Translated by H.J,STENNING
* PROUDHON ~ - 1845 |

'gﬁgﬁ as the firat oritical moves in overy science are necessarily en-
-~ %#2figled in the. aasumptiona.of the gcience which they are intending to

_eombat, s Proudhon!s work Qutast ce que 1la propriéta? is n eriticlam of
polittosl economy. Since the criticism of political oconomy forms the
(sialsf subject of intergst, wo need not here sxamine the legal section of
-the book, which eritieezes law from the standpoint of luaw. Proudhonts
bock 13 therefore scientifically surpassed by the pritieal school of
- polltleal economy, oven of polibicggéeconomy 83 concelved by Proudhon.
~This work of criticism wam oniy re ed possible by Proudhon himself,
Just as Proudhon's criticism had as its antecedents, the criticism of the
marosntile system by the ohysicerata, that of the p#ﬁéiocrata by Adam -
C.3mith, that of Adam Swith by Miecevdo, as well as the’' labours of Fourier

and Saint-3imon.

- .- A11 -the developments of political sconomy have private property as
> ;their major premise, This fundamental assumption 1is regarded by it.es an.
- unassailable,fact, which needs no demonstration, and about which 1t only -
chanoes to speak ocasuelly, as M.Say naively confeases, - _ -

o .~ Now Proudhon subjects private nroperty, the basis of political
-sconomy, to a criticml examination, which 13 in fact the firsh decisive, -
. wuathless, and at the scme time sclentific analyais. This constitdtes the .
“grdak sclentific progress which he made, a progress which revolutionized: -
. -political economy, and firet rendered possible a real seclence of volitloel -
. economy. ‘ Lol

-

. Proudhon'e. work Qulest ce qus la propridts? has the same stgnificance
. for modern volitieal economy as Siéyss' vamphlet: Qu'est ce que le tiers -
etadh? has for modern volitics. R

B If Proudhon 4id not corncelve the” various forms of nrivate DIoPerLY,
as, for exsmple, wares, trade, value, price, money, ete., as such, but
used these forms of volitical economy as weavons against politicsl B CONOUY,
* this was qulite in sccordance with his whole standpoint, as above deseribed
-and hlstorically justified,

Political economy, which accepts the relationships of private property .
as human and reasonable ralationships, moves in a perpetual contradictlion
te its fundsmental assumption, which is private wronortyp a contradictiom
analogous to thet of thwology, which constantly gives a human interpre-
tation to religious ideas, und therby constantly violates its fundamental
sgsumption, whieh is the supramundans character of religlon. Thus in
political economy wazes anpear at the outset as labourts proportionate
share in the product. Wages and thne profit of capltul exist in the most
friendly and apparently hpman relations, alternately assisting each other.
Subsequently 1t trunspired thet they atand in the most hostile, in an in-
verted, relatlonship towards each other., 1In the beginning value is
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apparently dstermined on rstional princinles, by the coats of production !i
‘of-un ertlele and by its sociul utility. Subsequently it trarapires that T

1

. valus is a purely adcldental determination, which does net need to have
" any connection at 21l either with the costs of production or with social ok
. utlility, The magnltuds of wamges is in the beginninr determined by a I.

free caplitalist. Bubsequently it trenspires that the worker is gompellad
to let it be determined, just as tho capitalist 13 compelled to fix it
as low as possible. Coerclon tekes the place of the freedom of the con-
tractlog parties. The same obsarvation apnlies to trade and all the other
relations of political economy. Political economlsts cccasionally have.
an intimatlion of thes contradictions, the development of which forme the g
prineipal contsant of their mutual.wrangling. When, however, they be-
oome fully aware of t{hem, they procedd to attack private property in one
of ita partlal maonifestatiocns, as the falsifier of wages which are
rational in themselves, that 1s, in the ideas they have formed about wagea;
or of value that is rational in 1tself, or of commerce that is rationals
in itselfs Thus Adem Smith occasionslly attacks the saplbsilais,
Dagtutt de Tracy abttacks the monsy-changers, Sinmonde de Sismondi attacks
the factory system, Ricardo attacks landed property, and thus almost all

. political economlstis attack the non~-industrial capitalists who regard

. property merely as consumable goosds.

©anY “'Sometimes, therefore, the political economists invest economiec

= conditions with a human semblance, that 1s, when they are attacking a
~pariicular abuse, but at other times, which i1s mostly the case, they ,
interpret theee corditlions in thelr strict economic meaning, as distinguish-
ed from human conditiona, They reel unconselously in this contradiction.

