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PROUDHON © = 1845

guat as the first oritical moves in overy scisnce are necessarily en-~

- kefirled in the. .aasumptiona of the science which they are intending to

.comhat, so ‘Proudhon! s ‘work Qu'ast ce que la propriéts? is m criticiam of

p011t1091 economy. Since the criticism of political economy forms the ° v -
siiiefl subject of" interast, wo need not here examine the legal section of

‘the book, which eriticgzes law from the standpoint of law. Proudhon's

- bock 13 therefore sclentificaliy surpassed by the pritical school of

- polltical eaonomy, oven of nolibicg@feconomv as concelved by Proudhons

. This work of ecriticlisom wans oniy re ed posalble by Proudhon himsslf,

Just as Proudhon's eriticism had as i1ts antecedents, the criticism of the

 marssntile system by the vhysiosrats, that of the plfsiocrats by Adsm .

" Bmith, that of Adam Stith by Hieerdo, as well as the’labours of Fourier

and Saint-Simon. : ' ' /.“

- AlL tha developments of political economy have private preowerty as
;Jthair ma jor premise, 'This fundamental assumption 1ls regarded by it.as an.
unassailsable,fact, which needs no demenstration, and about which 1t only

K chances to speak casually, as M.Say naively confeqses. 5

P . Now Proudhon sub jects private vnroperty, ‘the basis of political C
y_,aconomy, to a criticnl examination, which 15 in fact the first decisive,..
ﬁ”xruthless, end at the same time sclentifie analyasis. This constltates the .
- gheat sclentific progress which he made, a prograss which revolutionized:
.political economy, and firest rendered nossible a real sclence of uolitical‘
,economy. g
"Proudhonte. work tu'est ce que la propristé? has the same significance
- for modern political economy as Sidyss! vamphlet: Qu'est ce que le Hiers -
etah? has for modern volltics. ’ oo

B IT Proudhon 3id not corcelve the various forms of nrivate nroperty,
as, for exsmple, wages, trade, value, price, money, ete., as such, but
used these forms of political ecocnomy as wearons agalnst politleal sconouy,
this was qulte in sccordence with his whole standpolnt, as above deseribed
~and historically justifiled.

Political economy, which accepts the relationshlvs of private property:
as human and reasonable ralatlonships, moves in a perpetual contradictlon
to its fundomental assumption, which i3 orivate wronortyyp a contradictiom
analogous to thet of thwology, which constantly gives a human interpre-
tation to religious fdeas, und therbdby constantly vioclates its fundamental ’
gesumption, which i3 the supramundans character of religlon. Thus in
political economy wages appear at the outset as labourts prorvortlonate
gshare in the nroduct. Wages and tne profit of capltul exist in the most
friendly and apparently hpman relations, alternately assisting each other.
Subsequently it trunsgpired that they atand in the most hostile, in an in-
verted, relatlionship towards each other. 1In the beginning value is
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apparently determined on retional principles, by the coats of production
‘of -un srtlele and vy its soclul utllity. Subsequently it transpires that
_ valus la a purely sdcidental detsrminaticn, which does not need to have
S any connectlon at 21l sither with the coets of production or with social
. utility., The magnlituds of wages is in the beginninr determined by a
free capltalist. Subsequently it trenspires that the worker is compelled
to let 1t be determined, juat asg the capitalist 13 compelled to fix it
ag low as possible. Coerclon tekes the nlace of the freedom of the con-
tracting pasrties. The same obsarvation apnliez to trade and all the other
relations of volitical economy. Political economists cccasionally have.
an intimation of tnes contradictions, the development of which forme the
prineipal content of their mubtual wrangling. When, however, they be-
come fully. aware of them, they procedd to attack private property in one
cf its partial menifestations, as the falsifier of wageas which are
rational in themgelves, that 1s, in the ideas they have formad about wages; '
or of value that is rational in 1ltaelf, or of commerce that is rationalk
in 1tself, Thus Adem Smith occasionally alttacks the sapitslisis,
Dagtutt de Tracy attacks the mohsy-changers, Simonde de Siamondl attacks
.the factory system, Ricerdo attacks landed property, and thus almost all
L. political economlcsts attuck the non~industrial capltalists who regard
‘,'prOperty merely as eonsumable goods.

