 
and exchange. They are to be sought, not in the philosophy, but in the 
economics of each particular epoch. The growing perception that existing 
social institutions are unreasonable and unjust, that reason has become 

unreason, and right wrong, is only proof that in the modes of production 
and exchange changes have silently taken place with which the social order, 
adapted to earlier economic conditions, is no longer in keeping. From this 
it also follows that the means of getting rid of the incongruities that have 
been brought to light must also be present, in a more or  less developed 
condition, within the changed modes of production thcmsdves. These 
means are not to be invented by deduction from fundamental principles, 
but are to he discovered in the stubborn facts of the existing system of 
production. 

What is, then the position of modern Socialism in this connection? 
T h e  present structure of society-this is now pretty generally conceded- 

is the creation of the ruling class today, of the bourgeoisie. The mode of 
production peculiar to the bourgeoisie, known, since Marx, as the capitalist 
mode of production, was incompatible with the feudal system, with the 
privileges i t  conferred upon individuals, entire social ranks, and local 
corporations, as well as with the hereditary ties of subordination which 
constituted the framework of its social organization. The bourgeoisie broke 
up the feudal system and built upon its ruins the capitalist order of society, 
the kingdom of free competition, of personal liberty, of the equality, before 
the law, of all commodity owners, of all the rest of the capitalist blessings. 
Thenceforward the capitaiist mode of production could develop in freedom. 
Since steam, machinery, and the making of machines by machinery trans- 
formed the older manufacture into modem industry, the productive forces 
evolved under the guidance of the bourgeoisie developed with a rapidity 
and in a degree unheard ot before. But just as the older manufacture, in its 
time, and handicraft, becoming more developed under its influence, had 
come inro collision with the feudal trammels of the puiids, so now modern 
industry, in its more complete development, comes into collision with the 
bounds within which the capitalistic mode of production holds IT confined. 
The new productive forces have already outgrown the capitalistic mode of 
using them. And this conflict between productive forces and modes of 
production is not a conflict engendered in the mind of man, like that 



between original sin and divine justice. I t  exists, in fact, objectively, outside 
us, independently of the will and actions even of the men that have brought 
it on. Modern Socialism is nothing but the reflex, in thought, of this conflict 
in fact; i ts ideal reflection in the minds, first, of the class directi~ suffering 
under it, the working; class.. . . 
Active social forces work exactly l i  ndly, forcibly, 
destructively, so long as we do not understand and reckon with them. But 
when once we understand them, when once we grasp their action, their 
direction, their effects, it depends only upon ourselves to subject them more 
and more to our own wilt, and by means of them to reach our own ends. 
And this holds quite especially of the mighty productive forces of today. 
As long as we obstinately refuse to understand the nature and the character 
of these social means of act ion~and this understanding goes against the 
grain of the capitalist mode of production and i ts  defenders- long these 
forces are at 
us, as we hav 

work in spite of us, in opposition to us, 
e shown above in detail. 

t ' 1 , 1 . 1  But when once rneir nature is unaersrooa, rney can, in the hands of the 
producers working together, be transformed from master demons into 
wilting servants. The difference is as that between the destructive force of 
electricity in the lightning of the storm, and electricity under command in 
the telegraph and the voltaic arc; the difference between a conflagration, 
and fire working in the service of man. With this recognition at  last of the 
real nature of the productive forces of today, the social anarchy of pro- 
duction gives piace to a social regulation of production upon a definite 
plan, according to the needs of the community and of each individual. Then 
the capitalist mode of appropriation, in which the product enslaves first the 
producer and chen the app&riator, is replacedby the mode of appro- 
priation of the products that i s  based upon the nature of the modern means 
of production; upon the one hand, direct social appropriation, as means to 
the maintenance and extension of production~on the other, direct indi- 
vidual appropriation, as means of subsistence and of enjoyment. 

While the capitalist mode of production more and more completely 
transforms Ac great majority of the population into proletarians, i t  creates 
the power which, under penalty of its own destruction, is forced to 

accomplish this revolution. While it forces on more and more the rrans- 
formation of the vast means of production, already socialized, into State 
property, it shows itself the way to accomplishing this revolution. The 
proletariat seizes political power and turns the means of production into 
State property. 

