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- Foreword

At the request of the Educational Committee of our. 2

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

It is not a enlogy on Karl Marx, which ‘1 bring here.
Such a thing would not suit the proud mind of the man
whose motto was: “Follow your course and let the peo-
ple talk.” .

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

I am rather interested in facilitating the understand-
ing of the gift of Murx to the world. This is by no means
#0 generally known as would be necessary at a time, when
bitter controversies are carried on for and against Marx.
Many a one may find on reading the following lines, that
thoughts, which have become matters of fact today, had
to be discovered by Marx and Engels through bard work.
They will also find that ideas, whick are offered to us today
as surprising and new discoveries, by which the “obso-
lete” Murxism Is supposed to be overcome or further de-
veloped, are at bottom nothing but the revival of concep-
tions and modes of thought which were In vogue before
Marx and were wearing away, and which were overcome
precisely by Marx, although they always reappear to the
new generations, who are strangers to the history of our
movement,

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

Friedenau, February 1908, ! K. KAUTSKY.

- Introduction

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

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

beyond the confines of the capitalist mode of production, ,

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

It is the rare combination of sclentific depth with
revolutionary daring, which causes Karl Marx to live far
more powerfully among us now, a quarter of a century
after his death, two generations after the beginning of his
public career, than he did when he was actually alive.

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

1. The Unification of
Natural and Mental
: Science

ical achievement. It is the first to be considered before all
. others. 'But it is precisely this which offers the greatest

obstacles to popular presentation. We hope to be able
10 overcome these difficulties, although we shall have to
limit ourselves to a few suggestions. At any rate, the
points of which we propose to treat after this will be easlly
understood. The reader, therefore, should not be deterred,
if the following pages should offer a little difficulty, from
pushing onward through the others.

The sclences are divided into two great territories: The
Natural Sciences, which seek to explore the laws of the
wovement of living and inanimate bodies, and the Mental
Sciences, which bear this name unjustly, since the mind,
so far as It manifests itself as the expression of some
individual body, is analyzed by the natural sclences. Psy-
chology, the science of the soul, is wholly carried on by
methods of natural science, and the mental sciences have
never attempted to heal diseases of thé mind. The claim
of natural science to this territory remains unchallenged.

The thing called Mental Sclence is actually Social
Science, and deals with the relations of man to his fellow
men. Only those wmental activities and expressions of
man, which come under this head, are analyzed by the
mental sciences.

Within the Mental Sciences we may distinguish two
groups: Une Kind studies buman society as such by means
of mass observations.s Of this kind is Political Economy
the science of the laws of social economy under the rule
of commodity producton; Etinolegy, the science ol the
different soclal conditions of different nations; finally
Primitive History, which explores the soclal conditions of
pertods which did not beguealn any written records to us,

Vil othior Broup ol mental sciences comprises studies

ey bave so far had mainly the individual for their

. starting point, and treated of the positon and activity of

the individual in society; History, Law, Ethics or Morality.

This second group of mental sclences is extremely old
and has from  time immemorial exert:d the greatest in-
tluence upon, the human mind. The tormer group, how-
¢ver, was new at the time when Marx was in process of
formation, and had just acquainted itself with scientific
methods. It remained confined to specialists and had as
yet no influence upon public thought, which was controlled
by the n'uturul and -mental sciences of Lhe second group.

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

Natural sclence had discovered so many necessary and
law-controlled interrrelations in nature, that is, it had
found by frequent tests that the same causes always pro-
duced the same effects, that it ‘was thoroughly imbued
with the assumption of a general lawfulness of nature and
completely rejected the idea of mysterious powers, which
were supposed to interfere with the natural events in an
arbitrary mauner. Modern man no longer endeavors to
incline such powers in his favor by prayers and sacri-
fices, His aim is rather to understand the laws of natural
interrelation, in order to produce, by his own interference,
such effects as are helps to his existence or well being.

It was different in the so-called mental sciences. These
were still dominated by the assumption of a free will of
man, which’ should not be subject to any lawful necessi-
ties, The jurists and moralists felt constralned to clibg
to this assumption, because the bottom would otherwise
have slipped from under their feet. If man is a product
of conditions, if his will and actions are the necessary
effects of cause, which are not dependent upon his good
will, then what would become of sin and atonement, of
good and bad, of legal and moral condemnation?

True, this objection was urged only by a certain motive,

a consideration of “practical reason.”- It was not a proof.
But the proof was supplied principally by historical scl-
ence, which rested essentially upon a mere collection of
-written documents of former days, in which the deeds of
single individuals, particularly of rulers, were registered
either by themselves or by others. It seemed impossible
to discover any controlling law in those individual deeds.
In vain did thinkers in natural science try to discover any
such natural necessity. Of course, they were unwilling
to believe that the universal laws of nature should not ap-
ply to the actions of men. HExperience supplied them with
enough material to show, that the human mind was not
an exception in nature, that it rather replied to definite
causes by definite effects. However, while this could un-
deniably be proved in the case of simpler mind activities,
which man shares with animals, the natural sclentists
were unable to find any casual connection for the social
ideas and ideals, so that they were unable to fill this gap.
They might indeed assert that the human mind was a
part of nature and subject to its natural laws, ‘but they
could not prove It convincingly upon all fields. Their ma-
terialist monism remained incomplete and could not make
an end to idealism and dualism,
" Now Marx came and saw that the history and the ideas
and ideals of men in history, with their successes and
failures, were the result of class struggles. But he saw
still more. Class antagonisms and class struggles had been
oberved even before him in history, but they had gen-
erally been regarded as the work of ignorance and spite
on the one hand, of highmindedness and enlightenment on
the other. Marx, on the contrary, revealed their neces-
sary Interdepend with mic conditions, whose
laws may bé understood, as Marx proved better than any
one else. These economic conditions in their turn rest in
the last analysis upon the manner and measure of man's
control over nature, due to his understanding of natural
laws,

Only under definite social conditions are class struggles
the agents of history; whereas the struggle against nature
is, in the last resort, always the prime motive power. No
matter how peculiar soclety may appear when compared
to the rest of nature, here as there we find the same
manner of movement and development by a struggle of
oppesites, which always proceed fundamentally from na-
ture, the dialectic development.

By this means the soclal development was placed within
the frame of natural development, the human mind, even
in its most complicated and supreme expressions, the so-
clil. was revealed as & part of pature, and the natural
lawfulness of its actvity upon all flelds demonstrated, so
that philosophical idealism and dualism were deprived of
their last foothold. ‘

. In this way Marx has npot only completely revolution-
ized the sclence of history, but also bridged the chasm be-
tween the natural sciences and mental sciences, laid the
foundation for the unification of the entire human sci-
ence, and thus made philosophy superfluous, to the ex-
tent that It sought to bring about the unification of
thought concerning the world process in the role of a
wisdom standing: outside of the sciences and above them,
because formerly this unification could not be galned from
the sciences.

It signifies a stupend rise of sci , this achieve-
ment of Marx by his conception of history. The entire
Buman thought and understanding had to be powerfully
fertilized by It. But strange to say, capitalist sclence de-
clined it, and only in opposition to capitalist science, as
a speclal proletarian science, could the new scientific con-
ception assert itself.

The assertion of an antagonism between bourgeols and
proletarian science has been ridiculed, as though such a
thing as a bourgeols or proletarian chemistry or mathe-
matics could exist. But the scoffers merely prove that
they do not know the real point

The discovery of the Marxian materialist conception of
history was based upon two prerequisites. In the first
place, it required a certain rise of science, and in the sec-
ond place a revolutionary point of view.

The laws of historical development could not be recog-
nized, until the new mental sciences mentioned above, po-
litical economy, and In it particularly economic history,
furthermore ethnology and primitive history, had reached
& certain eminence. Only these sciences, from whose ma-
terial the individual was excluded from the outset, which
were based at the start upon mass observations, could
reveal the fundamental laws of soclal development and
thus pave the way for the study of those currents, by
which the individuals floating on the surface, whom the
traditional writings on history considered and reglstered
alone, are driven aboit.