‘Now Procudhon has mads an end once for all of this unconsciousness,
-Ha took seriouly the hwman semblance given to economle conditions and .
sherply confronted 1t with their iphueman reality. In all sericusness he
. acceptad the human ploss which the nolitical economists had put upon
"economic gomditions, and sharply compared it with their jinhuman reality.
He-dﬁg:nded that trese conditlons should be in reallty what they are in

fancWy. In other words, the ldeas which have been formed of them should
be a doned and their verltabls inhumanity should be acknowledged. He
‘was therefore consistent In plalnly revrcsenting private property in its
moagt universal aspect to we the falsifier of esconomic relationshlps, and
not thls or that kind of private property, to a partiel degree, as did
moat of the othor political economists. He achieved everfthing that

could be mchieved by the critlicism of nolitical economy from the standpoint
of political economy.

All political economy hitherto has taken as its starting-noint the
wealth which the movement of private nroverty ostensible creates for the
natlons in sumnort of nrivate nroverty.

Proudhon starts out fro: the reverse side, whlch 1= sophistieally
covered up in volitical economy, that Ls, from the poverty created by
the movement of private nropebty, in order %o reach his conclusions,
which are unfavourable to nrivate noverty. The firat eriticism of
private proverty was naturally orompted by the phenomenon wheih embodles
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3 directly violated human feelsnug -- by the phienomenon of poverly.

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

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

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

" latter class feels itself to be destroyed by the estrangemant, percelves

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

The eritics of Proudhon cannot deny that Proudhon also verceives an inner
connscbion Lotwoen the fasbis of voverty and of proverty, as he proposes
to abollah property on accoudt of this connsction, in order to abollsh
peverty. Preuwdhor has dene even more. He has demonstrated in detall
how the movement of cavital creates peverty. The critics of Proudnon, L 4
orn the other hand, will not enter Iinto such trivialities. They par- 3
eoive only thet povarty and nrivate properiy are opposibes: which 1s
fatrily cobvious. B ‘

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 swec¢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,

s ML A

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

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

. . ‘he: poseessing class and the proletarisan elass represent the same ]
human self-sstrengement. But the former class fsels perfectly satisfied o
with this self-estrangement, knowing that In this estrangement resgides itis
own power; and possesses therein thesemblance of a human oxistence; the

therein its impotence and the reaslity of an inhuman existenss.

Within the antitheasls, therefore, the owner of private vropebty 1is
the conservative, and the proletarlan 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 its natlonal, A
esconomic movement, private property 1s, of course, continually being drliven -
towards its own dissclutlon, but only by an wmeonscious develovment whieh
iz independent of it, and which exiagts against 1tb will, and is limited
by thé nature of bthines; only, that is, by creating the vroletariat as 4
proletarlat, vpoverty consclous of its own physicaland spiritual poverty, ‘
and demoralized humanity conscious of its own demoralization and com=’
sequently striving against it.

- The proletariat fulflls the judgmant which private oropert t
creation of the proletariat susnegdsggﬁer itaalf? just as ig fu{f?{a 230
jud@amont which wage-labour susponds over itself in creating allen rilches
and 1ts own condempubtion., If the proletariat triumphs,it does ndt thereby
become the absoluts side of sccloty, for 1t brlumphs only by sbolishing it-
self and its omnosite. In thisz way both the nroletariat and its conditioned

opposlte, wrivate nroverty, are done away with. 1
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SELECTED ESSAYS . # KARL MARE _ Translated by H.J.Stenniig
R | | ' (Ens?'?
THE ENGLISH REVOLUTION # = 1850

Pourquoi 1a revolution d'Angleterre a-t-slle

‘reussi, Disccurs sur 1l'histoire de la revolution d'Angleterre,
. Paris, 1850.+

The object ¢f M.Guizots pamchlet is to show why Louis Thilippe and
Culzot's policy nught not to nave been overthrownon the 24th February
1848, and how ths roprehensibls cheracter ol the French is to blame for
the faet that ths July monurchy of 1830 ignomirniously collapsed after
eightesn yeers of laborious exlstence and was not blussed with the

-security of tenure enjoyed by the Bem English monarchy aines 1688,

.. ‘From this pamphlet 1t may be seun how even the ablest individuals
of higborical talent heve been so completely thrown off their balarce
by ths fatel event.of February (1848) as td have loat all historicak
{oombrdhension, even the comprehension of their former behaviocur, .In~

hkﬁihollw'dirferant'positiona ocoupied respectively by the various
classde of soolety ir the French monarchy of 1830 and in the English

#mongrchy of 1688, M.Guizot gets rid of the entire difference between

“the two situations in a few morsl phrases and easerts in - conclusion '

7. that the polidy overthrowne on the 24th February "ean alone master
- revolutions, 'as it can sustain Statea.!