But, in doing this, it abolishes itself as proletariat, abolishes all class 
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distinctions and class antagonisms, abolishes also the 
thus far, based upon class antagonisms, had need of rhc 
an organization of the particular class which was pro tempwe theexploiting 
class, an organization for the purpose of preventing any interference from 
without with the existing conditions of production, and therefore, 
especially, for the purpose of forcibly keeping the exploited classes in the 
condition of oppression corresponding with the given mode of production 
(slavery, serfdom, wage labour). The State was the official representative 
of society as a whole; the gathering of it together into a visible enbodirnent. 
Bur it  was this only in so far as it was the State of that class which itself 
represented, for the time being, society as a whole; in ancient times, the 
State of slave-owning citizens; in the middle ages, the feudal lords; in our 
own time, the bourgeoisie. When at last it becomes the real representative 
of the whole of society, i t  renders itself unnecessary. As soon as there is no 
longer any social class to be held in subjection; as soon as class rule, and 
the individual srrufipic for existence based upon our present anarchy in 
production, with the collisions and excessesarising from these, are removed, 
nothing more remains to be repressed, and a special repressive force, a 
State, is no longer necessary. The  first act by virtue of which the State really 
constitutes itself the representative of the whole of society-the taking 
possession of rhe means of production in the name of society-rhis is, at 
the same time, its last independent act  as a State. State interference in social 
relations becomes, in one domain after another, superfluous, and then dies 
out of itself; the government of persons is replaced hy the administration 
of things and by rhe conduct of processes of production. The State is not 
'abolished', ft dies out. This give-s the measure of the value of the phrase 
'a free State', both as to its justifiable use at times by agitators, and as to 

its ultimate scientific insufficiency; and also of the demands of the so-called 
anarchists for the abolition of the State out of hand. 

Since the historical appearance of the capitalise mode of production, the 
appropriation by society of all the means of production has often been 
dreamed of, more or less vaguely, by individuals, as well as by sects, as the 
ideal of the future. But it could become possible, could become a historical 
necessity, only when the actual conditions for its realization were there. 
Like every other social advance, it becomes practicable, not by men under- 
standing that the existence of classes is in contradiction to justice, equality, 
etc., not by the mere willingness to abolish these classes, but by virtue of 
certain new economic conditions. The separation of society into an exploit- 
ing and an exploited class, a ruling and an oppressed class, was the 
necessary consequence of the deficient and restricted development of pro- 
duction in former times. So long as the total social labour only yields a 



produce which but slight1 y exceeds that barely necessary for the existence 
of all; so long, therefore, as labour engages all or almost all [he time of the 
great majority of the members of societv-so long, of necessity, this society 
is  divided into classes. Side by side with the great majority, exclusively 
bond slaves EO labour, arises a class freed from directly productive labour, 
which looks after the general affairs of society; the direction of labour, 
State business, law, science, art, etc. I t  is, therefore, the law of division of 
labour that lies at the basis of the division into classes. But this does not 
prevent this division into classes from being carried out by means of violence 
and robbery, trickery and fraud. It does not prevent the ruling class, once 
having the upper hand, from consolidating its power at the expense of the 
working class, from cur leadership into an intensified 
exploitation of the masses 

But if, upon this showi classes has a certain historical 
justification, it has this hod, on1v under given social 
conditions. It was based upon the insufficiency of production. It will be 
swept away by the complete development of modem productive forces. 
And, in fact, the abolition of classes in society presupposes a degree of 
historical evolution, at which the existence, not  simply of this or that 
particular ruling class, but of any ruling class at all, and, therefore, the 
existence of class distinction itself has become an obsolete anachronism. It 
presupposes, therefore, the development of production carried out to a 
degree a t  which appropriation of the means of production and of the 
products, and, with this, of political domination, of the monopoly of 
culture, and of intellectual leadership by a particular class of society, has 
become not only superfluous, but economically, politically, intellectually a 
hindrance to development. 

