CHAPTER 1
ORIGINS AND CHILDHOOD

TRrIER deservedly enjoys the reputation of being the oldest
town in Germany. Its origins are lost in the mists of antiquity.
A metropolis under the Roman Empire, it was brought to ruin
in the stormy times of the migration of the peoples, but rose
and flourished again in the Middle Ages under the mild sway
of its bishops, whose diocese extended to Metz, Toul and
Verdun. Its position at the extreme edge of German-speaking
territory made of it an intermediary between German culture
and French. It changed its overlords more than once. It
belonged to the German Holy Roman Empire, then to the
Kingdom of France, then it became German once again. After
the outbreak of the French Revolution a stream of French
émigrés poured into Trier as into other frontier towns, and for
some years it was the outpost of the Coblenz Reaction. The
White detachments were formed in Trier, where conspiracies
were hatched and emissaries forgathered going into or coming
out of France.

In the autumn of 1793, just a quarter of a century before
the birth of Marx, when the Allies were retreating to the Rhine
before the armies of the Revolution, Goethe came to Trier
with the Duke of Weimar’s troops. ‘The town has one striking
characteristic,” he wrote in his French Campaign. ‘It claims that
it possesses more religious buildings than any other place of
the same size. Its reputation in this respect could scarcely
be denied. For within its walls it is burdened, nay oppressed,
with churches and chapels and cloisters and colleges and
buildings dedicated to chivalrous and religious orders, to say
nothing of the abbacies, Carthusian convents and institutions
which invest, nay blockade, it.’ ’

The waves of the Reformation never reached Trier, and the
political and economic power of the Church remained un-
broken. For all that its clerical Electors did a good deal for
culture and for art. The last, Clement Wenceslaus, who was
forced {o flee before the victorious troops of the Conyepsing
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in 1794, was a liberal-minded man and his prebendary, Dalberg,
a vigorous patron of public instruction, belonged to the order of
the Illuminati.

Nevertheless the inhabitants of Trier received the French
with enthusiasm. The Revolution released the peasants from the
trammels of feudalism, gave the bourgeoisie the administra-
tive and legal apparatus they required for their advancement,
freed the intelligentsia from the tutelage of the priests. The
men of Trier danced round their ‘tree of freedom’ just like the
inhabitants of Mainz. They had their own Jacobin club.
Many a respected citizen in the thirtics still looked back with
pride to his Jacobin past.

Trier remained French for two decades. But as the novelty
wore off the things wrought by the Revolution—the dividing-up
of Church property in particular—and as the burdens that
came in its train increased, the first revolutionary ardour
faded, and indifference grew. In the last years of the Napo-
leonic Empire indifference was replaced by open hostility.
Every year the taxes grew more oppressive. The sons of the
artisans of Trier and the peasants of the Moselle bled to death
on the battlefields of Spain, Germany and Russia. In January,
1815, Trier greeted the Allies as deliverers from an intolerable
yoke.

The Congress of Vienna awarded Trier to Prussia. The
Prussian Government appreciated the necessity of handling
its new-won territory with care. It-zealously avoided coming
into conflict with the Catholic Church and kept on its guard
against injuring the religious susceptibiliies of its newly
acquired subjects. But it refrained from laying hands on the
possessions of those who had grown rich by the acquisition
of Church property during the Revolution. In all its essentials
the Code Napoléon, the French statute-book, remained in force
as far as the Rhineland was concerned. Public and oral court
proceedings were retained. The pick of Prussian officialdom
was sent to the Rhineland provinces, charged with the duty of
scrupulously respecting local idiosyncrasies. For a number of
years the Rhineland was sheltered from the full ultra-reactionary
blast which set in everywhere else in Prussia immediately after
the conclusion of peace.

« -Lhe Government, tolerant to the Catholic masses, took pains
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to win over the intelligentsia too. It did a great deal, among
other things, for archaeological research. The inhabitants of
Trier were proud of the wealth of Roman remains in their
town. Scarcely a doctor, lawyer or schoolmaster but was also
an historian and archaeologist. The Government provided
ample sums of money to subsidise their researches. Instead of
agitating against Prussian absolutism, ex-Jacobins burrowed
for Mithraic altars and gravestones. In those years the Trier
of antiquity, Augusta Treverorum, rose once more from its ruins.

The culture of the vine, mainspring then as now of the
agricultural economy of the Moselle, flourished mightily,
thanks to the tariff which came into force in 1818. High, almost
prohibitive duties closed the Prussian market to foreign wines
and provided the peasants of the Moselle with a vast and assured
outlet for their produce.

Among those who received the Prussians with the greatest
enthusiasm were the Rhineland Jews. In 1815 the economic
position of the Jews was incomparably more favourable in the
kingdom of Prussia than in most of the departments of France.
The Prussian Decree of March 11, 1812, gave them rights
that they had enjoyed for only a few years under Napoleon;
for practically everything that the Revolution had given them
was taken away by the ‘décret infdme’ of March 17, 1808.
Extensive restrictions were placed upon their liberty of move-
ment, and their freedom to trade or earn a living as they wished
was as good as abolished. The Jews, at any rate economically,
were cast back into the ghetto which they had been preparing
to leave. And now the yoke they groaned under was heavier
than before. Hitherto the Rhineland Jews had been money-
lenders, insisting rigorously upon their bond. But Napoleon
compelled them to usury that was secret and obscure. The
decree was to last in the first instance for ten years, until 1818.
But in 1815 Napoleon fell, and the Jews expected that with
him his decree would fall too.

They were disappointed. Article Sixteen of the statutes of
the new, German Federation of Princes specified that legal
rights everywhere should remain as they had been before.
Prussia, glad at being able to drop the Liberal mask she
had been forced to adopt in the War of Liberation, entered
unabashed upon Napoleon’s inheritance in so far as jt, w3s
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sufficiently reactionary for her. There was no need whatever
to have any consideration for the Jews. So she piled Pelion
upon Ossa and superimposed her Old Prussian special Jewish
regulations upon those of Napoleon. Under the French
Empire it had been possible in exceptional cases for Jews to
enter the service of the State; in Prussia, even after the so-
called emancipation, it was impossible under any circumstances.
So the Rhineland Jews who had entered the State service under
Napoleon were compelled to leave it as soon as Frederick
William III became their overlord.

The number of those affected was only three, and one of
them was a Trier lawyer, Hirschel Marx, the father of Karl.
The chairman of the commission which carried out the transfer
from French to Prussian authority described him as a ‘learned,
very industrious and thoroughly conscientious man’ and
warmly recommended him to be taken over into the Prussian
service, but this helped him not at all. In June, 1815, he wrote
a memorial in which he expressed his confidence in Prussian
justice in moving terms, but he did not receive so much as
a reply. Confronted with the choice of changing his faith
or his occupation, he had himself baptised and adopted the
name of Heinrich.

To abandon the Jewish faith was no great wrench. He
did object to the coercion. He was incensed by the narrow
intolerance that forced him to this step. No ties bound him
to the synagogue, or, for that matter to the church either.
True, his ancestors, on his father’s and his mother’s side alike,
had been rabbis as far back as his family-t,ee can be traced.
Hirschel’s father, Marx Levy, later known as Marx only, who
died in 1798, was a Trier rabbi. The family-tree of Hirschel’s
mother, Eva Moses Lvov (1753-1823) included a number of
celcbratcd rabbis, including Meir Katzcncllenbogen, head of
the Talmud School at Padua, who died in 1565, Joseph Ben
Gerson ha-Cohen, who died in 1591, and the honoured
teacher, Josua Heschel Lvov (1693-1771). The family lived
in Hessia, later emigrated to Poland (Lvov is the Polish name
for Lemberg) and had been settled in Trier since the seven-
teenth century. The eldest of Levy’s three sons, Samuel,
became a rabbi like his fathers before him. He died in Trier
ig4827 in his fiftieth year.
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Hirschel Marx was born at Saarlouis in 1782. The scanty
indications available point to his having early cut himself
adrift from his hereditary environment. In a letter to his son
he once wrote that but for his existence itself he had received
nothing from his family, ‘except, to be fair, my mother’s love.’
His writings contain no word to indicate even the faintest
spiritual link with the Jewish faith. Edgar von Westphalen,
who spent many hours of his boyhood in the Marxes’ house,
remembered Heinrich Marx in his old age as a ‘Protestant
d la Lessing’ A ‘real eighteenth-century Frenchman, who
knew his Voltaire and Rousseau inside out,” a Kantian like
most of the educated people of his town, professing ‘a pure
belief in God, like Newton, Locke and Leibnitz,” he had
nothing whatever in common with the world of rabbinic
Jewry. Alienated from his family from his youth up, he had
a stony path to tread. In later years he confessed that his
‘strong principles’ had been his ‘only possession.’