‘The. question which M,Guizot professas to answer-may‘he'pneoiaély

-formulated as follows: ¥Why has middle-class soclety developed in

Ergland under the form of a constitutional monarchy for a lenger period -
than in France? - .

The followlng passags serves to show the nature of M.Guizoh's
acguelntance with the course of middle~class development in England:
"Under the reigns’ of George I and George IT, publie opinlon veered in
another directicn; forelgn policy ceassd to be its ehief concern; in-
ternal administration, the maintenance of peace, questlons of finance,
of the colonies, of trade, the development and the struggles of the
parliamentary régime, became the dominant preoccupations of the Govern-
ment and ol the public" (p.168)

M.Gulzot dlscovers only two factors in the reign of Willlem IIT
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 against Louls XIV. Under the Hanoverian

dynasty, public oninion suddenly ‘veerad in another direction," nobody
knows how and why.

It 13 obvious that M.%ulzot has applied the mostbanal platitudes
of French narliamentary debate +o Engiish hlstory, believing he has

k]

Why the English Revolution was successful. Alecture on the history
of the English Revolution,Paris, 1850. ‘
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Jﬁﬁ peace. "
4% parlismentary régime hocame the dominant preoccupation of the Govern~ .
T, iment and of the public" may be. inferred from the brivery stories about

thereby exnlained it. Similerly, when he was Mlnister, N.CGuizot imagined
he was balancing cn his shouldars the vnole- of equilibrium between
Parliement and the Crown, wereas in reality he was only jobbing ths

whole of the French State and the wholes of Frendh society bit by bib to
the ‘Jewish financiers of the Paris Bourse. ; '

M.Guizot doss not think it worht the trouble %o mention that the
wers of competltlon for the destruetion of Froneh commerce and of French
80a power; that under William IXII, the ruls of the finszneclal middle class
received its Ilrat sanction through the establishment of the Bank of
England, and the introduction of the national debt; that a new upward im-
petus was givon to the manufacturing middle elass through the conailstent
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 constitutionsl monarchy t y foreibly prolonging the
1ife of Parlliament to seven yeats, thus almost entirely destroying pop-

- ular influence over the government.

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

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

Frederick II to wage war against France. When, therefore, foreign
"politlcs assumed another aspect, M.Gulzot says: "foreign policy coased
to be a chief concern and its phace was taken by "themaintenance of

The extent to which " the development and the struggles of the

Ythe Walpdie ministry, which at any rate bear a close ressmblence to

* the sxandals which came to light under M.Gulzot.

¥y the Znglish Revolution entered on a more prosperous carser than
tha French Revolution subssquently did is explalned by M.Gulzot from two
caugea: Iirst, from the fact that the English Rewolution bore a thoroughly
religious character, and therefore brols in no way with thne 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 peint, M.Guizot forgets that the free thought
of the French Revolutlion, whidh mekes him shudder sc 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 the o0ld estates-of theprealm monarchy. And whereas the first
step of the French Revolution wes the revival of the Estates General
whilch had been extinet since Henry. IV and Louls XIII, the English

2
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Re#o;uhion'has'no feature of an equally classieal conservative nature
to exhibit, : , o :

According to M.Guizot, the chier rasult of %

o was thls that 1t was made impoasidble fopr the king
ot o

he Engliah Revolution .
to govern against the

; . Will of Parliamsnt and of the House of Commons in Parlicmerit, The on-
y ‘ tire revolution may be snmmed up by.saying that st Lhs commeircemont;

5 . “both #ldes, the Grown and Parliement, overstepped their limits and want

B too far until under William ITI the

Y reached the proper woguilibrium and
newmiralizsd cech other,

: o _ Thet the subjection of the monarchy was its
[ subjeetion to the rule of a class M.Guizot deems 1t superfluous to mention.

these priviloges we
Irsct interleronces

; the commerce and the
or the dependence upon Parlia~
pelessly, through his continmious
to defy Parliament, According to

L¢ x lopmznt of middle~claas
-8oclety., of courae, tha Republic wes likewige the mere work of 4 number

of ambitious, fanatical, and melevolent spirits. .That simultaneously
‘efforts were being maede to in

£ troduce. the Reovubliec in Lidbon, Naples, and
Messine, as in England, under the i

' nfluence of the Duteh exXample, 13 g
e fact*yhioh'ia,not mentloned ot all. : )

Although M,Guizot naver ioses sight of the French Revolution, it
.does not oeceur to Him that the transition from absolute %o constitution-
al monerchy is everywhere elfeated only after violent struggles and _

'arten;passing through the stag and that even then, the

78 of the Republie,
0ld dynasty, belng useless, must glve way to g usurping collateral
branch, Consequently, he has nothing but tne most trivial commonplaces
to utter respecting the overtarow of the English restored monsrchy.