This point is now reached. Their political and intellectual bankruptcy is 
scarcely any longer a secret to the bourgeoisie themselves. Their economic 
bankruptcy recurs regularly every ten years, in every crisis, society is 
suffocated beneath the weight of its own productive forces and products, 
which it cannot use, and stands helpless, face to face with the absurd 
contradiction that the producers have nothing to consume, because con- 
sumers are wanting. The expansive force of the means of production hursts 
the bonds that the capitalist mode of production had imposed upon them, 
Their deliverance from these bonds is the one pre-condition for an 
unbroken, constant1 y accelerated development of the productive forces, and 
therewith for a practically unlimited increase of production i tself .  Nor is 
this all. The socialized appropriation of the means of production does a way, 
not only with the present artificial restrictions upon production, but also 
with the positive waste and devastation of productive forces and products 
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that are at the present time the inevitable concomitants of production, and 
that reach their height in the crises. Further, it sets free for rhe community 
at large a mass of means of production and of products, by doing away 
with the senseless extravagance of the ruling classes of today, and their 
political representatives. The possibility of securing for every member of 
society, by means of socialized production, an existence not only fully 
sufficient materially, and becoming day by day more full, but an existence 
guaranteeing to all the free development and exercise of their physical and 
mental faculties-this possibiliry is now for the first time here, truly it is 

With the seizing of the means of production by society, production of 
modities is done away wirh, and, simultaneously the mastery of the 

d u c t  over the producer. Anarchy in social production is replaced by 
tematic, definite organization. The struggle for individual existence 
appears. Then for the first time, man, in a certain sense, is finally marked 
from the rest of the animal kingdom, and emerges from mere animal 

onditions of existence into really human ones. The whole sphere of the 
onditions of life which environ man, and which have hitherto ruled man, 

comes under the dominion and control of man, who for the first time 
mes the real, conscious lord of Nature, because he has now become 

ter of his own social organization. The laws of his own social action, 
crto standing face to face with man as laws of Nature foreign to, and 

minating, him, will then be used with full understanding, and so mastered 
rn. Man's own social organiy.ntion, hitherto confronting him as a 
sity imposed by Nature and history, now becomes the result of his 

vn free action, The extraneous objective forces that have hitherto 
vernecf history pass under the control of man himself. Only from that 
e will man himself, more and more consciously, make his own history- 
y from that time will the social causes set in movement by him have, in 
main and in a constantly growing measure, the results intended by him. 

is the ascent of man from the kingdom of necessity to the kingdom of 

t us briefly sum up our sketch of historical evolution, 

Society, individual production on a small scale. Means of 
duction adapted for individual use; hence primitive, ungainly, petty, 
arfed in action. Production for immediate consumption, either of the 
ducer himself or of his feudal lord. Only where an excess of production 
r this consumption occurs is such excess offered for sale, enters into 

change. Production of commodities, therefore, only in its infancy. But 
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already it contains within itself, in embryo, anarchy in the production of 
society at large. 

ii. Capitalist Revolution. Transformation of industry, at first by means 
of simple co-operation and manufacture. Concentration of the means of 
production, hitherto scattered, into great workshops. As a consequence, 
their transformation from individual to social means of production~a 
transformation which does not, on the whole, affect the form of exchange. 
The old forms of appropriation remain in force. The capitalist appears. In 
his capacity as owner of the means of production, he also appropriates the 
products and turns them into commodities. Production has become a social 
act. Exchange and appropriation continue to he individual acts, the acts of 
individuals. The social product is appropriated by the individual capitalist. 
Fundamental contradiction, whence arise all the contradictions in which 
our present day society moves, and which modern industry brings to light. 

(0)  Severance of the producer from the means of production. Con- 
demnation of the worker to wage labour for life. Antagonism between the 
proletariat and the bourgeoisie. 

{b) Growing predominant 
ins the production of corn 
between socialized organization in the individual factory and social anarchy 
i n  production as a whole. 
(c) On the one hand, perfecting of machinery, made by competition com- 
pulsory for each individual manufacturer, and complemented by a con- 
stantly growing displacement of labourers. Industrial reserve-army. On the 
other hand, unlimited extension of production, also compulsory under 
competition, for every manufacturer. On both sides, unheard of develop- 
ment of productive forces, excess of supply over demand, over-production, 
glutting of the markets, crises every ten years, the vicious circle: excess 
here, of means of production and products~excess there, of labourers, 
without employment and without means of existence. But these two levers 
of production and of social well-being are unable to work together, because 
the capitalist form of production prevents the productive forces from 
working and the products from circulating, unless they are first turned imo 
capital-which their very superabundance prevents. The contradiction has 
grown into an absurdity. The mode of production rises in rebellion against 
the form of exchange. The bourgeoisie are convicted of incapacity further 
to manage their own social productive forces. 
(d) Partial recognition of the social character of the productive forces 
forced upon the capitalists themselves. Taking over of the great institutions 
for production and communication, first by joint-stock companies, later on 
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character c 
a predctert 
prod ucrion 

e bourgeoisie demonstrated to be a superflu- 
i s  are now performed by salaried employees. 