His baptism, which took place between the summer of 1816
and the spring of 1817, cut the last loose tie that bound him
to his family. If he had hoped before to bring light into the
the darkness of the ghetto, in spite of being misunderstood,
suspected and practically alone, henceforward the task was
an impossibility. It was an impossibility not because of his
baptism alone. For had the emancipation of the Jews not
proved illusory? Was not the dream of their becoming equals
among cquals over? Now that the door that led from the
ghetto to the outer world was once more shut and bolted,
the Jews of the ghetto retired into themselves more fanatically
than ever. They rejected everything that they had longed
for not so long before. They became hyper-orthodox; every-
thing that was traditionally Jewish was sacrosanct, good and
bad alike.

We do not know how Marx’s father came to terms with it
all. But there is an echo in the unwilling words: ‘The Hebrew
faith is repellent to me,” that Marx wrote at the age of twenty-
five. What Marx thought in his young years of the Jewry
of his time and country we know from what he wrote in 1844
in the Deutsch-Franzdsische Fahrbiicher. ‘Let us not search for
the secret of the Jews in their religion, but for the secret of
their religion in she living Jews,’ he wrote. ‘What is the
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worldly foundation of Jewry? Sclf-mterest and the satisfying
of practical wants. What is the worldly worship of the Jews?
Huckstering. What is _their worldly god? Money. Very
well. The emancipation from huckstering and money, that is,
from real, practical Jewry, would be the real self-emancipation
of our time.’

On August 24, 1824, Heinrich Marx’s children—Sophie,
Karl, Hermann, Henriette, Louise, Emilie and Karoline—
were received into the national evangelical church. Their
mother, Henriette, waited® till her parents were dead before
being baptised on November 20, 1825. Her maiden name was
Pressburg and she came of a family of Hungarian origin which
had been settled in Holland for generations.

In the pages that follow there will be little to say about
Marx’s mother and his brothers and sisters. His mother was
a devoted housewife, lovingly concerned for the minor things
of life, engrossed in the health, feeding and clothing of her
children, narrow-minded if not actually stupid, without any
understanding for the daemon of her son. She never forgave
him for not becoming a lawyer like his father. She regarded
his activities as suspicious from an early age. Measured by
her dreams about his future, he was a failure, a genius maybe,
but a scapegrace, incompetent, the black sheep of the family,
entirely lacking in sense for the only things that she thought
sensible, that is to say, a quiet, comfortable life in a narrow
circle, respected by the respectable, the well-to-do and the
well-bred. When Marx looked back upon his life at the age
of fifty he still remembered her saying, in the ¢ tecrable German
that she spoke all her life:

‘If Karl had only made capital instead of . .

Not very much is known about Marx’s brothers and sisters.
The first-born, Moriz David, died soon after birth. The next
child was Sophie, born on November 13, 1816. She was,
as far as we know, the only one of Karl’s brothers and sisters
who ‘was at all close to him in his youth. In later years, how-
ever, he scarcely even kept in touch with this sister, who
married a lawyer named Schmalhausen and lived at Maastricht.
Karl was born at half-past one on the morning of May 5, 1818.
Of Karl’s two younger brothers, Hermann died at the age
o# -twenty-three and Eduard at the age of eleven. Both
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succumbed to tuberculosis, the hereditary family disease, as did
two others sisters, Henriette and Karoline. Louise, born in
1821, married Jan Karl Juta, a Dutchman, and settled in
Cape Town with him. She and her husband twice visited
Marx in London, and in 1853 Marx wrote some articles for the
Quid-Afrikaan, which his brother-in-law edited. Emilie, born
in 1822, married an engineer named Conradi and lived in
Trier until her death in 1888.

In 1815, when the Moselle country became Prussian, Hein-
rich Marx was a lawyer attached to the Trier court. In 1820
he was attached to the newly founded Trier provincial court.
Later he acquired the title of Fustizrat and was for many years
bdtonnier du barreau. He occupicd a respected position in the
social life of the town. The family lived in a beautiful old
house in the Rhinecland baroque style in the Briickenstrasse,
one of the best parts of the town. Trier was a small place.
In 1818, the year of Marx’s birth, it numbered 11,400 inhabi-
tants, of whom the overwhelming majority were Catholic.
The Protestant community, to which the Marxes now adhered,
consisted of barely three hundred souls, mainly officials trans-
ferred to the Mosclle from other provinces. In these circum-
stances the origins of the rabbi’s son did not matter. ‘Here
everyone who conducts himself well is respected,” Ernst von
Schiller, the son of Friedrich Schiller, at that time Landgerichtsrat
at Trier, wrote at the end of 1820.

At the beginning of 1830 Heinrich Marx was the leader of
the moderate constitutional party in Trier. He did not share
the francophilia which was still fairly widespread in the
Rhineland and became accentuated as the Old Prussian
reaction established itself more and more firmly in the new
territories. _

‘Only the hybrid Liberals of to-day could idolise a I§apoleon,’
he wrote to his son in 1837. ‘I assure you that under him no
one dared even to think aloud the kind of thing that is daily
written in Germany to-day, without hindrance or impediment,
in Prussia in particular. He who has studied Napoleon’s
history and his crazy system of ideas may rejoice with a good
conscience at his fall and the victory of Prussia.” He advised
the composition of an ode which should extol the victory of
the Belle Alliance. The motif he suggested is interesting. ‘Toe
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failure would have laid humanity, and the intellect especially,
in everlasting chains.” Heinrich Marx preferred enlightened
monarchy to military dictatorship, but he was no defender
of absolutism.

As the bureaucratic absolutist Prussian régime increasingly
demonstrated its incompetence, his antipathy to it grew.
Towards the end of the twenties the condition of the peasants
of the Moselle took a turn for the worse. In 1828 Prussia
formed a Customs Union with Hessia, and in 1834 the German
Zollverein was formed. The competition of non-Prussian wine-
growing peasants deprived the Moselle of the hitherto certain
outlet for its produce, and prices rapidly fell, to the accompani-
ment of rising taxes. The pauperisation of the peasants of the
Moselle proceeded at such a rate that within a few years
contemporaries compared their state with the distress of the
weavers of Silesia. Trade slumped, the position of the artisans
went from bad to worse. The Revolution of July, 1830, in
Paris, the setting up of the Bourgeois Kingdom, the September
rising in Brussels and the Belgian Declaration of Independence
made a profound impression in the Rhineland. In Germany
there was unrest in Brunswick, Saxony and Kurhessen. Vin-
tagers from the Moselle area actually took part in the famous
Hambacher Fest held by the Liberals on May 27, 1832.

In the Rhineland the old francophile tendencies underwent
a mighty revival. New, fantastic, shocking and unprecedented
ideas came winging their way across the frontier from France.
Saint-Simonism gained so many adherents on the Moselle that
the archbishop was compelled to issue an ¢ mphatic warning
against the new heresy. In 1835 a pamphlet of Ludwig Gall,
who has been called the first German Socialist, appeared in
“Trier. In it he declared that labour was the source of all
wealth and that millions owned nothing but their power to
work. The pamphlet also contained the following phrases:
‘The privileged, moneyed class and the labourmg classes,
sharply divided as they are by diametrically opposmg interests,
are in sharp conflict. As the position of the former improves,
so does that of the latter worsen, become more wretched and
distressed.” The police were aware of Gall’s ‘very suspicious
way of thinking’ and perceived that he ‘required a specially
charp watch to be kept on him.’
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At first the local State officials scarcely altered their policy.
Better acquainted than the central authorities in Berlin with
conditions in the newly acquired territories, they kept them
in ignorance of oppositional utterances for fear of intensifying
the situation. This went on until events compelled them to
intervene, and in these events Heinrich Marx occupied a
prominent place.

The ‘Literarische Kasino-Gesellschaft,” a club that dated
back to the time of French suzerainty, was the hub of the social
life of Trier. Differences of social status were of no account
in it. ‘Any upright and educated man, without regard to rank
or occupation,” was eligible for membership. The club
premiscs consisted of a big, two-storey house, containing a
library, a reading-room, in which the principal French and
German newspapers were kept, a number of social rooms and
a hall in which concerts, theatrical performances and balls
were given. ‘The Society for Practical Research’ (Gesellschaft
fiir niitzliche Forschung), which retained strong traditions dating
from the time of its foundation in 1802, met at the club. Onc
of its joint founders and most active members was Hugo
Wyttenbach, headmaster of Karl Marx’s school.

On January 12, 1834, a banquet was held at the club in
honour of the deputies to the Rhineland Diet, thus associating
the men of Trier with the campaign of banquets which swept
South Germany in the winter of 1833-4 under the battle-cry
of a constitution. In the opinion of the Prussian authorities
this ceremony was quite superfluous; but they did not really
become alarmed about it until they discovered that it was not
intended to honour all the deputies to the Diet but only the
liberal-minded and ‘little commendable’ Valdenaire, Kaiser
and Mohr, while Handel, representative of the Trier nobility,
was omitted. .