These new mental sclences developed only with the
capitalist mode of production and its world traflic, they
could not accomplish remarkable results until capital haa
come to rule, which implied, indeed, that the capitalist
class had ceased to be a revolutionary class,

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

But also the teaching that human beings are products
of social conditions to the extent that the members of a
certain form of soclety differ from those of another form
of society I8 not acceptable to a conservative class, be-
cause in that case a change of society itself appears as
the only means of changing human beings. So long as
the bourgeoisie were revolutionary, they likewise held that
human beings are the products of society. But unfortu-
nately the sclences, by which the motive forces of soclal
development could have been understood, were not suf-
ficiently developed in those days. The French material-

ists of the 18th century did not know the class struggle

and did not consider technical development. They knew,
indeed, that in order to change men it would be neces-
sary to change soclety, but they did not know, whither
the forces were to come that should change soclety. They
saw thesé forces In the omnipotence of a few extraordinary
men, especially in that of school masters. Beyond this
point bourgeols materialism did not progress.

As goon as the capitalist class became conservative,
the thought seemed unbearable to them that it should be

, soclal conditions, which were to blame for the particular

evils of our times and which would have to be changed.
To the extent that the bourgeolsie think sclentifically,
they now attempt to demonstrate, that men are by nature
and must be what they are, and that to change society
would mean to overthrow the order of nature. However,
& man must be very exclusively educated as a naturalist
and have remained wholly untouched by the social condi-
tions of our time, in order to contend that these will en-
dure forever by natural necessity. The majority of the
capitalist class no longer find the courage to do this, they
seek consolation in a repudiation of materialism and an
endorsement of freedom of the will. They claim that it
is not society which makes human belngs, but human
beings that make soclety, according to their will. So-
clety is imperfect b human bei are. We should
improve soclety, not by soclal transformations, but by
uplifting the individuals and inspiring them with a higher
morality. Better men will then of themselves create a
better society. Thus ethics and the champloning of free-
dom of the will become the favorite doctrines of the pres-
ent day bourgeoisie. By this means they pretend to show
their good will to remedy social evils, and yet this is not
'supposed to pledge them to any soclal changes, but on the
contrary to ward off such changes. ¢
Whoever {8 standing upon the soll of capitalist soclety,
cannot have any access, from this standpoint, to any of the
knowledge gained upon the basis of the unification of all
sciences achieved by Marx. Only he who looks critically
upon existing soclety can come to an understanding of

this knowledge, that is, only he who stands upon prole-
tarian soil. To this extent proletarian sclence may be
distinguished from bourgeois sclence.

Naturally the antagonism between these two expresses
itself most strongly in the mental sciences, whereas the
antagonism between feudal, or catholic, and capitalist sci-
ence shows itself wost clearly in the natural sciences.
But human thought always. strives after unity, the va-
rious fields of science always influence each other, and
for this reason our soclal conceptions impress themselves
upon our entire world couception. Consequently the an-
tagonism between bourgeols and proletarian sclence as-
serts itself also in natura! sclence.

This may be observed even in anclent Grecian phil
osophy, and it is shown, for example, by the foilowing il-
lustration from modern natural science, which is closely
related to our subject. In another place | have already
indicated that the bourgeoisie, so long as they were rev-
olutionary, also assumed that natural evolution proceeds
by catastrophies, But since they have become couserva-
tive, they refuse to have anything to do with catastro-
phes, even in pature. According to them, evolution now
proceeds in very slow steps and exclasively by means of
imperceptible changes. Catastrophes appear as something
abnormal, unnatural, something that is rather calculated
to disturb natural development. And in spite of the. Dar-
winian struggle for existence bourgeois sclience makes
every effort to identify the conception of development with
that of an entirely peaceful process.

For Marx, on the otheér hand, the class struggles were
but a special form of the universal law of natural develop-
ment, which is hy no means of a peaceful character. Evo-
lution for him, as we have already indicated, is “diaiec-
tie,” that is, a product of a struggle between opposites,
which appear of necessity, But every struggle of irre-
concilable antugonisms must ultimately lead to a defeat
of one of the combatants, in other words, to a catas-
trophe. The catastrophe may be long in preparation, the
strength of one of the opponents may increase impercept-
ibly, that of the other decrease absolutely or relatively,
in the end the collapse of one of them will become inevi-
table, that is, inevitable as a result of the struggle and
the increasing streugth of the other, not inevitable in the
sense of something that accomplishes itself. Day by day,
step by step, we meet with little catastrophes, in nature
as well as in soclety. Every death is a catastrophe. Every
existing form ‘must at some time succumb to the over-
whelming power of antagonisms. This applies ot only
to plants and animals, but also to entire societles, entire
empires, entire celestial bodies. For all of them the pro-
cess of development prepares from time to time catas-
trophes by the gradual accumulation of antagonisms.. ' No
movement, no development, without occasional catastro-
phes. They are a necessary stage of development, evelu-
tion is impossible without occasional revolutions.

In this conception we have overcome both bourgeois
conceptions of evolution, the revolutionary one, which as-
sumed that evolutions proceed exclusively by catastro-
phes, as well as the conservatyve one which does not re-
gard a catastrophe as a.necessary point of transition of
a frequently very slow and imperceptible process of trans-
formation, but rather as a disturbance and obstacle of
such a process,

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

Even the most daring revolutionist of today can no
longer share the nalve confidence which animated the
revolutionary thinkers of the 18th century, who fancled
that they carried the solution of all world problems in
tireir pockets and that they were the mouth pleces of ab-
solute reason. No one will waut to deny nowadays, what
a few thinkers knew also in the 18th century, and some
even in antiguity, namely that all our cognition is rela-
tive, that it represents an interrelation between man, or
his I, and the rest of the world, that it shows to us ouly
this interrelation, not the world itseif. All cognition s
relative, conditional and limited, and there are no abso-
lute or eternal truths. But this signifies nothing else but
that there I8 no end to our cognition, that the process
of cognition is an infinite and unlimited one, that it is
indeed vain to represent any cognition as the last con-
clusion of wisdom, but no less vain to formulate any state-
ment as the ultimate limit of wisdom, which we are sup-
posed never to exceed. We rather know that humanity
has always succeeded in passing beyond every limit of
cognition, of which it ever became consclous, of course
only to find other liimts beyond, of which it formerly knew
nothing. We have not the least reason to shrink from
any definite problem, which we can recognize; we need
not lose courage, fold our hands resignedly and mumble:
We shall never know about that. But it is precisely
such discouragement which is typical of modern bourge-
ols thought. Instead of exerting all their powers to
extend and deepen our knowledge, bourgeols thinkers to-
day devote themselves chiefly to finding definite limits by
which our cogrition is supposed to be bounded forever,
and thus to discrediting the accuracy of sclentific under-
standing.

So long as the bourgeoisie were revolutionary, they pass-
ed by such problems. Marx llkewise pald no attention to
them, much to the Indignation of the present bourgeols
philosophy. ] !



2. Marx and Engels
It was his 'nvoinumd proletarian point of view .whlcll
enabled a mental giant like Marx to lay the foundation for

a unified science. But when we speak of Marx, we must
never forge: that the same great deed was also accom-

plished by a thinker who was his peer, Frederick Engels,.

and that without the intimate co-operation of both, the new
materialist conception of history and the new historical
or dialectic conception of the world could not have mani-
fested itself at the first blow so perfectly and comprehen-
sively.

Engels arrived at this conception on a different road
than Marx. Marz was the son of a jurist, and had first
been intended for a legal career, later for an academic one.
He studled law, philosophy, history, and did not turn his
attention to the study of economics until he koenly felt
the lack of economic kuowledge,

In Paris he studled economics, the history of revolu-
tions, and socialism. Particularly the great thinker Baint
Simon seems to have exerted a strong influence on him.
These studies led him to understand that soclety is not

. made by law, nor by the state, but vice versa, that the

soclety arising from the economic process makes the law,
the state, according to its requirements.