: Sometimes, therefore, the political aconomlsts 1nvast economic

eonditions with a human semblance, that 1a, when they are attacking a

-particular abuse, but at other times, which i3 mostly the case, they’
interpret these coriditions in their strict eccnomic meaning, .as distingulish-
ed frqm‘human conditiona. They reel unconsclously in this contradlction.

‘Now Prcudhon has mads an end once for all of this unconsclousness,
-~ -He took serlouly the bhwman semblance given to economlec conditlons and )
i sherply confronted 1t with their inhuman reality. In all seriousness he

_ acceptad the human ploss which the nolitlecal economists had put upon
~ economie pgomditions, and sharply compared it with their inhuman reallty.

He. dpmanded that these conditlons should be In reality what they are in
fane In other wordg, the ideas which have been formed of them should
be ahkndoned and their veritahble ilhhumanity should be acknowledged. He

‘was therefore consistent In plalnly repnresenting private property in 1ts
most universal aspect to ve the falsifler of economie reletionships, and
not thls or that kind of private property, to a partial degree, as did
most of the othor political economists. He achleved everjthing that

could be schleved by the criticism of politiecal sconomy from the standpoint
of polltical economy.

All political economy hitherto has taken as its starting-point the
woalth which the movement of private nroverty ostensible creates for the
nations in supnort of ovrivate nroverty.

Proudhon starts out fro.:: the reverse side, which le sophistlcally
covered up in wvolitical sconomy, that Lls, from the poverty created by
the movement of private »nropebty, in order to reach his coneluslons,
which are unfavourable to vnrivate voverty. The first criticism of
private property was naturally oromptod by the vhenomenon whelh embodles

Be 12348




A dirsctly violated human feeling -- by the phenomenon of poverly.

":-fést;‘the disinterrated and disintegrating nroletarist.

1té‘eséence in the méat atriking and clumorous form, a form which

Tho eritics of Proudhon cannot deny that Proudhon also verceives an inner
eonnsetlon Letween the fasbs of voverty and of proverty, as he nroposes
to abolish property on accoubt of this connsction, in order to abollsh
poverty. Prewmdhori has dene even more. He har demonstrated in detall
how the movement of cavital creates pcverty., The critlics of Troudion,
or the other hand, will not onter lnto such triviallties. They par-
eceive only thet poverty and wrivate proverty are opposites: which 18
fairly cbvious. ‘ ‘

Prolstariat and wealth are antitheses. As such they constitute
a whols; both sre manifcataticns of the world of private proverty. The
question to be considered is the smec¢ific vosition which both occupy 1in
the antithesis. To describe them as two aldes of 'a whole ls not a
gufficient oxplanation., Private property us private property, as wesalth,

|, .18 compelled %o preserve its ocwn existence, and along with 1t that of its
- antithesls, the profieturliat. Private property gatisfled 1n itself is the
‘positive side of the antithesis. The proletarlat, on the other hand, is

obliged, as prolotariat, to abolish itself, and along with it private

fqugpbrty,;itslponditisned.antithesis, which makes it the proletariat.

'11‘¥It'1§ a negative side of the antithesks, the internal gource df un-

.ﬁ- The: poseessing clésa and the nproletarian olass represent the same
human self-sstrangement. ' But the former class fsels perfectly satisfied

with'this sdelf-estrangement, knowing that 1In this estrangement regides its

own power, and possesses therein thesemblance of a human oxistence; the

" latter class feels itszelf to be destroyed by the estrangemant, perceives .

therein its impotence and the reslity of an inhuman existenss.

‘Within the antithesls, therefors, the owner of private propebty is
the sonservative, and the proletarian 1s the destructive varty. From the
former proceads the action of maintaining the antithesis, from ths latter
the action of destroying it. From the point of view of 1ts natlonal,
esconomic movement, private property 1s, of course, continually being driven
towards its own dissclutlon, but only by an mmeonscious develovment whieh
iz independent of it, and which exigts against i1tb will, and is limited
by thé nature of bthines; only, that is, by creating the vroletariat as
proletarlat, vpoverty consclous of its own physicaland spirltual poverty,
and demoralized humanity conscious of its own demoralization and com=’
sequently striving apainst it.