Heinrich Marx was one of the organisers of the banquet and
he proposed the toast of the deputies. He paid a gloying
tribute to the king ‘to whose magnanimity we are indebted
for the first institutions of popular representation. In the
fullness of his omnipotence he arranged that Diets should
assemble so that truth might arrive at the steps of the throne.’
He concluded with the words: ‘So let us look confidently
forward to a serene future, for it'rests in the hands of a worthsy
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father, an upright king, whose noble heart will always remain
open and well-disposed to the just and reasonable wishes of
his people.’

A very loyal speech, to be sure, yet the voice of the opposition
was plainly to be discerned in it. The party of ultra-reaction
in Berlin wanted to have the Rhenish Diet abolished, or at least
have its privileges circumscribed as far as possible. Therefore
praising the king for having sanctioned the Diet was equivalent
to protesting against the royal plan to suppress it. The presi-
dent of the administrative district was forced to abandon his
previous practice and report the matter to Berlin. There could
be no good purpose behind the banquet, which was a small-
scale imitation of similar affairs in the Southern German
States. But it was the only one of its kind in Prussia. The
Trier Press was not allowed to report it, but the newspapers
of Cologne and Coblenz carried detailed descriptive reports
of it, and even the Paris Constitutionnel, the organ of the Left,
announced that the inhabitants of Trier had held a ‘brilliant
banquet’ at which ‘speeches of the most Liberal purport’ were
delivered. Kamptz, the Minister of Justice, rightly interpreted
the pious words. ‘They imagine themselves not just deputies
to the Diet but representatives of the people, and accordingly
receive the civic crown.’

Soon afterwards, to crown the intense disapproval with
which the Government regarded the banquet and the speeches
made at it, a new sensation arose. On January 20 the club
anniversary celebrations were held and became exuberant.
The company drank, sang and made merry. They grew over-
bold and started singing not just German songs but French—
the Marseillaise and the Parisienne. An officer reported the
matter. Heinrich Marx was among those who sang and made
depreciatoyy references to the Prussians. At this the whole
official apparatus was set in motion. The ministry in Berlin
intervened, the Crown Prince, Frederick William, wrote an
indignant letter to the burgomaster, describing the songs that
were sung as ‘heinous, the apotheosis of ancient and modern
perfidy,’ and a detailed report of the matter was made to the
king himself. Officers and State officials who had been
members of the club resigned and the premises were placed
wnder police supervision. From that day on Heinrich Marx
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was regarded by the Government as thoroughly unreliable
politically. Young Karl, then aged sixteen, cannot have failed
to follow these events, in which his father was so closely
concerned, with great attention.

Karl Marx was devoted to his father. His daughter Eleanor
recalled that he never tired of talking about him. ‘He always
carried with him a photograph of his father which was taken
from an old daguerreotype. But he was never willing to show
it to strangers, because, he said, it bore so little resemblance
to the original. To me the face appeared very fine. The
eyes and forehead resembled those of his son, but the part of the
face round the mouth and the chin were gentler. His features
as a whole were of a definitely Jewish, but fine Jewish type.
When Karl Marx started the long, sorrowful journey in search
of health after his wife’s death, this photograph, an old
photograph of my mother on glass and a photograph of my
sister, Jenny, went with him. We found them in his breast-
pocket after his death. Engels laid them in his coffin.’

More detailed knowledge of Marx’s boyhood would be
welcome, but all that has come down to us is a few meagre,
disconnected reminiscences by his sisters. They show him
as an unruly companion at play. He seems to have been a
fearful tyrant. He drove the girls at full gallop down the
Marxberg and insisted on their eating the cakes he made with
his dirty hands out of still dirtier dough. But they put up
with it all without a protest because he told them such mar-
vellous stories in return. His schoolmates loved him and
feared him at the same time—Iloved him because he was always
up to tricks and feared him because of the ease with which he
wrote satirical verses and lampoons upon his enemies. He
retained this ability during the whole of his life.

Karl Marx was sent to the high grammar school, in 1830.
He was a moderate pupil. The best pupils were smgled out
at the end of each school year. Marx once received an
‘honourable mention’ for ancient and modern languages, but
he was only tenth on the list. Another time he was singled
out for his good performances at German composition. This
was not much for five years at school. He passed his examina-
tions without distinction. There is some evidence to indicate
that he had the reputation, among schoolfellows and masters
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alike, of being a poet. After Karl’s departure to Bonn Uni-
versity, when his father gave Wyttenbach, his old headmaster,
his son’s greetings and told him that Karl intended to write
a poem in his honour, ‘it made the old man happy.’

Whether the poem was ever written is unknown. The
intention alone points to a definite political outlook. Wytten-
bach was the life and soul of a group of Kantians which had
been formed in Trier in the first years of the new century.
Marx’s father belonged to it himself. Wyttenbach, scholar,
historian, archaeologist and humanist, educated his pupils in
a free, cosmopolitan spirit, entirely dissimilar to that prevailing
in the royal Prussian high schools. He had a high conception
of his calling, as is demonstrated by the speeches he made each
year at the ceremonial departure to the university of the pupils
who were lecaving. These were always fully reported in the
Trier newspapers. ‘A teacher cannot alter a child’s indivi-
duality,” he said. ‘But he can thwart or help it, cripple or
develop it.” The wearisome phrases about throne and altar,
prevalent, nay, actually prescribed at the time, were never
used by him.

The police did not concern themselves with the high school
until 1830. The Prussian authorities, in conformity with the
duty incumbent upon them of winning over their new subjects,
shut their eyes and let Wyttenbach do as he liked. After 1830
this state of affairs altered. The persecution ofthe ‘demagogues’
began. A commission ‘for the suppression of politically dan-
gerous groups’ had been established in Berlin. It directed its
attention to Trier. Schnabel, the administrative head of the
district of Saarbrucken, with whom denouncing was a passion,
had all and sundry spied upon by his agent, a degenerate
individual named Nohl.

Nohl sent his denunciations to Berlin by way of Schnabel
week by week. No one was safe, neither doctor nor artisan
nor innkeeper nor official, nor even the wife of the president
of the administrative d1str1ct All were demagogues and
Jacobins. The Coblenz school committee tried to defend
their traduced colleagues, but it helped them little. The local
officials, intimidated, dismayed, unsure what course to steer,
admitted that there were some partially ‘ill-disposed’ members
of the high school staff. Many of them were said to exercise
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a ‘bad influence’ upon the boys. One master, Steininger, who
taught Marx natural science and mathematics, had ‘an innate
propensity to opposition’ and Wyttenbach was too weak and,
moreover, protected his colleagues when anything against them
was ventured upon. A deplorable lack of discipline was to
be observed among the pupils. Boys of the top forms were
sometimes to be seen sitting about in the taverns until after
midnight and, what was far worse, forbidden literature circu-
lated among them. A copy of the speeches made at the
Hambacher Fest in 1833 was found in a boy’s possession. In
1834 it was discovered that the boys actually wrote poems with
political implications. One was arrested and was in the remand
prison for months. '

Henceforth the Coblenz school committee and the Trier
officials kept the school under zealous observation. Between
1833 and 1835 it was the subject of dozens of official reports.

These were Marx’s last years at school. There can be no
doubt of the interest with which he must have followed these
events, which so closely concerned his masters, his schoolfellows
and himself. True, his name does not occur in the official
correspondence, but the official correspondence contains the
names of no schoolboys at all. He is certain to have made
rich use of his gift of writing lampoons upon his enemies.

The cssays he wrote at his final examination cast a light
upon his mentality at the time. The influence of the French
liberal intelligence, particularly that of Rousseau, imparted
by his father and Wyttenbach, is plain ecnough. Of greater
significance are these phrascs from an essay called ‘Observations
of a young man before choosing a career.’

‘If we choose the carcer in which we can do humanity the
most good, burdens cannot overwhelm us, since they are nothing
but sacrifices for the benefit of all. . . . Experience rates him
as the happiest who has made the greatest number happy,
and religion itself teaches us the ideal for which all strive, to
sacrifice oneself for humanity.’

The only upholders of these ideals at that time were the Left,
the members of the ‘Burschenschaft,’ and the revolutionaries
who hungered in exile. In their appeals to youth the words:
be ready to sacrifice yourself, renounce your well-being
for humanity’s sake, constantly recur. They remained thca
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fundamental maxim of Marx’s life. Paul Lafargue records
that ‘to work for humanity’ was his favourite motto.