Engels, on the other hand, was born'as the son of & man-

ufacturer, Not the classic high school, but the ordinary
high school gave him the foundation of his knowledge and
taught him to think after the manner of natural scientists.
Then he became & practical merchant, carried on econom-
fcs practically and theoretically, in England, in Manches-
ter, the center of English capitallsm, where his father had
a,factory. Belng familar with Hegel's philosophy through
his German training, he knew how to deepen his economic
understanding, and his attention was directed mainly to-
wards economic history. At the same time the prole-
tarlan class struggle, during the forties of the 19th cen-
tury, was nowhere so well developed as in England, and
in no other country did its connection with capitalist
development show itself so plainly.
In this way Engels arrived simultaneously with Marx
at the threshold of the same materialist conception of his-
tory, only by a different route. While the one came by
way of the old mental sciences, law, ethics, history, the
other came by way of the new mental sclences, economic
history, ethnology and natural history. Both met in the
revolution, in soclalism. It was the agreement of their
ideas, which at once drew them closer to one another
when they came into personal touch in Parls, In 1844.
This agreement of their ideas soon became a ‘complete
smalgamation into a higher unity, in which it is impossible
to say, what and how much the one or the other has con-
tributed to It. Marx was Indeed the more powerful of the
two, and no one has acknowledged this more unselfishly,
even joyously, than Engels himselt. After Marx, thelr
mode of thought is also called the Marxian. But Marx could
never have accomplished what he did without Engels, from
whom he learned a great deal. Of course, the reverse is
also true. Each one of them was lifted by the co-opera-
tion with the other, and by this means each acquired a
farsightedness and universality which he could not have
secured by himself alone. Marx would have found the
materialist conception of history without Engels, and En-
gels without Marx, but their development would no doubt
bave been slower and they would have passed through
more mistakes and failures. Marx was the deeper thinker
of the two, Engels the more daring. In Marx the power
of abstraction was more strongly developed, the gift of
discovering in the tangle of concrete phenomena the gen-
eral; in Engels the power of combination was more pro-
nounced, the gift of constructing out of individual charac-
teristics the whole complex phenomenon in his mind. In
Marx the critical power was more vigorous, even the self-
critique, which put a bridle on the daring of his thought
and constrained it to advance cautiously and examine the
ground step by step, whereas the mind of Engels recelved
light wings from his proud joy over the stupendous under-
standing gained by him and flew over the greatest difficul-
ties.

Among the many suggestions recelved by Marx from
Engels, one became especially significant. He had been tre-
mendously uplifted by overcoming the onesidedness of Ger-
man thought and fertilizing German by French fideas.
Engels acquainted him also with English thought. By

. this meang alone did his mind rise to the greatest power

which it could reach under the prevailing conditions.
Nothing is farther from the truth than the assertion that
Marxism is a purely German product. it has been inter
national from its very inception. ’

3. The Unification of
German, French and
English Thought

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

The unification of the thought of these three nations in-
to & higher form, in which the onesidedness of each should
be overcomse, forms the starting polnt of the historical
achievement of Marx and Engels.

England, as we have already mentioned, had capitalism
farther developed in the first half of the 19th century than
any other country, owing particularly to its geographical
location, which enabled it in the 18th century to draw con-
siderable benefits out of its colonial policy of conguest
and spoliation, which bled to death the states of the Euro-
pean continent bordering on the Atlantic Ocean. Thanks
to its insular situation it did not bhave to maintain a large
standing army, wes enabled to devote its entire strength
to the navy and to conquer the supremacy of the sea with-
out exhausting itself. Its wealth in coal and iron, enabled
it to empiloy the wealth gained by its colonial policy for
the development of a great ‘capitalist industry, which in
its turn, through its supremacy of the sea, conquered the
world market, that could be opened for the consumption
othmmot‘oodsonl; by water ways, so long as
the rallroad systems had not been developed for this pur-
pose. i

Capitalism and its tendencies could therefore be studied
in England eariler than elsewhere, and so could the prole-
tarian class struggle, called forth by these tendendies, as I
bave already Indicated. So the insight into the laws of the
capitalist mode of production, that is, political economy,
was nowhere farther advanced than in England. The same
was true of economic history and ethnology, thanks to
world commerce. Better than in other countries was it
possible in England to recognize, what the future carried

‘in its womb, and, thanks to the new mental sciences, to

percelve the laws governing the social development of all
mmmwmmmnmum

and social sclence.
mwmwmumuuu

methods of ressarch, for this purpose.
Just because capitalism developed earlier in England

than anywhere else, the capitalist class there conquered.

the rule of soclety before feudalism had completely run
its race In politics, economics, and in the human mind, and
before the capitalist class had come to full selfdependence
in every respect. The colonlal policy itself, which pro-
moted Capltallsm so much, gave new strength also to the
feudal lords. 3

In addition to this, the standing army did not reach a
powerful development in England, for reasons which we
have already mentioned. This prevented in its turn the

. rise of a strong centralized government. The bureaucracy

remalned weak, the selfmanagement of the ruling classes
retained its great power ia u subordinate position. But
this signified that class struggles were but little central-
ized and freguently split up.

All this caused the spirit of compromise between the old
and the new to penetrate the entire life and thought. The
thinkers and champlons of the risiug classes did not op-
pose christianity, aristocracy, monarchy on principle, their
parties did not make any great programs, They did not
strive to think their thoughts out, they preferred to cham-
pion only individual measures dictated by the practical
exigencies of the moment instead of comprehensive pro-
grams. Narrowminded and vatism, overestima-
tion of little measures in politics and in sclence, indiffer-
ence to all striving for the development of a wide horizon,
penetrated all classes. i

The situation was quite different in France. This coun-

try was economically far more backward, its capitalist’

industries were mainly purveyors of luxuries, the small
bourgeolsie predominated. The small burghers of a great
city ke Paris sounded the keynote. There were but a few
such large cities with half a million inhabitants before
the Introduction of rallroads, and they played a far dif-
ferent role than today. Armies could be only small before
the introdugtion of railroads, which made the rapid trans-
portation of masses possible. They were scattered through

.the country, could not be rapidly concentrated, and the

mass of the people were not so helpless against the equip-
ment of the military forces as they are today. It was also
the Parisians, who had distinguished themselves more than
others by opposition, and had forced concessions from the
government by several armed revolts long before the
great revolution.

Before the introduction of compulsory education, the
improvement of the postal system by railroads and tele-
graphs, the spread of daily papers throughout the country,
it was the population of the large clties which was men-
tally superior to the rest of the country-and thus exerted
a great influence upon mental lite. Social Intercourse at
that time offered the only opportunity for the mass of the
uneducated to inform themselves, particularly about poli-
tics, but also on matters of art and even of sclence. How
much greater was this possibility in a large city than in
the country towns and villages! Whoever had esprit in
France, crowded Into Parls to express and develop it. Who-
ever expressed himself in Paris, was filled with a higher
spirit,

And now this critical, overbearing, audacious population
witnessed an unprecedented collapse of the government
anud of the ruling class.

The same causes, which retarded economic develop-
ment In France, promoted the decline of feudalism and of
the state. Especially the colonial policy entailed infinite
sacrifices upon the state, broke its military and financial
strength, and lerated the ic ruin of the peas-
ants no less than of the aristocrats. State, nobility and
church were politically and morally bankrupt, and with
the exception of the church also financially. Yet they
managed to malntain their oppressive rule to the utmost,
thanks to the power centralized by the government through
the army and a widespread bureaucracy, and thanks to
the complete abolition of all lndependenl action and organ-
ization among the people.

This led finally to' that colossal cauunrophe, which we
know as the great French revolution, and by which the
small bourgeoisie and proletariat of Paris managed to rule
all of France.and defy all Europe. But even before that
the increasing sharpness of the antagonisms, between the
needs of the popular masses led by the liberal bourgeolsie
and those of the arlstocracy and clergy protected by the
\state power, led to the most radical defeat of all existing
things in thought. War was declared against all tradi-
tional authority. Materialism and atheism, which had
been in England merely a luxurious hobby of a degener

ate nobllity and vanished quickly with the victory of the

bourgeoisle, became in France precisely the mode of
thought of the most daring reformers among the rising
classes. While in England more than anywhere else the
economic root of class antagonisns and class struggles
sprang into.view, the France of the revolution showed
most clearly, that every class struggle is a struggle for
political power, that the task of any great political party
is not exhausted in some reform, but rather must keep in
view the conquest of political poweér, and that this con-
quest, if accomplished by a hitherto suppressed class,
always carries with it a change of the entire soclal fabric,
While during the first half of the nineteenth century eco
nomic thought was most highly developed in England, po-
litical thought was most highly developed in France.
While England was dominated by the spirit of compromise,
France was ruled by that of radicalism. And while the
detail work of gradual organization and upbullding had its
place in England, France was seized by a revolutionary
passion that swept everything away. y -

Radical and daring action was preceded by radical and
daring thought which considered nothing sacred, which
fearlessly and heedlessly followed up every understanding
to its last conglusions, and thought out every thought to
the end.