t the fsara entertalned by

s Who had been created by the Raformation, at the
pPrespect of restoration of Catholicism, when they would have been obliged
to surrender 211 the former Church

property which had been stolen, which
ueant that the ownershio of seven-thnths of the entire soid of England
. would have changed hands; the horror of the trading and
d mlddle class at Catholicis

industrial
W, which by not means suited 1ts chmmerce;
the nonchalsnce with which the Stuaprta had sold, for their own advantage
and that of the Court nobility,

the whole of English industry and
; conmerce, that i1s, had seld thelr own country, to the Govermment of
" Frane e, wheih was then mainte

ining a very dangerous, and In many respects,
Successful compesition with the English,
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;“;for?thé grecat industry, Bhe stsam-snginem and the gligantic factories.
. Whole classes of the populail on dlsappecred, new ckasses took their place,
“with new conditions ¢f 1life and new needs. Alarge new middle dlass emerged;.

o Aot placed political power directly in its hands, 1t had compelled its

~ which unlied the middle clasa with the largest s2etion of the great land-

. -ing out the soil. This class of large lundowners, which had originated

 to the ‘state of Industry and of commerce. Honce its common interesta with .
--.the middle class, hence its alllance with the latter. S

j.,QZ'_Wiihe the consolidation of the constitutional monarchy in England, _
,Eﬁgxiﬂh“history comes to a full stop, as far as M.Guizot 1s concerned. AlL
& .

i commezralal gsociety Iin England began with the consolidation of the English”
“ monarchy. Where M,Gulzot sees only soft repose and idyllic peace, the .
-most violent conflicts, the most dragtice revolutions, were in veality .
", developing. First of all, under the eonstitutionel monarchy mamafactures

_ ground the splendid structure

As M,38izot everywhere leaves out the moat important feotoras, there

1s nothing for him to. do but to presert an extromely inadaquate and bansl
narration ot marely political svents. ' :

- f..Thb sreat riddle fer M.Gulzot, whboh he ean only solve by poiﬁtina to
the. eupsrior intolligenca of the dnglish, the riddle of the conservative
churaocter of the English Revolution, 1e. explained by the continuous alllancs

owners, an plliance that esasntially disténguishea the English Revolution
from the French Revolution, which destroyed large landed property by varceli-

uander Henry VIII, unlike the Frensh feudal land-ownership in 1789, did not
ind itself in conflict but rather in complete harmony with the conditions
of 1life of the bourgevisis. Its land-ownerghip, in fact, was not feudal,
but widdle class. On the one hand, it placed at the disposal of the middle
clasa the necsssary population to carry on mamufactures, and on theother
hend, 1t was able to impert to sgriculturs a devolopment which correapondad

12t follows is for him confined to & pleasant sea-saw between Tordles -/ ..
qnd:Whiga,upnd‘this-means the' great debate betwsen M.Gulizot and M.Thiers,

’L,'IhAreaiityg however, the colossal development and transformation of = ..

underwent an expansion hitherto undreamed of, in order then to make way

while the old bourgeoisie fought the French Revolution, the new captured
the world market. .It became so all-powerful thait even before the Reform -

opponents to leglslate almost solely in its interests and according to its
needs. It captured direct representation in Barliament and utilized it
for the destructlion of the last veatlges of real power which remanined to
landed property. Lastly, it ic at this moment engaged In razing to the

of the Engllish constitution before which
M.Gulzot atands in sdmiration, ‘ '

And while M.fuizot congratulates the Bnglish that among them the
noxious growins of French social Iife, republicanism and socialiasm, have
not undermined the foundation pillars of the unique all-blessing monarchy,
the class antagonisms in English soclety have been developing to a point
that 1s wlthout example in any other country. A mlddle c¢claas without
rival in wealth and productive forces confronts a prolaturiat which 1=
likewlse without »ival in power and concentration. The tribute which
M.Guilzot paye to England finally remolves itself into this; that there
under the nrotection of the constitutional monarchy the elements making for
soclal revelution have developed to a far greater extent than in all the
other countries of the world nut together,

4.
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3, eemAnkly can no longar -6ut by more political phrases, K. Gui'ot ;
fuge-in reii gioua phrases, in the armed intervention of God.. '
rit of God studdenly comes over the Army ‘and prevents Gromwall

¢,

txom roolaimiug himself king, etc. M.Guizot saves himself frow his™-
olence Jhrough God, and frcm the prorane public througk his styla.

n fact, it iz.nou marely a case of les rois s'en vont, but &also of "
es capacités de la bou_geoisie gten vont.