The spy’s reports about the masters at his school turned out
to be grossly exaggerated. Investigation showed that ‘no good
spirit was prevalent’ among the boys, but that there was
nothing tangible against the staff. Wyttenbach was not dis-
missed, as the more extreme among his enemies demanded.
But he was given a joint headmaster, Loers, the Latin master,
a ‘well-disposed man,” whose duty it was to preside over the
school discipline.

Loers’s appointment became known just as Karl left school.
It gave him a welcome opportunity of making a demonstration
—an innocuous demonstration, it is true, but the Prussian
Government allowed no others. The Government were not
blind to the state of mind expressed in such demonstrations,
nor were they intended to be.

It was usual for young men just going to the university to
call on their old masters to say good-bye. Marx visited every
one of them but Loers. ‘Herr Loers took it very much amiss
that you did not go and see him,” Heinrich Marx wrote to his
son at Bonn. ‘You and Clemens were the only ones.’” He
told a white lie and said that Karl had gone with him to call
on Loers, but unfortunately he had been out.

In the middle of October, 1835, Karl Marx went to Bonn.



CHAPTER II
A HAPPY YEAR AT BONN

IT had long ago been decided by the Marx family council
that Karl should go to the university. His father’s circum-
stances were quite comfortable, but he was not rich enough
to allow all his sons to study. Hermann, Karl’s moderately
gifted younger brother, was indentured to a Brussels business
house. But, however difficult it might occasionally be, means
must be found for Karl, the favourite child, the son in whom
his father lived again, the son who should achieve what his
father had been denied.

The university he should go to had been chosen too. Most
students from Trier went to Bonn as the nearest university
town. In 1835 and 1836 the association of Trier students at
Bonn numbered more than thirty members. Later Karl was
intended to spend a few terms at another university—at Berlin,
if it could possibly be managed.

What he should study had also been decided for him. He
was to study law; not because at the age of sixteen he was
particularly attracted to the subject; he was equally interested
in literature, philosophy and science, especially physics and
chemistry. As he had no particular preference for any one
branch of knowledge, because he wanted to embrace them all,
he accepted his father’s advice without question. Practical
motives were undoubtedly Heinrich Marx’s chief consideration
in making the choice for his son. New courts were being
established in the Trier area, and intending lawyers had
excellent prospects of finding good and well-paid posts. Of
the seven students from Trier who matriculated at Bonn
University in 1834, four studied law. .

Parents, brothers, sisters and friends accompanied Karl to
the ‘express yacht’ which left Trier at four o’clock in the
morning. Halley’s comet was in the sky. The covered boat
so grandiosely styled took him down the Moselle—the river
was almost the only link with the east of Germany—as far as
the Rhine, and then one of the recently introduced Rhine

15
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steamers took him upstream to Bonn, where he arrived on
Saturday, October 17, and entered his name at the University
on the same day.

Bonn, a town of nearly forty thousand inhabitants, was
distinctly bigger than Trier. Although it did not number
many more than seven hundred students, the University
dominated the life of the town. In the twenties and the
thirties the University of Bonn could rightly boast of the great
freedom it enjoyed. Students’ associations had no need for
concealment. This did not apply only to associations of
students from the same town or district; it applied equally to
the definitely Liberal ‘Burschenschafter,” who drank and duelled
and sang, regarded with esteem by the citizens and benevolence
by the authorities. ‘They act so freely and openly,” an ex-
amining magistrate later wrote, ‘that the existence of the
societies is a secret to no one’—least of all to the university
authorities, who were not in the least perturbed by them.
On the contrary, they practically sanctioned them. As the
State officials did not wish to disturb the university, they
respected its independence and let things take their course.

A stop, and a very thorough stop, was put to this state of
affairs shortly before Marx came to Bonn. In April, 1835,
a small group of foolhardy young men had attempted to break
up the Federal Dict at Frankfurt and set up a provisional
government in its place. The rising was undertaken with
totally inadequate means and put down without any difficulty
whatever. But the governments of Germany were thoroughly
alarmed. Though some of them had hitherto had Liberal
impulses, they now started furiously building at ‘the saving
dam’ which the decisions of the Vienna Conference of spring,
1834—drafted by Metternich—imposed upon them the duty
of erecting against the ‘rising flood.” The drive descended
with especial fury upon the students’ associations. Bonn’s
turn came a little later. When Marx came to Bonn in the
autumn of 1835, informers were daily sending ‘suspects’ to
prison. University authorities, police and spies denounced,
arrested and expelled dozens of ‘Burschenschafter.’

Not a single association that was connected in any way
with any general purpose, even the most discreet, survived the
stress of these severe measures. The only one to remain was
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the ‘Korps,” who, as a contemporary protested, regarded
‘brawling and carousing as the highest aim of a student’s life.’
The authorities were glad enough to close their eyes to the
activities of the ‘Korps.” There were also small ‘tavern clubs,’
consisting of groups of students from the same towns, from
Cologne, Aachen, etc. These were not distinguished for their
rich intellectual life either. After most of the boldest, most
advanced and liberal-minded students had been eliminated
those who remained were too bewildered or too indifferent
not scrupulously to avoid all discussion of politics.

Lectures had not yet begun when Marx arrived at Bonn.
He had plenty of time to settle down. He took a room quite
close to the University, and immediately fell upon the lecture
list. The natural sciences were so badly represented at Bonn
that Marx resolved to postpone his study of physics and
chemistry until going to Berlin, where he would be able to
study under the real authorities on those subjects. Sufficient
remained for him to do nevertheless. He decided to attend
courses of lectures in no fewer than nine subjects. His father,
to whom he wrote of his plans, hesitated between pleasure at
so much zeal and fear that Karl might overwork. ‘Nine
courscs of lectures seem rather a lot to me,” he wrote, ‘and 1
don’t want you to undertake more than mind and body can
stand. But if you can manage it, very well. The field of
knowledge is immense and time is short.’

In the end Marx only attended six courses. According to his
professors he was ‘industrious’ or ‘very industrious’ at them all.
Professor Welcker, under whom Marx studied Greek and
Roman mythology, stated that he was ‘exceptionally industrious
and attentive.” In the summer term Marx attended four
courses. This was still a great deal, particularly when com-
pared with his later studies in Berlin, when he only, attended
fourteen courses of lectures in nine terms. The year at Bonn
was the only one in which he took his university studies serioysly.
Somewhat to his own surprise, Marx discovered a taste for law,
his future profession. All the same he seems to have preferred
listening to the great Schlegel on Homer or the Elegies of
Propertius and D’Alton on the history of art.

However industriously he applied himself to them, his studies
failed to engross him completely. As he demonstrated at

2
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school, he was no bookworm or spoilsport. He joined the Trier
‘tavern club’ and was one of its five presidents in the summer
term of 1836. Marx, a true son of the Rhineland, appreciated
a good ‘drop’ all his life. In June he was condemned to one
day’s detention by the proctor for being drunk and disorderly.
The prison in which he served his sentence was a very jolly
one. A contemporary who studied at Bonn a year later than
Marx reports that the prisoners were allowed visitors, who
practically never failed to turn up with wine, beer and cards.
Sometimes the merry-making was such that the entertainment
expenses made a serious inroad into the prisoners’ monthly
allowance. It was not because ofi the one day’s confinement
alone that Karl got into debt, in spite of the ample allowance
sent him by his generous father.

Marx joined another club as well. It was called the ‘Poets’
Club.” If the police records are to be believed, this club of
enthusiastic young men was not so entirely innocuous as it
seemed. Its founders were Fenner von Fenneberg, who took
a very active part in the revolution of 1848 and 1849, first
in Vienna and later in Baden, and a Trier student named
Biermann, who had come under suspicion while still at school
as the author of ‘seditious poetry.” He escaped to Paris to
avoid arrest, and it was proved that he had been in contact
with a Major Stieldorf, whom the police accused of agitating
for the annexation by Belgium of the western Trier territory.

Marx appears to have been very active in the ‘Poets’ Club.’
Moritz Carri¢re, a philosopher and aesthetician of some merit,
who at the time was the leader of a similar group at Géttingen,
with whom the Bonn club was on friendly terms, remembered
Marx as one of the three most important members. The other
two were Emanuel Geibel, who later made a reputation as a
lyric poet, and Karl Griin, an adherent of the ‘true’ Socialism
which Marx was soon so pitilessly to combat and deride.

His father approved of Karl’s joining the ‘Poets’ Club.’
He 'knew his son’s stormy nature and was never without
anxiety that it might run away with him. He did not like the
‘tavern club,’ for he feared Karl might become involved in
a duel. He was relieved when he learned that Karl had joined
the ‘Poets’ Club’ and wrote: ‘I like your little group far better
#han the tavern. Young people who take pleasure in such
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gatherings are necessarily civilised human beings, and set
greater store on their value as future good citizens than those
who set most store by rowdiness.’