But though the results of this thought and action were
brilliant and captivating, it also developed the faults of its
virtues. Impatiently pushing toward the last and ex-
tremest alms, it took no time to prepare the way for them.
Full of eagerness to storm the fort of the state by revolu-
tionary impetuocusness, it neglected the work of preparing
and organizing ite siege. And the longing to push on to-
ward the last and highest truths led easily to the most
hasty conclusions based upon wholly inadequate material,
preferred brilllant and surprising flashes to patient re-
search. It gave rise to the habit of trymng to master the
infinite wealth of life by a few simple formulae and catch-
words. Britlsh sober thought was met by G-nm love of
phrases.

In Germany, the situation was still different.

Capitalism was even far less developed there than in

France, for Germany was almost completely cut off from

the great thoroughfare of European world commerce, the
Atlantic ocean, and therefore recovered but slowly from
the gruesome devastations of the Thirty Years' War. Ger
many was still more a small bourgeois country than
France, and lacked at the same time a strong central
power. Split up {nto innumerable small states, it had no
great capitzl to show. Petty provinciallsm and petty vil-
lage nature made its bourgeolsie narrow, weak and cow-
ardly. The final breakdown of feudalism was not acoom-
plished by an uprising from within, but by an invasion
from the outside. Not German burghers, but French sol-
diers swept It out of the most important parts of Germany.

It is true that the great successes of the rising bour-
geolsle in England and France excited also the German
bourgeoisie. But every one of the flelds conquered by the
bourgeoisie of Western Burope remained closed to the
enterprise of its most energetic and intelligent elements.

They cquld not found any grest commercial and industrial
enterprises nor conduct them, could not take s hand in
molding the destinies of state through a parlizment or a
powerful press, could not command navies aud armies.
Reality- was dismal for them, nothing remalned for them
but to turn their backs upon reality and devote themselves
to pure thought and idealize reality by art. They threw
themselves with full force upon these fields, and accom-
plished great thiugs upon them. Here the German people
excelled France and Eugland, Whlle these produced a
Pitt, a Fox, a Burke, a Mirabeau, Daunton, Robesplerre, &
Nelson and Napoleon, Germany produced & Schiller, a
Goethe, a Kant, a Fichte, u Hegel,

Thinking becawe the foremost occupation of the great
Germaus, the idea for them constituted itself the ruler of
the world, the revolution of thought became for them &
means of revolutionizing the world. The more miserable
and circumscribed reality was, the more their thought tried
to rise above it, to overcome its limitations, o ewbrace all
infinity.

While the English thought out the best methods for the
victorious advance of their navies and industries, the
French the best methods for the victorious advance of
thelr armies and insurrections, the Germaus thought out
the best methods for the victorious march of thought and
research.

However, this victorlous advance, like the French snd
English, carrled in its train disadvantages in theory and
Jractice. The withdrawal from reality generated unfa-
mlunrny with the world and an overestimation of ideas.
These assumed life and strength by the nselves independ-
cotly of the heads of men that produced and would have
1o realize them. People were satisfied o be right in
theory and neglected to reach for power by which the
theory wmight be applied. Though German philosophy was
deep, and Gerwan sclence profound, though German ideal-
ism was lmaginative, though they cre tel magnificent
things, under their surface was hidden an indescribable
yracucal fmpotence and a complete renunciation of all
striving for power. The German Ideals were far more
sublime than the French and decidedly more than the
English. But the Germaus did not take ovne step to get
nearer to them. It was proclaimed at the outset that an
“1deal was something unattainable,

AB conservatism sticks to the Eunglish, the radical phrase
to the French, so lnactive ideallsm still clings in some
weasure 0 the German to this day. It is true that the
greut industrial development of the last decades has
strongiy restricted it. But even before that it found &
counterbalance iu the invasion of the French spirit after
the revolution. To ‘the mixture of French revolutionary
thought with the Gerwman philosophical method, Germany
owes sowe of its grealest minds. It is enough to remew-
ber Hejurich Heine and Ferdinand Lassalle.

uq} the result was sull more stupendous, when this mix-
ture was ferulized by Epglish economic thought. To this
we owe the achievement of kngels and Marx.

They recoguized to what exteut economics aud politics,
the detall work of organization aud the storm and stress
of revolution, are mutual conditons; that detail work re-
mains fruitless without a great alm that is {ts constant
guide and inspiration, and that such an aim floats in the
alr without the preparation of detail work, which provides
the power required for its consummation. But they also
recoguized that such an aim must not be born out of a
mere revolutionary need, If it is to femaln free from illus-
fons and self-intoxication, that it may be gained by the
most consclentious application of the methods of scientific
research, that it ‘must always be reconciled with the total
knowledge of humanity, They also recognized that eco-
nomics forms the basis of social development, that in it
the laws are found by which this development is neces-
sarily brought about.

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

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

4. Unification of the
Labor Movement
and Socialism

The materialist conception of history marks by itself

an epoch.  With it begins a new era of sclence, in spite
of all reluctance of bourgeols learning, It marks an
epoch,
the history of the struggle for social evolution, of
politics In the widest and highest meaning of the word.
For by means of it the unification of the labor movement
and of Sociallsm was accomplished and the proletarian
elass struggle endowed with the groalest strength of
which it is capable.
. The labor movement and Socialism are by no means
identical from the outset. The labor movement arises
with necessity of itself as a resistance against Industrial
capitalism, wherever this appears, expropriates the labor-
ing wasses, oppresses them, but at the same time crowds
and unites them In large enterprises and industrial cities.
The most primitive form of the labor movement is the
purely economic one, the struggle for wages and labor
time, which at first assumes merely the form of simple
outbreaks of despalr, or unprepared revolts, but is soon
carried over into higher forms by labor organization.
Along with it appears at an early stage the political strug-
gle. The borgecisie itself requires in its struggles
aghinst feudalism the help of the proletariat and calls
upon ft for that purpose. In this way the laborers soon
learn to value the significance of political freedom and
political power for their own purposes. Particularly unl-
versal suffrage soon becomes In England and France the
objects of the political efforts of the proletarians, and leads
in England, during the thirties, to the formation of a
proletarian party, the Chartists,

Socialism arises even before that time. But by no
means among the proletariat. True, it is a product of
capitalism, just ag the labor movement is. Like the labor
movement, soclalism arises from the desire to escape the
misertes, which capitalist uplglt&ﬂon brings upon. the
laboring classes. However, the resistance of the prole-
tariat arises of Iitself in the labor movement, where ‘a
large laboring population congregates, whereas socialism
requires a deep insight into the nature of modern soclety.
All socialism rests upon the undérstanding, that capitalist
misery cannot be abolished so long as bourgeois soclety
lasts, that this misery rests upon the private property in
means of production and cannot disappear until it does.
Upon this point all soclalist systems agree. They differ
only about the ways that should be chosen for the pur-
pose of abolishing this private property, and in thelr

uot merely In the history of thought, but also in_

conceptions of the new social property that is tc take its
place,

Although the expectations aund suggestions of some
soclalists were at times rather nalve, yet the understand-
Ing, upon which«they were based, required a soclal sclence
that was wholly Inaccessible to the proletariat during the
first decades of the nineteeuth century. It is true that a
man could arrive at soclalist understanding only when
he placed himself upon proletarian ground and looked
at bourgeols soclety from this point of view. But at the
same time it had to be & wan who commanded the weans
of science, which was then even more than at preseul
accessible for bourgeols circles only. Even though the
Jabor movement develops naturally and inevitably out of
capitalist production wherever this reaches a certaln
height, socialism required for its development not. merely
capitalism, but alsv a meeting of extraordinary clrcum-
stances, such as occurred but rarely. In any event, how-
ever, soclalism could have its frst beginnlug only in a
bourgeols environment. In England, until very recently,
soclalism has even been malnly propagated by bourgeols
elements,

"This fact might appear in contradiction with the
Marxian theory of the class struggle. But it would be so
only, if the bourgeols class had ever adopted socialism
anywhere, or if Muarx had declared it to be impossible
that single non-proletarian individuals could, from particu-
lar motives, accept the point of view of the proletariat.

Marx has always contended no more than that the
worklig class Is the only power which can consummate
soclalism. In other words, the proletariat can free itself
only by its own power, But this is by no means equiva-
lent to saying that only proletariang can show it the wny
to that goal.