lution of the contradictions. The proletariat 
by means of this transforms the socialized 
rom the hands of the bourgeoisie, into public 
ctariar frees the means of production from 

. , .. JVC thus far borne, and gives their socialized 
amplere freedom ro work itself  out. Socialized production upon 
mined plan becomes henceforth possible. The development of 
makes the existence of different classes of society thenceforth 

an anachrc 
the politics 
own form , 

Nature, his 
To acco t 

of the mod 
ditions and 
proletarian 
the rnomeii 
theoretical 

According 

inism. In proportion as anarchy in social production vanishes, 
1 authority of the State dies out. Man, at last the master of his 
of social organization, becomes at the same time the lord over 
I own master-free. 
nplish this act of universal emancipation i s  the historical mission 
ern proletariat. To thoroughly comprehend the historical con- 
thus the very nature of this act, to impart to the now oppressed 
class a full knowledge of the conditions and of the meaning of 

itous act it is called upon to accomplish, this is the task of the 
expression of the proletarian movement, scientific Socialism. 

mining element in history i s  the production and reproduction of real life, 
More than this neither Marx  nor I have ever asserted. Hence if somebody 
twists this into saying that the economic element i s  the only determining 
one, he'transforms that proposition into a meaningless, abstract, senseless 
phrase. The economic situation is rhe basis, but the various elements of the 
superstructure~political forms of the class struggle and its results, to wit: 
constitutions established by the victorious class after a successful battle, 
etc., juridical forms, and even the reflexes of all these actual struggles in 
rhe brains of the participants, political, juristic, philosophical theories, 
religious views and their further development into systems of dogmas- 
also exercise their influence upon the course of the historical struggles 
and in many cases preponderate in determining their form. There is an 
interaction of a l l  these elements in which, amid all the endless host of 
accidents (thai is, of things and events whose inner interconnection i s  so 
remote or so impossible of proof that we can regard it as non-existent, 
as negligible) the economic movement finally asserts itself as necessary, 
Otherwise the application of the theory to any period of history would be 



nd developed from historical, 
scarcely he maintained with01 
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rst place, under very definite 

even the traditions which 
t human minds, also play a part, although not the decisive one. 
Prussian state also arose a , ultimately 

onomic, causes. But it could ! iit pedantry 
that among the many small states "I iiunn ucrn i i iny ,  oranuenhurg was 
specifically determined by economic necessity to become the great power 
embodying the economic, linguistic and, after the Reformation, also the 
religious difference between North and South, and not by orher elements 
as well (above all by i t s  entanglement with Poland, owing to the possession 
of Prussia, and hence with international political relations-which were 
indeed also decisive in the formation of the Austrian dynastk power). 
Without making oneself ridiculous it would be a difficult thing to explain 
in terms of economics the existence of every small state in Germany, past 
and present, or [he origin of the High German consonant permutations, 
which widened the geographic partition wail formed by the mountains 
from the Sudeten range ro the Taunu5 to form a regular fissure across ail 
Germany. 

In the second place, however, history is made in such a way that the final 
result always arises from conflicts between many individual wills, of which 
each in turn has been made what it is by a host of particular conditions of 
life, Thus there are innumerable interseetine forces, an infinite series of 
paralleioprams of forces which give rise to one resultant-the historical 
event. T h i s  may again itself he viewed as the product of a power which 
works as a whole unconsciously and without volition. For what each 
individual wills is obstructed by everyone else, and what emerges is some- 
thing that no one willed. Thus history has proceeded hitherto in the manner 
of a natural process and i s  essentially subject to the same laws of motion. 
But from the fact that the wills of individuals~each of whom desires what 
he is impelled to by his physical constitution and external, in the last resort 
economic, circumstances (either his own personal circumstances or those 
of society in general)Ã‘d not attain what they want, hut are merged into 
an aeeregate mean, a common resultant, it must not he concluded that they 
are equal to zero. On the contrary, each contributes to the resultant and is 
to this extent included in it. 