However, it soon appeared that even this little group was
not without its dangers. The police, suspecting treasonable
activities everywhere, started taking an interest in the ‘Poets’
Club.’ The club rules and the minutes of their meetings in
the winter of 1834-5 fell into the hands of the police-spy,
Nohl, who had now been sent to Bonn, but to their dis-
appointment the police were forced to admit that both the
rules and the minutes were politically completely innocuous.
According to the rules the members, ‘moved by a similar love
of belles lettres,” had decided to unite ‘for the reciprocal exercise
of their would-be poetical talents.” In spite of this the police
remained full of misgivings, and although their inquiries had
resulted in nothing tangible, the matter was handed over to
the University authorities, whose disciplinary court should
institute proceedings.

Marx’s name was not mentioned. His father, well informed
about cvents in Bonn, once more had cause for anxiety about
him, and not on account of the ‘Poets’ Club’ alone. In the
spring of 1836 a wild conflict broke out among the students,
and the association of Trier students was in the midst of the
fray. Conflict between the ‘Korps’ associations and the tavern
clubs had begun during the winter. The ‘Korps’ demanded
that the tavern clubs should merge with them. This the
tavern clubs refused to do, and the refusal resulted in hostile
encounters with members of the Borussia Korps, who were
‘true Prussians and aristocrats,” and, under the leadership of
Counts von der Goltz, von der Schulenberg and von Heyden,
provoked, derided and challenged the ‘plcbeians’ whenever
they met them. Their especial hatred was directed to the
Trier students. In the conflict of the feudal Borussians with
the sons of the bourgeois citizens of Trier there was, in a sense,
an element of class-war. ’

In 1858 Lassalle, after some unplf::;sant fellow had sent
him a challenge, wrote to Marx and asked him his opinion
of duels. Marx replied that it was obviously absurd to try
and decide whether duelling as such was consistent with the
principle; but within the biased limitations of bourgeois society.
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it might sometimes be necessary to justify one’s individuality
in this feudal manner. As an eighteen-year-old student at
Bonn Marx evidently thought thesame. An entryin the records
of the university disciplinary court states that Marx was once
seen bearing a weapon such as was usually used for duels.

His father in Trier heard of this incident and wrote to his
son: ‘Since when is duelling so interwoven with philosophy?
Men fight duels out of respect, nay, rather out of fear of public
opinion. And what public opinion? Not always the best—
far from it! So little consistency is there among mankind!
Do not let this taste—if it is not a taste, this disease—take root.
You might, after all, end by robbing yourself and your parents
of their finest hopes for you. I do not believe that a reasonable
man can so easily disregard these things.

There was foundation for his father’s fears. The duels the
students fought in the suburbs of Ippendorf and Kessenich
were anything but harmless. The young Count von Arnim
was killed in a duel in 1834, and soon afterwards a student
named Daniels, from Aachen, was killed too. Karl did not
heed his father’s warnings. He fought a duel, in all probability
with a Borussian, in August, 1836. He received a thrust over
the left eye.

How his father took the news is not known. Before the end
of the summer term he had given the Bonn university authorities
his consent to his son’s transfer to Berlin. He did not ‘merely
give his consent’ but heavily underlined the statement that
it was ‘his wish.” A longer stay in Bonn would have profited
Karl nothing and only threatened duels on the one hand and
police persecution on the other.



CHAPTER III
JENNY VON WESTPHALEN

MARX spent the summer and autumn of 1836 in Trier, where
he became secretly engaged to Jenny von Westphalen, his
future wife.

Her antecedents were entirely different from his own. She
came from a different world. Her grandfather, Philipp West-
phalen (1724-1792) was adviser and confidential secretary to
Duke Ferdinand of Brunswick. A man of middle-class origin,
he owed his rise to his abilities alone. His contemporaries
spoke of him as a competent administrator and a far-seeing
and prudent politician. He never became a soldier but
remained a civil official throughout his career, but the victories
of Krefeld, Bellinghausen, Warburg, Wilhelmsthal and Minden
were his handiwork. Philipp Westphalen was the duke’s real
chief of staff during the Seven Years’ War. Delbriick, the
military historian, describes him as the Gneisenau of the
Seven Years’ War, and Bernhardi calls him the leading spirit
of Ferdinand’s staff. He was a gifted writer, and his notes
are among the most important historical sources for the
period.

The King of England esteemed the German so highly that he
appointed him adjutant-general of his army. Westphalen,
with the national pride that distinguished him and later
frequently brought him into conflict with the fawning courtiers
of the Guelf court, declined the honour. In the end he only
accepted ennoblement at the hands of the house of Brunswick
in order to be able to marry the woman of his choice,

He met her when she was on a visit to her uncle, General
Beckwith, commander of the English-Hanoverian army, which
helped. Duke Ferdinand in the struggle against the French.

Jeanie Wishart of Pitarrow came of the family of the Earls of
Argyll who played such a big réle in the history of Scotland,
particularly during the Reformation and the Great Rebellion.
One of her forefathers, George Wishart, was burned at the
stake as a Protestant in 1547 and a little later another, Ear:
21
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Archibald Argyll, mounted the scaffold in Edinburgh as a
rebel against King James II.

The younger branch of the family, to which Jeanie Wishart
of Pitarrow belonged—she was the fifth child of George
Wishart, an Edinburgh minister—also produccd a number of
prominent men. William Wishart, Jenny’s great-grandfather,
accompanied the Prince of Orange to England, and his
brother was the celebrated Admiral James Wishart. Jenny’s
grandmother, Anne Campbell of Orchard, wife of the minister,
belonged to the old Scottish aristocracy too.

Ludwig von Westphalen, the youngest son of this German-
Scottish marriage, was born on July 11, 1770. He was his
mother’s favourite child. She survived her husband by twenty
years and lived with her son until her death. He was an
exceptionally learncd man. He spoke English, his seccond
native tongue, as well as German, and could read Latin,
Greek, Italian, French and Spanish. Marx used to remember
with pleasure how old Westphalen would recite whole hymns
of Homer by heart. It was from her father that Jenny and
Karl learned to love Shakespeare, a love they preserved all
their lifetime and handed on to their children.

Marx was sincerely attached to Jenny’s father, his ‘paternal
friend.” The words with which he dedicated the thesis for his
doctor’s degree proceeded from a thankful heart. ‘May all
who are in doubt,” he wrote, ‘have the good fortune that I have
had and be able to look up with admiration to an old man
who retains his youthful vigour and welcomes every advance
of the times with enthusiasm and passion for truth and an
idealism which, bright as sunshine and proceeding from deep
conviction, recognises only the word of truth before which all
the spirits of the world appear, and never shrinks back from
the retrograde ghosts which obscure the gloomy sky, but, full
of godlike energy and with manly, confident glance, penetrates
all the chrysalis changes of the world and sees the empyrean
within. You, my paternal friend, provided me always with
a living argumentum ad oculos that idealism is not a figment of
the imagination but a truth.’

For a man with an outlook of that kind there was not much
scope in the German States of his time. Little bound him
ito the hereditary Brunswick Guelf dynasty. He had no
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hesitation in entering the service of the Napoleonic kingdom of
Westphalia. His son and biographer, Ferdinand von West-
phalen, tried to attribute this step to his concern for the
well-being of his family, but this cannot be accepted as a
satisfactory explanation. His family always had been pros-
perous and was still prosperous at the time, and, besides,
Ludwig von Westphalen proved sufficiently a few years later
that he was willing to make greater sacrifices for his convictions
than that involved in declining an official position. The
Kingdom of Westphalia was such a notable advance on the
feudal state, and so full of beneficial reforms in every respect,
that a man as sensitive to the demands of the time as Ludwig
von Westphalen could not hesitate a moment in choosing
whether to serve a fossilized petty princeling or the brother
of the emperor of the world.

In the realm of King Jerome, just as in the Rhineland, the
popularity of the new régime, at first widespread among
middle-classes and peasants alike, dwindled away, to be re-
placed by aversion and ultimately bitter hostility. With every
increasc in the taxes necessary to finance the never-ending
war, with every new calling-up of recruits, hostility grew. In
1813 Westphalen, then sub-prefect of the arrondissement of
Salzwedel in the department of the Elbe, was arrested by
order of Marshal Davoust because of his hostility to the French
régime and confined in the fortress of Gifhorn. He was only
freed by the troops of the Allies.

He was confirmed in the office of administrative head of
the district by the Prussians and remained in Salzwedel for
another three years. In 1816 he was promoted and transferred
to Trier, which became his and his family’s second home.