That soclalism dees not amount to anything, unless it

is backed by a strong labor movement, need not be
proved any more today. Not so clear is the reverse side
of the medal, namely that the labor movement can

develop Its full power only,
and accepted soclalism,

when it shall have understood

Soclalism is not the product of ethics standing outside
of time, space and all/class distinctions. Fundamentally
and primarily it is thé science of soclety from the point
of view of the proletariat. But sclence serves not merely
for the satlsfaction of our curiosity and inquisitiveness in
trying to understand the unknown and mysterious, it also
has an economic alm, namely that of saving energy. It
makes it possible for men to fiud their way more easily
through reality, to appiy their strength more efficlently,
and thus to perform and accomplish at all times the
maximum of the work possible under the existing circum-
stances. In its points of departure science serves directly
and consclously such purposes of saving energy. The
more it develops and departs from its starting point, the
more intermediate links come between its exploring ac-
tivity and its practical effects. However, the connection
between the two cuan merely be obscured, not abolished
thereby.

Thus the proletariat’s science of soclety, soclalism,
serves to make pusslhlJ the most effective application of
its strength and thus the highest development of fts
powers. This science accomplishes this so much better,
the more perfect it becowmes itself, the deeper its under-
standing of the reality opened up by it.

Socialist theory is by no means an idle play of parlor
sclentists, but a very practical thing for the fighting prole-
tariat,

Its principal weapon is the combination of its total
mass in powerful and independent organizations, free from
all bourgeols intluences, This it cannot accomplish with-
Jut a socialist theory, which alone is able to discover the
common proletarian interest in the varied multiplicity of
the different proletarian strata and to separate them all
sharply 2nd permanently from the bourgeois world.

This cavpot be accotuplished by that naive labor
movewent, which arises of itsell among the laboring
classes against the increasing capitalism, and which is
devoid of every theory.

Take a look, for instance, at the labor unions, They
are organizations of trades, which seek to protect the
immediate interests of their members, But how different
are these interests in the individual trades, how different
those of the seamen from those of the coal miners, those of
the cab-drivers from those of the typesetters! Without a
socialist theory they cannot recognize the ideutity of their
interests, without it the various strata of proletarians
face one apother as strangers, or even 4s enemies.

Siuce a labor uunion defends only the immediate in-
terests of its members, it is not, merely for that reason,
antagonistic to the whole bourgeois world, but primarily
to the capitalists c¢f its own sphere. Apart from these
capitalists there are other bourgeois elements, who derive
their existence directly or indirectly from the exploltation
of proletarians, and who #re thus interested in the
bourgeols order of soclety and will oppose every attempt
to make an end of proletarian exploitation, but who have
no iuterest at all in baving labor conditdons in that
particular line very bad. Whether a spiuner of Man-
chester earned 2 shillings or 2% shillings per day,
whether he worked 10 or 12 hours per day, would be im-

inaterial to a great landlord, a banker, & newspaper
owner, & lawyer, so long as they didn't own sploning
stock. Such people might be interested in making con-

cessions to labor unlonists, in order to obtain in return
their services In politics. In this way it became possible
that labor unions, which were opot enlightened by a
socialist theory, could be made t serve ends that
were anything but proletarian.

But even worse things were possible and bappened.
Not all proletarian strata are able to form labor organiza-
tious, The distinction between organized and unorganized
laborers arose. Wherever the organized laborers are
filled with socialist thought, they become the most vigor
ously combative sections of the proletariat, the champions
of their entire class. Where they lack this thought, they
are prone to become aristocratic, to lose not alone all
interest for the unorganized laborers, Lut to place them-
wlnu‘x frequently in opposition to them, to make thelr
organization difficult, and to monopolize the benefits of
organization. The unorganized laborers, oo the other
hand, are incapable of fighting, of rising, without the
belp of the organized laborers. Without the assistance
of these they sink into poverty #o much the more, the
higher-the organizations rise. In this way the organized
labor movement, in spite of the increasing streugth of
some proletarian strata, may bring about a direct weak-
ening of the entire proletariat, unless the organizations
are Imbued with the soclalist spirit.

Neither can the political organization of the prole
tarlat develop its full power withovt this spirit. This is
plainly shown by the first labor party, the Chartlists of
England, born in 1835. It {s true, that Chartism  con-
tained some very farreaching and farseeing elements, but
in its totality it followed up no definite soclalist program.
It had only some practical aims, which were directly ob-
tainable, above all universal suffrage, although this was
not supposed to be an end In itself, but & means to an
end; but the end, for the Chartlists as a body, consisted
only in some immediate economic demmd- particularly
the normal Ten Hour Day.

The first disadvantage of this was that the party did




not become & pure class party.

thing which interested also the little bourgeois.
Some may think that it would

the small bourgeols as such would

But this would make this party onl

re numerous, uot
stronger. The proletariat has its own interests and its
own methods of fighting, which differ from those of all
other ‘classes. It is hemmed in by unmiting with other
classes and cannot develop its full strength. It is true,
"that we soclalists welcome small business men and
farmers, if they wish to join us, but only on condition
that they place themselves upon proletarian ground and
feel like proletarians. Our soclalist program is a guaran-
tee that only such small business and small farmer
elements will joln us. The Chartists did not have such
a program, and for this reason numerous little bourgeols
elements joined in their struggle for universal suffrage,
who little understood and sympathized with proletarian
interests and methods of fighting. The natural conse-
quence of this were hard internal fights within Chartism,
which weakened it considerably.

The defeat of the revolution of 1848 made an end,
for a decade, to all political labor movements. When the
European proletariat began to stir once more, the Eng-
Msh laboring class again took up the fight for universal
suffrage. A resurrection of Chartism was to be expected.
But the English bourgeols class then made a master
stroke, It split the English proletariat, granted to the
organized laborers the Ssuffrage, detached them from the
mass of the other proletarians, and thus prevented a
rebirth of Chartism. This movement dld not have a
comprehensive program beyond universal luﬂn(o. As
soon as this demand was fulfilled in a way thu satis-
fled the combatant portion of the laboring class, the bot-
tom fell out of it. It is only in our own day that Eng-
lishmen, painfully dragging behind the iaborers of the
European continent, devote themselves to the formation
of an indeperdent labor party. But even now many of
them have not grasped the practical significance of soclal-
ism for the full development of proletarian power, and re-
fuse to adopt for thelr party a program, so long as this
could be only a soclalist one. They walt until the logic
of fact forces such a program upon them. Only when
the new labor party shall be fuly imbued with socialist
understanding, will the labor movement of England de-
velop its full power and be able to produce the best fruit.

In our day the prerequisites for the indispensable

"union of the labor movement with socialism exist every-

where. In the first half of the nineteenth century they
were missing.

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

Under these circumstances the bourgeols soclalists
saw in the poverty spread by capitalism only the one
side, the depressing one, not the other, the stirring and
revolutionizing one, which spurred the proletariat on.
They thought that there was only one factor, which

. could bring about the liberation of the proletariat, name-
lythe good wlill of the bourgeolsie. They judged the
bourgeolsie by themselves and fancled that they would
find in It enough allles to carry through soclalist meas-
ures.

In the beginning their soclalist prop da found much
acceptance among bourgeols philanthropists. On the
whole the bourgeols are not inhuman. They are touched
by misery, out of which they derive no profit, and would
like to do away with it. However, though the suffering
proletarian excites their pity, the fighting proletarian
makes them hard. The begging proletariat has their
sympathy, the demanding proletariat arouses their wild
resentment. For this reason the soclalists found it very
disagreeable, that the Ilabor movement threatened to
rob them of that factor, upon wihch they bullt most:
'!'ha sympathy of the “well-meaning bourgeolsie” for the
propertyless.

They regarded the labor movement so much the more
as a disturbing element, the less confidence they had in
the proletariat, which then consisted on the whole of a
very ‘low mass, and the more clearly they recognized
the inadequacy of the unsophisticated labor movement.
S0 they often turned against the labor movement, to dem-

_ onstrate, for instance how useless labor unions are,
which wish merely to ralse wages instead of combatting
the root of all evil, the wage system.

But gradually a change took place. In the forties the
labor movement had developed to a point, where it pro-
duced a number of talented brains, who mastered soclal-
ism and recognized that it was the proletarian science
of soclety. These laborers knew by their own experience
that they need not depend upon the philanthrophy, of the
bourgeoisie. They recognized, that the proletariat would
have to free itselfl. There were also some bourgeols
soclalists who came to the conclusion, that no reliance
could be placed upon the magnanimity of the bourgeoisie.
True, they did not place any confidence in the proletar-
{at, elther. Its movement appeared to them only as a
destroying power, which threatened all clvilization. They
believed that onmly bourgeols intelligence could build up
a socialist soclety, but the Incentive for it they now saw
no longer in compassion with the suffering, but in fear
of the aggressive proletariat. . They already recognized
its tremendous power and understood that the Ilabor
movement necessarialy arises from the capitalist mode of
production, and would grow more and more within this
mode of production. They hoped that the fear of the
growing labor movement would cause the Intelligent bour-
geolsie to deprive it of its dangerousness by soclalist
measures. This was a tremendous progress, but the uni-
fication of socialism and of the labor movement could not
arise from  this conception. The socialist laborers, In
spite of the talent of some of them, lacked the compre-
hensive knowledge, which was required for the purpose
of founding a new and higher theory of socialism, which
should unite it organically with the Iabor movement.
They could adopt only the old bourgeols socialism, uto-
planism, and adapt it to their requirements.