- The proletariat fulflls the judgmant which private oropert th
creation of the proletariat susnegdsggﬁer itself, just as ig fu{f?{a tgo
judgmont which wage-labour susponds over itself in creating allen riches
and 1ts own condemrutlon. If the proletariat triumphs,it does ndt thereby
become the absoluts side ol socloty, for 1t btriumphs only by sbolishing it-
self and its omnosite. In thi:z way both the nroletariat and its conditioned
opposlte, wrivate nroverty, ara done away with.
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“SELECTED ESSAYS . # KARL MARK _2ranslated by H.J.Stennihg
o | | - (unsm);
THE ENGLISH REVOLUTION # - 1850

reussl, Disccurs sur l'hlstoire de la revolution d'Angleterre,

{ ) Pourquoi 1a revolution d'Angleterre a-t-elle
! L Parin, 1850,

; .

!

]

i

The o“ject cf M fuizoth pemphlet 4is to show why Louies FPhilivpe and
! Culzot's policy nught nobt to nave been overthrownon the 24th February
; ‘ 1848, and how the roprehensible cheracter of the French 1s to blame for
i the fact that ths July monurchy of 1830 ignominiously collapsed after
eightesnr yeara of laborious existence and was not blussed with the
aacurity of' tenure enjoved by the Ben English monarchy aince 1688,

:From this pamphlet 1t may be seon how even the ablest individuals'

i of the anclen rdgims, how sven people who 1a their own way are not devoid
:"6f hiatorical talent heve been sc completely thrown off their balance

by ths fatel event .of February (1848) as td have loat all historicak

,‘comprahension, even the comprehension of thelr former behaviour. In~
‘Bbsad ' lor.:belng izpslled by the February Revolution to study more olosely
the" whollw different positlons occupled respectively by the varlous

classae of noociety irv the French monarchy of 1830 and in the English

monarchy of 16688, M.Gulzot gets rid of the entire difference between

‘the two situstions in a few moral phrases and asserts in’conclusion

‘that the polidy ovarthrowne cn Tthe 24th February "can alone master

‘ revnlutions, ‘as 1t can sustain States,"

-The;question which M.Guizot professes to answer may ‘be preciassly
formulated as follows: Why has middle~class soclety developed in
" England under the form of a constitutional monarchy for a lengser pariod-
than in ¥France?

The following pasgsage serves to shew the nature of M.Quizoh's
acgueintance with the course of middle-class development in England:
"Under the reigns of George I and George II, public opinion veered in
another directicn; forslgn policy ceased to be 1ts ohief concern; in-~
‘ternal administration, the maintenance of peace, questlons of finance,
of the colonies, of trade, the development and the struggles of the
parlianentary régime, became the dominant preoccupations of the Govern=-
ment and of the publice" (p.l168)

M.Gulzot discovers only two ractors in the reign of #1lliam III
that are worthy of mention: the maintenance of the equilibrium betwesn
parlisment and the Crown, and the maintenance of the European equili-
brium by means of the struggle agalnst Louis XIV. Under the Hanoveilan
dynasty, public oninion suddenly ‘'veersd in another direction," nobody
knows how and why.

It 1s obvious that M.3uizot has applied the moatbanal platitudes
of French parliamentary debate to English hlstory, believing he has

: ‘ e
i Why the English Revolution was successful. Alecture on the history
R of the English Revolution, Parls, 1B50. ‘
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thereby exnlained it. Similarly, when he was Mlnister, N.CGuizot imagined
he was balancing cn his shouldars the vpole- of equilibrium between
Parliement and the Crown, wereas in reality he was only jobbing ths

whole of the French State and the whole of Frendh society bit by bli to
the "Jewlsh financiers of the Paris Bourae. : -

M.Guizot does not think it worht the trouble %o mention that the
wers of competition for 'the destruction of French commerce and of French
f8oa vower; that under William III, the rule of The finsncial middle class
received its Iirat sanction through the esteblishment 'of the Bank of
England, and the introductlon of the nationsl debt; that a new upward im-
petus was givon to the manufacturing middle class through the consistent
enforeament of the protective fiscal system.

For him only politlcal phrases have lunortance. He does not aven
mentlion that under Queen Anne the ruling parties could only maintain
themselves and the constitutionezl monarchy t y foreibly prolonging the
1ife of Parlliament to seven yeats, thus almost entirely destroying pop-

- ular influence over the govsrument.