Westphalen’s first wife, Elisabeth von Veltheim, was de-
scended from the Old Prussian aristocracy and died young, in
1807, leaving four children. Two daughters were brought up
by her relatives. They grew up far from their father and he
only went to see them occasionally. Ferdinand, the elder of
the two sons, stayed in Salzwedel until he left school and then
went to live with his sisters. His father had practically no
influence upon his upbringing. He grew up in a thoroughly
reactionary environment to be a thorough reactionary himself
—arrogant, narrow-minded and bigoted. He actually became
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Prussian Minister of the Interior, and in the most reactionary
cabinet that Prussia ever had he was the most reactionary of
them all. Frederick William IV, the ‘romantic on the throne,’
was later very friendly with him.

Ludwig von Westphalen’s second wife was Karoline Heubel,
daughter of a minor Prussian official from the Rhineland.
She was a clever and courageous woman. A picture of her
in her old age, with her large, gleaming eyes, enables one to
see how beautiful she was in her youth. There were three
children of this marriage. Jenny, the cldest, was born at
Salzwedel on February 12, 1814. The next child was a
daughter, of whom no more is known, and the third was
a son, Edgar, born in 1819.

Jenny, who later had to endure poverty in its shabbiest form
—for in London there was no moncy to buy a coffin for her
dead child—had a happy and carefree childhood. Her parents
were rich.

Ludwig von Westphalen’s salary in the early eighteen-
twenties was one thousand six hundreéd thalers a year, which
was a great deal at that time and place, and in addition there
was the yield of a respectable estate. At that time two good
furnished rooms could be rented at Trier for from six to seven
thalers a month, and the price of a four-course dinner every
day for a whole month was from six to seven thalers. The
Westphalens occupied a sumptuous house with a big garden
in one of the best streets of Trier.

Heinrich Marx and his family lived next door. In a small
town like Trier everybody knows practically everybody else.
Children living in neighbouring houses know each other best
of all. Jenny’s favourite playmate was Karl’s elder sister,
Sophie. Edgar, who was scarcely a year younger than Karl,
sat next to him on the same school bench. Westphalen,
himself half-German and half-Scotch, had no national or racial
preiudices. Lessing was one of his favourite authors. That
Heinrich Marx had only recently become a Christian worried
him not at all. The children made friends and the fathers
followed suit. The Marx children played in the Westphalens’
garden, and in his old age Edgar von Westphalen still remem-
bered with pleasure the friendly greeting that old Marx always
had for him and his sisters.
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A close friendship sprang up between old Westphalen and
Karl Marx. The old man—he was in his seventies—used
to enjoy wandering ‘over our wonderfully picturesque hills
and woods’ with the young schoolboy. Of the talks that they
had on these occasions Marx was fondest of recalling those
in which Westphalen awakened in him his first interest in the
character and teachings of Saint-Simon. Marx’s father was
a Kantian. The pedigree of scientific socialism according to
Friedrich Engels is well known: ‘We German Socialists are
proud of being descended, not only from Saint-Simon, Fourier
and Owen but from Kant, Fichte and Hegcl as well.

Laura Lafargue burned the whole of the correspondence
between her parents. We do not know when the love-affair
between the two young people first began, and we believe it
to be a waste of time to try and find out from the rare and
obliterated traces that are left. At the time of Marx’s death
an old inhabitant of Trier could still remember ‘lovely Jenny’
and Marx, the young student, whom he recollected as ‘prac-
tically the ugliest human being whom the sun could ever have
shone on.” An older friend of his, he said, still used to speak
ardently of the charming, bewitching creature, and neither
he nor anybody else could understand how her choice had
possibly managed to fall upon Marx. True, he admitted that
Marx’s early demonstrated talent and force of character and
his prepossessing ways with women made up for his ugly
exterior. One seems to hear the voice of a spurned suitor
in all this.

Karl’s father was at first the only person to know of the
secret engagement. He knew his son too well not to know
that it was useless to forbid him something which Karl would
certainly not have allowed himself to be forbidden. He ex-
pressed what reassured him in his letters to his son. He
admonished him in this affair, as in all others, to be as candid
with his father as with a friend, to test himself rigorously and,
above all, to be mindful of man’s sacred duty to the weaker
sex. Karl, if he persisted in his decision, must become a man
at once. Six weeks later he wrote again: ‘I have spoken to
Jenny, and I should have liked to have been able to reassure
her completely. I did my uttermost, but I could not talk
everything away. I do not know how her parents will take
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it. The judgment of relatives and of the world is after all no
trifle. . . . She is making a priceless sacrifice for you. She
is manifesting a self-denial which cold reason alone can fully
appreciate. Woe betide you if ever in your life you forget it!
You must look into your heart alone. The sure, certain know-
ledge that in spite of your youth you are a man, deserving the
world’s respect, nay, fighting and earning it, giving assurance
of your steadfastness and future earnest striving, and imposing
silence on evil tongues for past mistakes, must proceed from
you alone.’

At the time of his engagement Karl Marx was an eighteen-
year-old student with numerous inclinations and a highly
uncertain future. As the second son of a numerous family,
with no considerable financial prospects to look forward to,
he would have to fight for his own place in the world, and he
would need a number of years for the purpose. Jenny, four
years older than he, was the daughter of a rich and noble
State official, the ‘prettiest girl in Trier,” the ‘queen of the ball.’
When Marx visited Trier in 1863 he found Jenny still survived
in old people’s memories as the ‘fairy princess.” The engage-
ment conflictcd with all the prejudices of the bourgeois and
noble world.

Karl ‘had to become a man at once.” In the middle of
October he went to Berlin and plunged head over heels into
his books. In order to marry it was necessary to complete his
studies as quickly as possible, pass his examinations and find
a job. In the meantime all Jenny could do was wait. She
was twenty-two years old. Many of her friends were married,
and the rest were engaged. She rcjected all her suitors—
officers, landed proprietors and government officials. People
in Trier started to talk.

As long as Karl had been in Trier what people said did not
worry Jenny. When she grew afraid he had been there to
support her, full of courage and plans for the future. She
believed in him, in his future and hers. But when he went
she was alone. Nobody must notice anything, she must laugh
gaily, pay visits, go to dances, as behoved a girl of marriageable
age belonging to the best society. Karl’s father and his sister
Sophie were her only confidants. With them she could talk
openly of her love and of her anxieties.
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The two persons dearest to Marx, Jenny and his father,
were often filled with anxiety for the future. His father wrote
to him at the beginning of March, 1837, and said that though
from time to time his heart delighted in thoughts of him and
of the future, he could not shake off anxious and gloomy fore-
bodings when the thought struck him: Was Karl’s heart in
conformity with his head, his capacity? Was there room for
the earthly but tender feelings so consolatory to the man of
feeling in this vale of tears? Karl’s heart was clearly possessed
by a daemon it was not granted everybody to be possessed by,
but was the nature of this daemon divine or Faustian? Would
Karl—and this doubt was not the least painful of those that
afllicted his father’s heart—ever be susceptible of a true, human,
domestic happiness? Would Karl—and this doubt, since he
had recently begun to love a certain person not less than his
own child, was no less tormenting—ever be in a position to
bring happiness into his most immediate surroundings? He
felt sorry for Jenny. Jenny, who with her pure, childish
disposition was so utterly devoted to Karl, was from time to
time a victim, against her will, of a kind of fear, heavy with
foreboding, that he could not explain.

In another letter six months later he wrote: ‘You can be
certain, and I myself am certain, that no prince could estrange
her from you. She cleaves to you body and soul, and she is
making a sacrifice for you of which most girls are certainly not
capable. That is something you must never forget.’

Jenny waited impatiently for Karl’s letters. They came
rarely. Marx was never a very good correspondent. To make
up for it, at Christmas, 1836, Jenny received a volume of poems,
The Book of Love, dedicated to his ‘dear, ever-beloved Jenny
von Westphalen.” Sophie wrote to her brother that when
Jenny came to see Marx’s parents on the day after Christmas
‘she wept tears of joy and pain when she was given the poems.’

The three volumes of The Book of Love have long singe
vanished. What survives of Marx’s poetical attempts—two
poems published in a periodical, the Athendum, a volume of
poems dedicated to his father, scenes from Oulanem, a tragedy,
and some chapters from Scorpion and Felix, a novel in the manner
of Sterne—justify the harsh judgment that Marx himself passed
on them. He described them as sentiment wildly and formlessly
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expressed, completely lacking in naturalness and entirely
woven out of moonshine, with rhetorical reflections taking the
place of poetical feeling. All the same he granted them a
certain warmth and straining after vital rhythm.

Jenny’s position became more and more intolerable. She
hesitated when his father suggested that Karl should reveal
the secret and ask her parents for her hand. She seems to
have been worried by the difference in age between herself
and Karl. Eventually she agreed to Karl’s father’s suggestion
and Karl wrote to Trier. How the demand for her hand was
received we do not know. There seem to have been difficulties
and some opposition, the leader of which is sure to have been
Ferdinand, the subsequent Prussian Minister of the Interior,
who had just been transferred to an official position in Trier,
where he was soon noted for his ‘great zeal and moderate
intelligence.’