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

revolution. Among the representatives of this lime
of thought in France, Blangqul has become best known.
Similar ideas were held by Weitling in Germany.

There were still other soclalists who started out from
the French Revolution. But an uprising seemed to them
an unsuitable means of overthrowing the rule of capital.
This line did not rely any more than that just mentioned
upon the strength of the labor movement. It found a
way out by overlooking to what extent the small bour-
geoisle rests upon the same foundation of private prop-
erty In means of production as capital, by believing t.!ut
the proletarians would be able to accomplish the sottlé-
ment of their accounts with the capitalists without be:
ing disturbed by the small bourgeolsie, the “people,” or
even by thelr help. All that was needed was the re-
public and universal suffrage, in order to induce the
government to introduce soclalist measures.

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

This monarchic state soclalism was alway8 but a hob-
by, sometimes also a demagogic phrase, It has never as-
sometimes also a demagogic phrase. It has never as
sumed any serious practical Importance. On the other
hand, the tendencles represented by Blanqui and Louis
Blanc became practically significant. They acquired the

power to rule Paris in the days of the February revo-

lution of 1848,

In the person of Proudhon they met a powerful critic,
He doubted the proletariat as well as the state and the
revolution. He recognized very well that the proletariat
would have to free {itself, but he saw also that if it
fought for its emancipation, it would also have to take
up the fight with the government for the control of the
political power, for even the purely economic struggle
depended upon this power, as the laborers felt at that
time &t every step, owing to the want of freedom to
organize. BSince Proudhon regarded the struggle for
political power as hopeless, he advised the proletariat to
refrain from all fighting in its efforts at emancipation
and to try oniy the means of peaceful organization, such
as banks of exchange, insurance funds, and simlilar in-
stitutions. For labor unions he had as little use as for
politics. '

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

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

Like the socialists of their time, Marx and Engels
also recognized that the labor movement appears inade-
quate when confronted with socialism in the question:
‘What means {8 more apt to secure for the proletarian an
assured livelihood and an abolition of all exploitation,
the labor movement (labor unions, fighting for universal
suffrage, etc.) or sociallsm? But they also recognized
that this question was wrongly framed. Soclalism, an
assured livellhood of the proletariat and abolition of all
exploitation are identical. The question is only: How
does the proletariat come to soclalism? And the theory
of the class struggle answered: By the labor movement.

True, this movement In itself {s unable to secure a
guaranteed existence and the abolition of all exploitation
for the proletarian, but it is the indispensable means
of not only safeguarding the individual proletaraln
against drowning in misery, but also of bestowing vis-
ibly more and more power to his whole class, intellect-
ual, economic, political power, a power which Increases
continually, even though the exploitation of the proletariat
increases at the same time. The labor movement should
be judged, not by its significance for the limitation of ex-
ploitation, but by its significance for the increase of power

' In the proletariat. Not out of the conspiracy of Blanqui,

nor out of the democratic state socialism of Louis Blanc,
nor out of the peaceful organization of Proudhon, but
only out of the class struggle, which has to last through
decades, or even through generations, arises the power
which flnally can and must bring soclalism to the
front, To carry on the economic and political class strug-
gel, to perform its detail work devotedly while filling it
with the ideas of a far-seeing sociallsm, to combine har-
moniously the organizations and activities of the pro-
letariat into onme, tremendous whole which assumes ever
more irresistible dimensions, this is, .according to Marx
and Engels, the task of every one, whether a proletarian
or not, who places himself upon a proletarian standpoint
and wishes to free the proletariat.

The growth of the power of the proletariat, again, ;
.rests In the last resort upon the displacement of the

precapitalist, little bourgeols, mode of production, by the
capitalist mode, which increases the number of pro-
letarians, concentrates them, increases their indispen-
sableness for the whole society, but at the same time
creates in the more and more concentrated capital the
prerequisites - for the soclal organization of production,
which {8 no longer to be arbitrarily invented by the
utoplans, but to be developed out of the capitalist reality.

By this line of reasoning Marx and Engels have
created the basis, upon which the soclal democracy rises,
the foundation upen which the fighting proletariat of
the entire globe places itself more and more, and from
which {t started out upon its victorious march.

This achlevement was hardly possible, so long as
soclallsm did not have its own sclence, Independent of
bourgeols science. The soclalists before Marx and En-
gels were generally well acquainted with the sclence of
political economy, but they adopted it uncritically in the
form created by bourgeols thinkers, and differed from
them, only in such & way that they drew other conclusions
from them, whichk were friendly to the proletariat.

Marx was the first to undertake the analysis of the
capitalist mode of production quite independently and
to show, how much more deeply and clearly it may be
grasped, If viewed from the proletarian instead of the
bourgeols standpoint. For the proletarian point of view
stands outside and above it. Only it, which regards cap-
italism as a passing form, makes It possible to grasp
fully its peculiar historical individuality,

This great achievement was accomplished by Marx
in his “Capital” (1867), after he and Engels had pro-
chlmodulncwloommpodumuuﬂyulns in the
Communist Manifesto,

By this means the proletarian ctrmlo' for emancipa-

. tion had received a sclentific foundation of a magnitude

and strength, which no revolutionary class had possessed
before him. It is true, however, that no other class ever
faced so tremendous a task as the modern proletariat.
It has to readjust the whole world which capitalism has
disrupted. = Fortunately it i{s no Hamlet, it does not
greet this task with complaints. Out of the immense
mummﬂmsmkltmnm-mm
tnd strength, .
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" pational followed its aims in broad publicity.

Editor's Note—This admirable brochure of Kautsky's
will be concluded next week with the final chapter, “The
Combination of Theory and Practice” No :Soclalist
library will be complete without this work, the best
study of Marx that we know. The Trustee Printing Co.
expects to publish this translation in a 10 cent pamphlet.
Orders should be sent in at once.

5. The Combinaﬁon of
Theory and Practice

We have now considered the most lmportant achieve-
ments attained by Marx in co-dperation with Engels. But
the picture of thelr work would remain fucomplete iI we
did not refer 1o oue side of it, which marks it w a
pronounced degree, namely, the combination of theory
and practice,

Bourgeols minds look upon this as a stain upon the
bright shield of their sclentific greatuness, & greatuess be-
which even bourgeols learning must bow down,
though reluctantly, grudgingly sand wilnout understand-
ing. If they had been merely theorizers, parlor sclentsts,
coutent to expound their tueories in language unintell-
glble to ordinary mortals und in inaccessible volumes,
they might have been Iorgiven. But it i1s assumed tbat
they became blased and thelr integrity doubtiul, becuuse
thelr sclence was born out of the struggle aud in its
turn served as a weapon in the struggle, a struggle
against the exisung order. j

‘This mean view concelves of a tghter only as & law-
yer, who has no other use for his science than W draw
from 1t arguwents for e refutation of Lhe opposiug
side. It bas no inkaog of the fact that wo oue hus a
greater craving for truth thun a genwne dghter, o a
terrible struggle, which he canuol bope to carry w &
successful issue, unless he clearly understands his situs-
uon,- his resources, his prospects. ‘Lthe judges who lu-
terpret the laws of the state wmay be cheated Ly the
tricks of a spelibinder familiar with legal sclence. But
the necessity of natural laws can ounly be ascertained, not
noodwinked or bribed.

A tighter taking this view of the water will but draw
a greater craving lor undisguised truth out of the intens-
ity of the struggle. But he will also feel the need ol not
keeplng any acquired truth for himself, but of comwwumi -
cating it to his fellow flighters.