Uhdgr the Hunoverian dynasty England had already orogressed so far
as to.be sblie to wage competitive war against France in the modern form/
Englaud -heraself combated.France onlvy in Americs and the East Indies, '

i whilst orn the Continent she was content to pay fordéign princas like

Frederick II to wage. war against France. Wwhen, therefore, foreign
"politics assumed another agpect, M.Gulzot says: "foreign policy ceased
to be a chief concern and its phace was taken by "themaintenance of

‘ Jfﬁ peace.” The extent to which " the development and the struggles of ths ‘-
i parliementary régime hecame the dominant' preoccupation of the Govern~ .
T, iment and of the public" may be. inferred from the bribery stories about

"the Walpadle ministry, which at any rate boar a close resemblance to
- the sxandals which came bto light under M.Gulzot. -

Wiy the Znglish Revolution entered on a more prosperous career than
tha French Revolutlon subaequently did 1s explained by M.Gulzot Lrom two
causea: first, from the fact that the English Rewcluticn bore a theroughly
religious character, and therefore brols in no way with the Hraditions of
the past, and gecondly from the fact that from the outset 1t did not
weer a destructive, but a constructive aspect, Parliament defending the
old existing laws against the enercachments of the Crown.

Ag regerds the first poilnt, M.Gulizot forgets that the free thought
of the French Revolutlion, whidh makes him shudder so convulsively, was
imported into Prance from no other counbry than England. Locke was its
father, and in Shaftesbury and Bolingbroke 1t assumed that lively form
which later underwent such a briiliant develooment in France.

Thus we reach the strange reault-that the ssme freethought upon
whlch, azcordlng to M.Gulzot, the French Revolution came to grief was
one of the nwst essentlad products of the religous Englhsh Revolution.

With respect to the sscond point, M.Gulzto forgeta that at the outset
the French Revolutlon was just as conservative as the English, I1f not
more s0. Absolutism, especially in the gulse which it had latterly
assumed in France, waa an innovatlon even there, and agalnst this in-
novation the parliaments arose and defended the old laws, the us et
coutumes of thie old estates-of theprealm monarchy. And whereas the first
step of the French Revolution wes the revival of the Estates General
which had been extinet since Henry IV and Louls XIII, the English

2
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_of: Charles I with free competition, which rendered the commerce and the

‘ haquust as little enlightenment to furnish with regard tc the connec-

- of ambitious, fanatical, e&nd malevolent spirits. .That simultaneously

“aftenlpassing through the stage of the Republie, and that even then, the

Pevolubion hag no feature of an equally classical conservative nature
to oxhibi . .

"Aceording to M.Guizot, the chilef result of the Englliah Revolution .
was thls that 1t was made impoaszlble for the king to govern against the
.will of Parliement and of the Hnuse of Comwons in FParlicment. The en-
tire ravolution may bs swmed up by saying that at the commencemsnt
-‘both mideées, the Grown and Parliament, overstevped thelr limits and went
too far untlil uader William IIT they reached the proper woguilibrivm end
newiralfred oech other. That the subjection of the monarchy was its’
sub jeetion to tiie rule of a class M.Gulzot deems it superflucus tec mention.

s

. Gonsequently, he does not [eel it incumbent on him to ascertain

how this class acquired ths power mnecessaly to make tho Crown 1ts aervant.
He sppeers to think that the whole atruggle betwesn Charles I and
Parliameht related to purely politiocal- privileges. For what purpose
Parliament and the class ropresented therin needed these privileges we

are not told. Heither does M,Guizot refer to the dirsct interfersnces

trade of ‘England inereasingly impossible; or the dopendence upon Parlia-
ment into which Chavles fell ever more hopelessly, thircugh his continuous
finansiel distress, the more he tried to defy Parliamerit. According to
- E.GOikot, therefore, the shole ‘Revolution 1s to be explained by the
evil’ 1ntent ‘snid religious fanatlcism of a few dlsturbers of the peace
who . could not content themselves with a moderate freedom. M.Gulzot

- tlon of the religlous movement with the developmsnt of middle-class
aociefy. "0f course, tha Republle was likewise the mere work of a number

‘efforts were being made to introduce the Revublie in Lidbon, Naples, and
Mesaina, as 1n England, under the influence of the Duteh example, 13 a
- faet whioch 1s not mentioned et all.

Although M.Guizot naver loaes sight of the Frenuh Revolution, it i
does not oceur te him that the transition from absolute to constiiution-
&l monerchy is everywhere effzated onlyv after violent struggles and

old dynasty, belng useless, must give way to a usurplng collateral
branch. Consequently, he has nothing but the most trivial commonplaces
to utter respecting the overthrow of the English restored monsrchy.