Eventually Jenny’s parents gave their consent. At the end
of 1837, Karl Heinrich Marx, a student nineteen years of age,
became officially engaged to Jenny von Westphalen.



CHAPTER IV
STUDENT YEARS IN BERLIN

THERE were seven hundred students at Bonn, but several
thousand in Berlin. Bonn, in spite of spies and informers,
was a pleasant, patriarchal provincial town, in which it was
not easy to get away from the usual students’ round, with its
taverns and duels. The University of Berlin, compared to the
other universities in Germany, was a ‘workhouse’ compared
to a ‘tavern,’ to quotc Ludwig Feuerbach.

At that period Berlin still retained many relics of the times
of the Brandenburg Electors. The walls still surrounded the
Old Town, and the old towers, only the names of which remain
to-day, were still standing. Gardens, meadows and fields still
made deep inroads into the maze of narrow, crooked alleys.
Schéneberg was still the wooded beautiful mountain, and the
unpretentious houses of the Nollendorfs still stood on the
Nollendorfplatz, which teems with traffic to-day. It lagged
behind the young industrial towns of the Rhineland in economic
and social development, but with its threce hundred thousand
inhabitants it was second only to Vienna, the biggest town
on German-speaking territory, and was the first big town that
Marx became acquainted with.

He matriculated in the faculty of law on October 22, 1837,
took a modest room in the Mittelstrasse, not far from the
university, and reluctantly proceeded to pay calls upon a few
influential friends of his father’s to whom he had been given
introductions, and then cut himself off from all social inter-
course. He saw no one and spoke to no one. “»

Bonn had taught him that an attractive title to a course of
lectures is not always a reliable guide to its contents. In bis
first term he attended only three courses of lectures—by
Steffens, the philosopher, on anthropology, Savigny on juris-
prudence and Gans on criminal law.

Gans and Savigny, the two stars of the university, were
bitter opponents. Friedrich Karl Savigny was the founder
and principal theorist of the school of historical jurisprudence

29
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which rejected the conception of natural right as an empty
abstraction and regarded law as something concrete arising
out of the spirit and historical development of a nation. This
boiled down in practice to a simple sanctification of everything
handed down from the past. (The_ideologist of the Christian-
German state had di 1ti implications of
the philosophy of Hegel at a time when the ruling powers still
regarded 1t @5 absolitism’s sirongest possible support.)

His most important adversary was Eduard Gans. Hegel
had summoned the young scholar, who possessed a gift of
eloquence not granted to other lecturers, to the faculty of
jurisprudence. Gans was not a thinker of special originality.
All his life he remained faithful to his great teacher’s system,
but he went his own way in the conclusions he drew from
Hegel’s fundamental principles. In opposition to the school
of historical law that looked towards the past, he set up Saint-
Simonistic ideas looking towards the future. He had a glowing
enthusiasm for the complete freeing of the human personality,
an enthusiasm for all plans which had as their goal the complete
reconstruction of society. His controversy with Savigny was
more than merely a legal one. It assumed a philosophical,
actually a political character.

After the death of Hegel in 1831 Gans lectured on history
as well as law, the history of the French Revolution and its
salutary effects on the rest of Europe in particular. The big
lecture hall was filled to overflowing by his audience. His
lectures were attended not only by students but by officials,
officers, men of letters, ‘the whole of Berlin,’ in fact everyone
who was still concerned for political and social questions in
those fusty times. They came to listen to the free speech of
a free man.

The fact that the university was freedom’s only sanctuary
was one of the principal factors in its importance. Gans once
took a French scholar round Berlin. In Unter den Linden
he showed him the building next to the university. ‘Look!
he said. ‘The university next to the arsenal. That is the
symbol of Prussia.” Prussia was an enormous barracks. A
narrow and spiteful censorship waged a pitiless war on in-
tellectual freedom. It was a time when a censor (he was the
one with whom Marx was destined to tussle when editor of
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the Rheinische Seitung) suppressed an advertisement of a trans-
lation of Dante’s Divine Comedy by ‘Philalethes,’ the later
King John of Saxony, with the comment that ‘no comedy should
be made of divine things.” A police régime of the pettiest kind
hampered the citizen’s activities in every direction and made
his life increasingly intolerable. Only at the university was
there a modicum of freedom of speech. Gans was one of the
few who made real use of his academic freedom. He expressed
opinions and praised the French Revolution in his lectures in
a way he could not possibly have done in books.

Savigny and Steffens testified to the zeal with which Marx
listened to them, and Gans’s report on him was that he was
‘exceptionally industrious.’

Marx, obliged to study law, felt, to use his own expression,
‘above all an urge to wrestle with philosophy.” He made up
his mind to combine philosophy and law. He worked through
the sources and the commentaries and translated the first two
books of the Pandects—‘absolutcly uncritically and just like
a schoolboy,” as he wrote to his father in retrospect. He
worked at a three-hundred-page philosophy of law, covering
the whole territory of law, only to see at the end that ‘without
philosophy nothing could be accomplished.” In addition he
made excerpts from works on the history of art, translated
Latin classics, started studying English and Italian in order at
the end of term ‘once more to search for the dance of the Muses
and the music of the satyrs.” These poems, he wrote to his
father, were the only ones in which he ‘caught a glimpse, as
if by the touch of a magic wand, of the realm of true poetry
as a distant fairy palace,” and ‘all his creations fell away to
nothing.’

‘What with all these activities, in my first term I stayed up
many nights, fought many battles, experienced much,internal
and external excitement. In the end I emerged not very much
enriched, having neglected nature and art, and rejected friend-
ships.” His health had been seriously affected in the process,
but he did not spare himself but cast himself once more into
the arms of philosophy. Once more he wanted ‘to plunge into
the ocean, but with the firm intention of finding mental nature
to be necessarily just as concretely and firmly grounded as
physical nature . . . my aim was to search for the idea in real



32 KARL MARX: MAN AND FIGHTER

things themselves.” Marx had read fragments of the Hegelian
philosophy, whose ‘grotesque, craggy melody’ he had not
found to his taste. He wrote a dialogue entitled Cleanthes,
or the point of departure and necessary progress of philosophy, a
philosophical-dialectical treatment of divinity as manifested
as an idea-in-itself, as religion and as history, only to find at
the end that his dearest child had been ‘nursed in moonshine,
and that it was as if a false siren had carried it in her arms
and handed it over to the enemy.” His last sentence was the
beginning of the Hegelian system. Mortification at finding
himself forced to bend the knee to a philosophical system that
he hated made him ill. During his indisposition he read
Hegel from beginning to end, and most of Hegel’s pupils as
well, and ‘chained himself firmly and more firmly still to the
present philosophy of the world from which he had thought
to escape.” By the late summer of 1837 he had become an
Hegelian. - o o

He was living at the time at Stralau, a country place near
Berlin, where the doctor had sent him. Fresh air, plenty of
walks and a healthier life enabled him to ‘ripen from a pale-
faced weakling to robust bodily vigour.” Moreover, it was at
Stralau that he met the men who introduced him to the
‘Doktorklub’ and played a great part in the next stage of his
development.

The ‘Doktorklub’ had been founded a few years previously.
There were no tavern clubs or local students’ associations in
Berlin. Students who were in sympathy with one another met
on fixed days at inns and coffee-houses, which in Berlin were
also reading-rooms. In one of these inns in the Franzosische-
strasse there met regularly a number of students and young
graduates united by a similar interest in literary and philo-
sophical-questions. In the course of time these meetings took
on the character of an informal club and they were transferred
to private premises where there would be no undesired guests
and more open speech was possible. ‘In this circle of ambitious
young men,” a member of the ‘Doktorklub’ wrote in his
reminiscences, ‘there reigned that spirit of idealism, that
enthusiastic urge for knowledge, that liberal spirit that still
so thoroughly animated the youth of that time. Poems and
other work done by us used to be read aloud and criticised
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at our meetings, but our special interest was the philosophy
of Hegel, which was still in its prime and held sway more or
less over the whole educated world, though individual voices
had already been raised against the system and a split between
the Rights and the Lefts had already become perceptible in
the ranks of the Hegelians themselves.’

Marx became a frequent visitor to the club, and through it he
made numerous acquaintances in Berlin literary and scientific
circles including Bettina von Arnim, the last Romantic, in
whose salon in Unter den Linden the most varied society met
—young writers and old generals, Liberals and Conservatives,
ministers and Jewish journalists, believers and atheists. Marx
does not seem to have been a frequent guest of Bettina’s, and
in his poems he wrote a pointed epigram about the ‘new-fangled
Romantic.” Bettina remembered the young student well.
When she came to Trier in 1838 (or 1839) he had to accompany
her on all her excursions. Marx only had a week to spend in
his native town, and was left with practically no time to talk
to Jenny at all.