Thus kngels writes in the period from 1840 to 1343,
in which he and Marx gained their new sclentitic re
sults, that it was by uo means their intentdon to “whis-
per these results in ponderous volumes exclusively to the
‘learned’ world.,' On the coutrary, they lmmediately got
in touch with proletarian organizations, in order to make
propagands among them for their point of view and we
tactics corresponding to it. They succeeded in winning
one of the most important revolutionary organizations of
proletarians of that period, the iunternational “Comiun-
ist Club,” for their principles, These found expression
& few weeks befure the February revolution of 1848 in
the Communist Manifesto, which was destlned to become
the handbook of the proletarian movement of all coun-
tries,

The revolution (..uled hlu.rx and Enpgels from Brussels,
where they lived, first to Paris, then to Germany, where
the practical exigencies of the revolution completely ab-
sorbed their energles for a while.

The decline of the revolution compelled them, since
1850, much agalnst their will, .to devote themselves en-
tirely to the theory. But when the labor movement took
on new life, in the beginning of the sixties, Marx at once
devoted all his strength to a practical participation in it
while Engels was at first prevented by private affairs
from doing so. Marx did this in the International Work-
ingmen's Assoclation, which was founded in 1864 and
was soon to become a specter for all bourgeols Europe.

The ridiculous police spirit, which led even bourgeols
democracy to view every proletarian movement with sus-
picion, represented the International as an enormous so-
clety of conspirators, whose sole alm was supposed to be
the planning of riots and revolts. In reality the Inter-
These were
the unification of all proletarian forces for common ac-
tion, but also for independent action, apart from bour-
geols politics and bourgeols thought, with a view to ex-
propriating capital, conquering all political and economic
means of class rule from the possessing classes through
the proletariat. - The most Important. and declsive step in
this struggle is the conquest of the politictl power, but the
economic emancipation of the working classes is the final

_goal, “to which every political movement has to subor-

dinate itself as a mere auxillary.”

As the foremost means for the development of pro-
letarian power, Marx mentions organization.

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

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

It ie precisely the significance of organization for the
proletariat which makes the question of its alms para-
mount. Thig alm s of the greatest practical importance.
Nothing is more impractical than the apparently practical
policy which regards the movement as everything and
the aim as nothing. Is organization also nothing and the
unorganized movement everything?

Socialists had marked out goals for the proletariat
long before Marx. But these had called forth only sec
tarianism, had split the proletariat, since every one of
umle soclalists had lald special stress upon the particu-
lar wny of solving the social problem which he had in-
vented. There were as many solutions as there were
sects.

Marx did not offer any particular solution. He with-
stood all challenges to become “positive,” to explain In
detall the measures by which the proletariat is to be
emancipated. He held up only the general goal of organ-
fzation, in the International, a goal which every prole-
tarian could set for himself, namely, the economic eman-
cipation of his class. The way, llkewise, which he showed
was one that class 1nstinct pointed out to every prole-
tarian: the economic and political class struggle.

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

He had to overcome much opposition in this work,
precisely among the most advanced laborers, who were
still full of the splrit of the old soclalists, and who looked
with disdain upon labor unions, because they did not

touch the wage system. These soclalists regarded labor
unjons as a deviation -from the stralght road, which to
them led to the goal by the formation of organizations
which should overcome the wage system directly, such as
productive assoclations, That labor organization unever-
theless made rapid progress on the European contineat
sluce the secoud half of the sixties is due above all to the
international and w the influence exerted in It and
through it by Marx.

_But trade unions were not an end in themselves for
Marx. They were lor him merely means to the end of
tighting the class struggle agalnst the capltalist. system.
He vigorously opposed labor uvion leaders who tried to
turn the unlons away from this purpose, whether they
were actuated by narrow personal motives or by pure and
simple economic views. He opposed especlally the Eng-
lish lubor leaders, who began to dicker with the Liberals.
While Marx was very lenient and tolerunt toward the
proletarian masses, be was very strict toward those who
posed as leaders of these masses. This applied particu-
lurly to their theoretical leaders.

Marx welcomed every proletarian in the proletarian
organization who came with the honest intention of
taking part in the class struggle, no matter what views
& man might hold on othgr subjects, no matter what
might be his theoretical motives, or what arguments he
might employ; it was lmmaterial to Marx whether such
a man was an atheist or a good Christian, a Proud-
honian, Blanquist, Weitlingian, Lasallean, whether he un-
derswod the theory of velue or whether he considered it
quite superfluous, ete,

Of course, it was not immaterial to him whether hn
had to deal with clearly thinking or confused laborers.
He considered it his moest important task to enlightea
them, but he would have counsideyed it & mistake to re-
pulse laborers or keep them away from his organlzation
merely Lecause they were confused thinkers. He had
implicit confidence in thy power of the class antagonism
and fn the logic of the class struggle, which should
necessarlly push every (proletarian into the wight path,
as soon as he would Join an organization which was
actually devoted to the real proletarian class. struggle.

But he acted differently toward men who came to the
proletariat as teachers and spread ideas that were apt to
destroy ‘the strength and unity of this clags struggie. He
was ot in the least tolerant toward such elements. He
mwet themw as an luexorable critic, though their loten-
tons might be the best; thelr influence seemed pernl-
cious to him under any conditions, provided it produced
any results at all and did not prove wholly a waste of
cnergy.

Thanks to this, Marx was one of the most hated men;
he was hated not merely by the bourgeolsie, who feared
him as their most dangerous enemy, but also by all sec-
tarluns, inventors, educated muddleheads and similar ele-
wents in the socialist camp, who were 50 much more
indignant over his ‘intolerance,” his “authoritarianism,”
his “popery,” his “courts of heresy,” the more deeply his
critique cut them.,

We Marxians have adopted with the conceptions of
Marx ulso this position of his, and we are proud of i
Only he who feels that he is the weaker complains of the
“intolerance” of & purely literary critique. None are critl-
clzed more, and with greater sharpness and vindictive-
ness, than Marx and Marxism. But so far no Makxian
has thought of complaining about the intolerance of our
literary opponents. ‘We are too sure of our position for
that.

We are not so indifferent to the i1l humor shown at
times by the proletarian masses on account of the lter-
ary feuds between Marxism and its critics. . This i
humér expresses & very just need: The need of a united
¢lass struggle, of a combination of all proletarian ele-
ments in a great and compact mass, the fear of disrup-
tions, by which the proletariat might be weakened.

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

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

Already in the “Communist Manifesto” have Marx and
Engels explained the attitude to be taken by Marxians
within proletarian organizations. Read the section em-
titled “Proletarians and Communists,” The Communists
were then about the same that Marxians are now.

There they said:

“In what relation do the Communists stand to the pro-
letarians as a whole?

“The Communists do not form a separate party op-
pased to othér working-class parties.

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

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

“The Communists are distinguished from the other
wdrking-class parties by this only: 1. In the national
struggles of the proletarlans of the different countries
they point out and bring to the front the common Iinter
ests of the entire proletariat, independently of all nation-
ality. -2, In the varlous stages of development which
the struggle of the working class against the bourgeoisie
has to pass through, they always and everywhere repre-
sent the interests of the mevement as a whole.

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

“The immediate aim of the Communists is the same
as that of all the other proletarian parties: formation of
the proletariat into a class, overthkow of the bourgeois
supremacy, conquest of political power by the prole-
tariat.

“The theoretical conclusions of the Communists are in
no way based on ideas or principles that have been In-
vented or discovered by this or that would-be universal
reformer.

“They merely express in general terms actual rela-
tions spring from an existing class struggle, from a his-
torical movement going on under our very eyes.” (Kerr
edition, pages 83 and 88.)