He does not even cite the proximate causest the fears entertalned by

“the great new landowners, who had been ereated by the Raformation, st the
prospect of restoraticon of Catholicism, when they would have been obllged
to surrender 2l]l the former Church proverty which had been stolen, which
meant that the ownership of saven-thanths of the entire solt of England
would have changed hands; the horror of the trading and industrial

middle e¢lass at Cathollcism, which by not means sulted 1ta cémmerce;

the nonchalsnce with which the Stuarti had sold, for thelr own advantage
and that of the Court nobility, the whole of English industry and
commerce, that 1s, had seld thelr own country, to the Govermment of

Franc e, wheih was then maintsining a very dangerous, and In many respects,
successful compebtltion with the English.

Se
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As M.Gaizot everywiers leaves cut the most importmnt feotors, thoro
ia nothing for him to do but to present an extromely inadaquates and bunal

S E"S : ‘ C
-0
R narrntion of marely politioal svents,

T Tho greab riddle for M,Gulzot, which he van only solve by pointins to
$he auponion intolligenss of the Znglish, the riddles of the conservative
. character of the Engiish Revolution, 1= explained by the continmous alllance
-~ which unlted thw midéle class with the largest ssctiovn of the great land-
‘owners, an slliance that essentially disténguishes the English Revolution
from the French Revolution, which desiroyed large landed property by varcell~
. .ing ocubt the soil. This claass of large landowners, which had oripinated
undexr Henry VIII, unlike the French feudal land-ownership in 1789, did not
lnd itself in conflict but rather in complete harmony with the conditionas
L - . of 1life of the bourgecisie. Its land-ownerghip, in fact, was not feudal,
T but ‘middle class. On the one hand, it placed at the disposal of the middie
.~ olagsa the necessary population to carry on manufactures, and on theother
hend, it was able to impert to sgriculture a dsvolopment which correspondad
. .Bo the state of industry and of commerce. Henge 1ts common interests w;th'_
~;the middle claaa, hence its alllance with the latter.

R RORW L T Y

: Withe the consolidation of the constitutional wonarchy in England,
Engliah history comes to a full atop, as far as M.Guizot 18 concernmed. All:
‘that follows' is for him confined to & pleacant gea-saw between Tories ~ - .
and Whigs, and this means the great debate between M.Gulzot and M. Thiera.,

- In. roality. however, the colossal development and nransformation ol -
. commeraial aocieuy.iﬁ England began with the consolidation of the English’
“ moparchy. Wheres M.Gulzot sees only soft repose and i1dylllic peace, the
smoat violent confllcts, the most drastic revolutions, were in reallty

. developing. - First of all, under the constitutionel monarechy manufactures
~ underwent ah sxpansion hitherto undreamed of, 1n order then to make way

. for thé grecat industry, Bhe steam-snginem and the glgantie factories.

' Whole classes of the populatl on disappsared, new ckasses took their plase,
"“'with new conditions of l1life and new needs. Alarge new middle dlass emerged;.
while the old bourgeoisie fought the French Revolution, the new capbured’
° . the world markst, .It became so all-powerful thab even before the Reform

© . Aot placed political power directly in 1ts handa, i1t had compelled 1lts
opponents to leglslate almost solely in its interestas and according to 1ts
needs. It captured direct representation in Parliament and utilized 1t
‘for the destructilon of the last vestlges of real power which remanined to
landed property. Lastly, it i1z at this moment engaged in razing to the

ground the splendid structure of the Engllsh constitution before which
" M.Guizot abands in sdmiration.

T T e e ey e " e

i And while N,fulzot congratulates the Baglish that among them the
7 . noxious growtus of French social Iife, republicanism and soclialism, have
M not undermined the foundation pillars of the unique all-blessing monarchy,
Tw‘? 5 the class antagonisms in English soclety have been developing to a point
. that is without example in any other country. A mlddle class without

rival in wealth and productive forces confronts a proleturlat which 1s

: : 1ikewlse without »ival in power and concentration. The tribute which

o T M.Guizot paye to England £inally resolves itselfl into this; that therse

o under the nrotection of the constitutional monarchy the elements making for
: social revoliution heve desveloped to a far greater extent than in all the

other countries of the world nmut together.,
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: eenu.n»rly can no longar .6ut by more political phrases, K. Gui"ot

afuge-in reii g:l.oua phrages, in the armed intervention of God.. '

msp&rit of God st‘.uddenly cnmes over the Army ‘and prevents Gromall
xig, M.Guiroh saves himseli frow his