I would furthermore ask you to smdy this theory from itsoriginal sources 
and not at second hand; it is really much easier. Marx hardly wrote anything 
in which it did not play a part. But especially The Eighteenth Krumaire of 
Louis Bonaparte is a most excellent example of i ts  application. There are 
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also many allusions to it in Capital. Then may I also direct you to my 
writings: Herr Eugen Dubring's Revolution in Science and Ludwig Fewer- 
bach and the End of Classical German Philosophy, in which 1 have given 
the most detailed account of historical materialism which, as far as I know, 
exists. 

Marx and i are ourselves partly EO blame for the fact that the younger 
people sometimes lay more stress on the economic side than is due to it. 
We had to emphasize the main principle vis-a-vis our adversaries, who 
denied it, and we had not always the time, the place or the opportunity to 

give their due to the other elements involved in the interaction. But when 
it came to presenting a section of history, that is, to making a practical 
application, it was a different matter and there no error was permissible. 
Unfortunately, however, it happens only too often that people think they 
have fully understood a new theory and can apply it without more ado 
from the moment they have assimilated i t s  main principles, and even those 
not always correctly. And I cannot exempt many of the more recent 
'Marxists' from this reproach, for the most amazing rubbish has been 
produced in this q 

All revolutionsof modern times, beginning with the great English revolution 
of the seventeenth century, showed these features, which appeared insep- 
arable from every revolutionary struggle. They appeared applicable, also, 
to the struggles of the proletariat for i ts  emancipation; all the more applic- 
able, since in 1848 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 chis 
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 rhe 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 
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nor a question of delusive views, but of giving effect to 
interests of the great majority itself, interests which at  
certainly by no means clear to this great majority, hut which must soon 
enough become clear in the course of giving practical effect to them, by 
their convincing obviousness. And if now, as M a r x  showed in the third 
article, in the spring of 1850, the development of the bourgeois republic 
that had arisen out of the 'social' revolution of 1848 had concentrated the 
real power in the hands of the big bourgeoisie~monarchisticall y inclined 
as it was' all the other social classes, 
peasants proletariat, so that, during 
and after m e  cmrnmon vit-wry,  ix ir  inc?, our tnt; proletariat grown wise by 

-and, on the other hand, had grouped 
as we!] as petty bourgeoisie, round the 
.t.- --.------.- -.: _ _ ^ ^  1 1_ ..-- L- 

experience, muse become ihe decisive factor-was there not ev 
here of turning the revolution of the minority inro t 

majority? 

History has proved us, and a!! who t h o u ~ h t  like us, 
. I  1 5  f . I  5 7 ,-+ 

I t  has made 
it clear mat me state ot economic development on me t,onrhent at that 
time was not, by a tong way, ripe for the rcrnoval of capitnlisr production; 
it has proved this by the economic revwiution which, since ~ 8 4 8 ,  has seized 
the whole of [he 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 ; 
rank-all on a capitalist basis, which in the year 1848, 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 1848 only in Pans and, a t  the most, a few hig industrial 
centres, has been spread over the whole of Europe and has reached an 
intensity such as was unthinkable in 1848. At  char rime the many ohcure 
evangels of the sects, wirh their panaceas; today the one generally recog- 

nize-d, transparently clear theory of Marx, sharply formulating the final 
aims of the strug~~le. At that time the masses, sundered and differing 
according to localiry and nationattty, linked only by the feeling of common 
suffering, undeveloped, tossed to and fro in their perplexity from enthusiasm 
EO despair; today a great international army of Socialists, marching irres- 
istibly on and growing dai!v in number, organization, discipline, insight, 
and assurance of victory. If  even this mightv army of the proletariat has 
still not reached its goat, if, a long way from winning victory with one 
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troke, it has slowly to press forward from position to position in 
nacious struggle, this only proves, once.- and for ail, how impossible 
1848 to win social reconstruction by a simple surprise attack.. . . 
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tever tnaj happen in other countries, German Social Democracy 
:cia! situation and therewith, . ic least in the first instance, a special 
e two million voters whom it sends to the ballot box, together with 
ig men and woman who stand behind them as nun-voters, form 
: numerous, most compact mass, the decisive 'shock force' of the 
onal proletarian army. This mass already supplies over a fourth of 
ded votes: and as the by-elections to the Reichsrag, thediet elections 
dual states, the inunicipal council and industrial court elections 
rate, it increases uninterruptedly. Its growth proceeds as spon- 
y, as steadily, as irresistibly, and at the same time as tranquilly as 
I process. All government interventions have proved powerless 
t. We can count even today on two and a half million voters. I f  it 
s in this fashion, by the end of the century we shaft conquer the 
>art of the middle section of society, petty bourgeois and small 
, and grow i all 
wers will ha 1 is 
soing withou -01 
ling g~vernn,~,,~~, .i,-.i,.,..., m/i iv I H L L V  - +.: , , .i..ibn.Ti "S 
rce in advance guard fighting, but to keep ir intact until the day of 
iion, that is our main task. And there is only one means by 
e steady rise of the Socialist fighting forces in Germany could be 
irity halted, and even thrown hack for some time: 3 dash on a big 
h the military, a bloodbath like that of 1871 in Paris. In the long 
would also be overcome. To shoot out of the world a party which 
millions-all the magazine rifles of Europe and America are not 