During the sixty years since this was written a good
many things have changed, so that these sentences can:
not be applied to the letter. In 1848 no gireat and united
Tabor parties existed, with comprehensive socialist pro-
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grams, and numeroas other far more widespread social-
ist theorles existed outside of the Marxian. '

Today ounly one socialist theory, the Marxian, is alive
in the fightug proletariat, which is united in mass
ues.  Nou ail members of the iabor parties are 4
wus, still iess are all of them thoroughly grounded
slarxians,  But those among them Who do not accept
the Murxfan theory have no theory at all  Either they
deny the necessity of all theories and all prograuis, or
they brew a socialist hash from fragments of pre-Marx-
fun modes of thought, such as we have just discussed
and which have not disappeared altogether, with sowme
chunks of Marxism thrown in. This soart of soclalism
has the advaniage that anything may be left out of it
which does vol suit momentary purposes, and everything
adopted into it which seems momentarily useful. This is
far wmore easy than & cousistent Marxism, but it falls
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“Sec. 8. No member of the Soclal-{E

gate to county, state or national con- :

pletely at theé points where a theory is most needed.
It sutices for the ordinary purposes of popular agia-
tion, but falls whenever it is a question ol finding your
wuy through the reality of new and unforeseen events.
Qut of such ylelding and soft material no structure can
be bulit that will defy all storms. Neither can it serve
us o gulde for explorers, because it is wholly determined
by the Individual reqmrsmeuu of those who think for
a day,

Marxism is no lonxer compelled to suuule with other
socialist theories in the proletariat for i supremacy.
Its critics no longer meet it with other theories, but
merely with doubts as to the necessity of either all theo-
ries or any consistent theory. They offer only phrases,
such as that about our “dogmatism,” our “orthodoxy" and
the like, not any new and compact systems which are
opposed to Marxism in the proletarian movement

But this is for us Marxiaus only a reason for avolding
every attempt to form a separate Marxian sect within the
lubor movement, apart from the other strata of the
fighting proletariut. We, like Marx, consider it our duty
10 unite the whole proletariat in a fighting organism. With-
in this organism we shall always alm to be “practically
the most advanced and resolute section which pushes for-
ward all others; on the other hand, theoretically, the
section which has over the great mass of the proletariat
the advantage of clearly understanding the lice of march,
the conditions and the ultimate geuneral results of the
proletarian movement.” In othar words, we shall always
endeavor to attain to the highest in practical energy and
theoretical understanding that can be attained with the
existiug means. Only in this, in the superiority of our
work, which is due to the superiority of the Marxian
point of view, do we alm to occupy & marked position in
the total organism of the proletariat organized in a class
party. Moreover, the proletariat {8 pushed more and more
into Marxian ways by the loglc of events, even where it
is not yet fully imbued with a conscious Marxism.:

Besides, there has hardly ever been any Marxian, or
any group of Marxians, who have caused disruption by
purely theoretical differences. Whenever any split took
place it was due to practical, not to theoretical, differ-
ences, to questions of tactics or organizaton, and the
theory was only the scapegoat that had to carry all the
sins committed under these circumstances. For instance,
the thing called intolerance for some years by a portion
of the French socialists reveals itsell on closer scrutiny
merely as a fight of a few literary men and parilamen-
tarians agalnst proletarian discipline, which is felt as a
degradation by them. They demand discipline only for
the great mass, but not for sucb exalted beings as they
are themselves. The champions ui proletarian discipline,
on the other hand, have always been Marxians Iu France,
and In this they have' shown themselves as excellent
disciples of their master.

He did not merely show the way by which the prole-
tariat can best reach its great goal, but he also advanced
upon it practically. By his work in the International he
has become typical for all our practical activity.

Not only #s a thinker, but also as an example, should
we celebrate Marx, or rather to act more in accordance
with his ideas, study him. We derive no less advantage
from the history of his personal activity than we do from
his theoretical analyses.

He became a model for us in his activity not merely
by his knowledge, his superior mind, but also by his dar-
ing, his Indefatigableness, which was combined with the
preatest goodness, unselfishness and a firm eguanimity.

Whoever wishes to get an idea of his daring should

people to resist the government by force of arms, and in
which be demonstrated the necessity of & new revolution.
His goodness and unselfishness is shown by the alert
solicitude which he, lving in the greatest poverty, ex-
hibited for his comrades, of whom he always thought,
rather than of himself, as he did after the collapse of
the revolution of 1848, and after the downfall of the Paris
Commune of 1871. Finally, his whole life was an uninter-
rupted chain of trimls, which could be borne only by a
man whose indefatigableness and firmness far exceeded
the ordinary measure.

From the beginning of his work on the “Rhelnische
Zeitung," in 1842, he was hounded from country to coun-
try, until the revolution of 1848 promiscd him the starting
of a victorious advance. By its fallure he saw himself
bhurled back Into political and ‘persoual misery, which
seemed s0 much more hopeless as the bourgeois democ-
racy, on the one hand, boycotted him in his exile, and
some communists, on the other hand, fought him, while
wany of his faithful comrades were burled for years in
Prussian military prisons. After a long time a ray of
light feil into his life, the International, but after & few
years It was again obscured by the fall of the Paris
Commune, which was soon followed by the dissolution of
the International through internal dissensions. It ig true,
the International had fulfilled its duty excellently, but for
this reason the proletarian movements of the different
countries bad become more Independent. The more they
grew, the more did the International need & more elastic
organization, which should leave sufficient playroom for
the proletarian movewents of the various countries. But
Wtvthe same time, in which this became ry, the
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English labor union leaders, who wanted to work together
with the Liberals, felt’ hemmed in by the theory of the
class struggle, while in the Latin countries Dakounist
aparchism rebelled agalnst the participation of 'laborers
in politics. These events compelled the General Council
of the International to exert its centralized powers at the
very moment when more local autonomy became more
necessary than ever. This contradiction wrecked the proud
ship, whose helm was in the hands of Karl Marx.

This was a bitter disappointment for Marx, It is true,
the brilliant rise of the German soclal democracy followed
later, and ‘the revolutionary movement in Russia gained
sirength. But the laws of exception against soclalists
stupped the growth of the socialist party in Germany for
a while, and Russian terrorism reached its culmination iu
1881. After that terrorism declined ragidly.

Thus the political activity of Marx wad an uninterrupted
chain of failures and disappointments. And so was his
sclentific activity, His life's work, “Capital,” upon which
he bullt such great hopes, seemed to rewain without no-
tice and success, even in his own party, for even here it
was but little understood untl the beginning of the
eighties.

Marx died on the thresbold of his time, in which the
fruit was at last to mature which he had sown in the
wildest storms and the darkest days. He died when the
time approached in which the proletarian wmovement seized
all Europe and filled itself everywhere with his spirit,
stood upon his foundations, and for this reason began a
period of uninterrupted and victorious advances for the
proletariat which is brilliantly distinet from thoce days
in which Marx struggled as a lonely, little understood
and much hated fighter against a world of enemies for an
understanding of his-ideas awong the proletariat.

Discouraging, or even hopeless, as this situation would
have been for every ordinary man, Marx never lost his
smiling. equanimity wvor bis proud confidence. He tow-
ered so high above his contemporaries, he looked so far
beyond them, that he clearly saw the promised land which
the overwhelming mass of his fellow beings did not even
dream of. It was his scientific greatness, it was the depth
of his theory from which he derived the best strength of
his character, in which were rooted his firmuness and con-
fidence, which kept him free from all vaccilation and
moods, from that restless excess of feeling, which is elated
to the skles today and grieved unto death tomorrow.

We also must drink from this fountain, then we shall
be certain of holding our own in the great struggles which
we shall have to meet and of developing the highest
strength of which we are capable. Then we may expect
to reach our goal more quickly than we might ordinarily.
The banner of proletarian emancipation and of all hu-
manity which Marx unfurled and carried before us more
than a generation, in ever renewed advances, never tiring,
never fearing, that banner shall be planted triumphantly

read his process, which was opened against him in Col-
ogne, on February 9, 1848, because he had called upon the

upon the ruins of the capitalist dungeon by the fighters
whom he has trained.

Natlonal Bank of Commerce

OF S8EATTLE

’ 'M'% Corner Second Avenue
13,250,000  and Cherry Street

(o7 1-1) 7 | R B G R e
Surplus and Profits.
Total Resources, over

“ow

Telephone or Telegraph Orders Promptly Attended To

Bonney - Watson Company
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Queen City Laundry
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Independent 953

Branch, Third Ave. near Pike St.
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Bot:h Phones, 982 - Free Delivery
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217 Pike Bt.

The Road - - - by Jack London, $2.00
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The Metropolis - . Upton Sinclair, 1.18
The Jungle - - Upton Sinclair, .50
Looking Backward - - - Bellamy, .50
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318 PIKE STREET

220 PIKE STREET
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|

Cow Butter Store Hotel Imperial
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Phone Ind. 06|
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J. A, Inman
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Abbott Barber Shop
and Baths

Everything First Class
B. H, KAST, Prep. 303 PIKE 87

Phones: Main 3404; Independent 39
Murphy Wine & Liquor Co.
Wholesale and Retail Liquer
Dealers
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AN Pike Gt Sasaltle, Wash,

A. A, Patterson A. L. Patterson

Patterson’s Cafe -

OPEN ALL NIGHT
309 Pike Street Phone, Ind. 4871

CalhouE, Denny &
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Fine Watch Repairing

Frank L. Howe
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Fnternllly submitted,
W. H. WAYNICK,
Temp. State Sec.
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