or this. But the normal development would be impeded, the shock 
uld, not be available at the critical moment, the decisive 

anuwn: would be delayed, protracted, and attended by heavy sacrifices. 
The irony of world history turns everything upside down. We, the 

'revolutionaries', the 'rebels'-we arc thriving far better on legal methods 
than on illegal methods and revolt. The parties of ordcr, as they call 
thcni~dves, tire perishing under the legal conditions created by themselves. 
They cry despairingly with Odilon Barrot: la ligaliti nous tw, Icpahty is 
the death of us; whereas we, under [his legality, get firm muscles and rosy 
checks and took like eternal life. And if we are not so crazy as to let 
ourselves be driven into street fighting in order to please them then nothing 
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i e  pagan established church, in order to 
icr rebels had the audac~i-y to stick pecui 

1 ,  F 1 rn 

else is finally left for them bur themselves to break through this legality so 
fatal to them. . . . 

It is now, almost to the year, sixteen hundred years since a dangerous party 
of revolt made a great commotion in the Roman Empire. It undermined 
religion and all the foundations of the stare; it flatly denied that Caesar's 
will was the supreme law; it was without a fatherland, international; it 
spread over all countries of the Empire from Gaul to Asia, and beyond the 
frontiers of the Empire. It had long carried on an underground agitation in 
secret; for a considerable time, however, it had felt itseIf strong enough to 
come out into the open. This party of revolt, who were known by the name 
of Christians, was also strongly represented in the army; whole legions 
were Christian. When they were ordered to attend the sacrificial ceremonies 
of t! do the honours there, the 
soldi liar emblems-crosses~on 
their sieimcts in protest. t-.ven me wonted riitrrack cruelties of their superior 
officers were fruitless. The Emper er quietly 
look on while order, obedience ; ere being 
undermined. H e  intervened energctn-a1 I?, w n ~  lc mere was SUI I time. He 
passed an anti-Socialist, I should anti-Christian, law. The meetings of the 
rebels wcre forbidden, their meeting halls were closed or even pulled down, 
the Christian badges, crosses, etc., were, like the red handkerchiefs in 
Saxony, prohibited. Christians were declared incapable of holding offices 
in the state, they were not to  be allowed even to become corporals. Since 
there were not available a t  that time judges so well trained in 'respect of 
persons' as Herr von K~ller's anti-revolt bill assumes, the Christians were 
forbidden out of hand to seek justice before a court. This exceptional law 
was also without effect. The Christians tore it down from the walls with 
scorn; they are even supposed to have burnt the Emperor's palace in 
Nicomedia over his head. Then the latter revenged himself by the great 
persecution of Christians in the year 303, according to our chronology. It 
was the last of its kind. And it was so effective that seventeen years 
later the army consisted overwhelmingly of Christians, and the succeeding 
autocrat of the whole Roman Empire, Constantine, called the Great by the 
priests, proclaimed Christianity as the state religion. 

*or Diocletian could not long 
md discipline in his army w 
1 1  .n . *L - _ -  ...-- --!It 

Sources: F. Engels, Anti-Duhnns (Moscow 1954)~ pp. 136 ff., 149 ff. K. M a r x  and 
F. RngeIs, Wetted Correspondence {Moscow, pp. 488 ff. K. Marx and F. 
En&, Selected \Votks (Moscow, 1961), ii. 1x4 ff., 1 3 s  ff. 