The university became unimportant for Marx. True, he
had to attend the prescribed lectures, the lectures essential
for a law student if he were to pass his examinations, but more
than that he did not do. In the eight terms he spent in Berlin
after the summer of 1837 he only attended seven courses of
lectures, and for thrce whole terms he attended no lectures at
all. His interests were now confined to philosophy. Some of
his notebooks of this period have been preserved. They are
full of excerpts from Aristotle, Spinoza, Leibnitz, Bacon, and
other philosophical classics.

The political under-currents of the time masqueraded, were
forced to masquerade, as philosophical schools of thought.
Division appeared in the Hegelian camp. The ‘Old’,Hegelians
remained loyal to the system and conservative ideals of
the older Hegel, while the ‘Young’ Hegelians laid even greater
stress on the revolutionary elements in the Hegelian method,
on the Hegelian dialectic, which regards nothing as permanent
but everything as flowing or becoming, recognises the contra-
diction in everything and is thus the ‘algebra of the revolution.’
The breach between the two schools of thought became wider
and wider and the ‘Doktorklub’ was in the very midst of the

3
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rising battle. The challenging ‘Young’ Hegelian group began
to crystallise out of it. Its most important representatives
were Adolph Rutenberg, Karl Friedrich Képpen and Bruno
Bauer.

Marx met Rutenberg first, and it was probably Rutenberg
who introduced him to the ‘Doktorklub.” In November, 1837,
he was calling him his most intimate friend. Rutenberg was
a former ‘Burschenschafter,” and had served long sentences in
Prussian prisons. He became a lecturer in geography and
history at the Cadet School but was soon dismissed because of
the unfavourable influence he was said to exercise on his pupils
and because of the Liberal newspaper correspondence he wrote.
He became a professional writer. He was somewhat super-
ficial, not overweighted with learning, and an easy and quick
writer, and soon came to occupy a foremost position among
the publicists of Berlin. Political journalism, properly so-
called, did not exist in Germany of the thirties. The draconic
censorship alone was sufficient to nip it in the bud. An
inadequate substitute was provided by the general correspon-
dence with which the journalists of Berlin kept the provincial
Press supplied. There was very little in this correspondence.
It contained few facts and still fewer ideas, but that left all
the more scope for Liberal expressions and veiled hints about
the remarkable things the writer would be able to disclose
were the sword of Damocles, i.e. the censorship, not dangling
over his head. During the period in question these letters
from the capital fulfilled a definite need. They expressed the
elementary interests of society and strengthened the elementary
protest against the ruling powers. Rutenberg was one of the
most prominent representatives of this type of journalism, and
as such he had a certain importance in Marx’s life. At the
beginning of 1842 he was appointed editor of the Rheinische
Leitung. In this position, when he had to prove himself as
a_genuine publicist for the first time, he was a complete failure.
He was not fit for more than writing Berlin letters full of veiled
hints. Rutenberg sank lower and lower and ended up in
doubtful hole-and-corner journalism.

Karl Friedrich Képpen was a man of entirely different
stamp. He, like Rutenberg, was a history master by profession,
but was a man of real learning and scholarship, with a solid
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and extensive knowledge in many fields. At the same time he
was of a modest and retiring disposition, with no aptitude
whatever for placing himselfin the limelight, unlike Rutenberg,
who was very skilled at it indeed. Koéppen’s chief work, an
account of Lamaism, has in many respects not been superseded
to this day. He was the first German historian to put forward
an unprejudiced view of the Terror in the French Revolution.
Even some of his letters on transitory themes have preserved
their value. Those he wrote about Berlin University are still
prized by scholars and specialists. It is only as a politician
and a pioneer of the Socialist movement that Képpen is still
not appreciated according to his deserts. He took an active
part in the formation of the first workers’ organisations in
Berlin in 1848 and 1849. When the Reaction sct in he was
one of the few intellectuals who continued working in the
workers’ clubs in spite of the severe penalties he had to suffer.
Koppen remained true to his ideals, and his friendship with
Marx survived all the vicissitudes of life. When Marx visited
him in Berlin in 1861 he found him ‘the old Képpen still.’
He wrote to Engels that the two occasions he ‘pub-crawled’
with him really did him good.
The most important member of the group was Bruno Bauer,

a lecturer in theology. A contemporary describes him thus:
‘Somewhat small in build and of medium height, his de-
meanour is calm and he confronts you with a confident, serene
smile; his frame is compact, and you observe with great intercst
the fine but definite features of his face, the boldly protruding,
angular and finely pointed nose, the high-arched brow, the
fine-cut mouth, the almost napoleonic figure.” Generally dis-
tracted and absent-minded, with his gaze directed into space—
Rutenberg’s children always used to say that Uncle Bauer was
looking into Africa—he used to liven up in argurrent. His
wide erudition, his gift of precise definition, his irony and the
boldness of his thought made Bauer the chosen leader of thz
Young Hegelian movement. It was not till later, when
the time came to proceed from analysis to synthesis and
establish positive, practical aims that he failed. He remained
the critic; and criticism for criticism’s sake, ‘absolute criticism’
became for him an end in itself. But at the end of the thirties
and the beginning of the forties, when the times demanded
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criticism of the old and the shattering of ancient idols, Bruno
Bauer was in the very forefront of the battle.

In 1837, when Marx joined the group, Young Hegelianism
was just coming into existence. David Friedrich Strauss had
published his Life of Fesus two years before. It was the first
Hegelian onslaught on the foundations of official religion.
It is somewhat difficult to-day to realisc its full significance.
Society of that day was divided into strata. It was a rigid
framework, resting solely on the sanction of religion, and reason
had to adapt itself to it in all modesty and humility as to some-
thing willed by God. As long as the foundation on which it
rested, namely the principle of divine revelation, stood intact,
all criticism of any detail of the social structure was impotent.
But any thrust at that principle that went home shook the
whole structure to its depths.

Before Strauss Hegelian philosophy had peacefully and har-
moniously cohabited with religion. Certainly it was only a
marriage of prudence, but from the point of view of the old
world it was a highly useful and convenient one. Strauss was
the first to disturb this harmonious bliss. Everybody imme-
diately realised that it forestalled a general attack on the whole
position. Marx wrote a few years later:

‘Criticism of religion is the hypothesis of all criticism. The
foundation of irreligious criticism is that man makes religion
and religion does not make man. But man is no abstract
being lurking somewhere outside and apart from the world.
Man means the world of men, the state, society. Religion,
which is a distorted outlook on the world because the world
is itself distorted, is the product of the state and of society.
Religion is a fantastic materialisation of the human entity,
because the human entity has no true reality. Hence the fight
against religion is a direct fight against a world the spiritual
aroma of which it is.’

«=Strauss found anything but support among the Hegelians
of Berlin. The essays published by Bruno Bauer in 1835 and
1836 were among the most trenchant of the attacks that were
made on him. Bauer flatly denied the right of philosophy to
criticise Christian dogma, and he did so with such dogmatism
and violence that Strauss confidentally predicted that he would
end up in the camp of the extreme bigots. Baucr took a
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different path, however, and it was the bigots who forced him
down it. Apart from the fact that their attack was directed
at the philosophy of Hegel, which a Hegeclian like Bauer was
necessarily obliged to defend, the God whom they so martially
proclaimed was not the mild Jesus of the Sermon on the Mount
but the gloomy, vindictive Jehovah of the Old Testament.
Their Holy Book was the Old Testament far more than the
New, and it was this that set Bauer on his critical tack.

He made his début in this direction in 1837 and 1838; at
a time, that is to say, when Marx had become a member of
the ‘Doktorklub.” Marx took part in the development of Young
Hegelianism which originated in the club; moreover, he was,
as far as we can tell—unfortunately there is no period of Marx’s
life about which we are so badly informed—one of the most
active and progressive spirits in its development. He took his
place at the most extreme wing from the start. Ruthless con-
sistency was a characteristic of the very beginning of his
independent intellectual life. At the end of 1836 he expressed
his views about law in a letter to his father, who replied: ‘“Your
views about law are not without truth, but systematised they
would be very calculated to cause storms.” The ageing Trier
lawyer had lived through the storms of the French Revolution
and the Napoleonic Wars, and yearned for peace and quiet.
His son liked storms and looked out for them, though for the:
time being in the realm of intellectual conflict only

Most of the members of the ‘Doktorklub’ were older than
Marx, and many of them were much older. That did not
prevent them from accepting him as an equal practically from
the first. As early as 1837, when he was a student of nineteen
and was nursing the idea of founding a literary paper, his
friends Rutenberg and Bauer were able to assure him that
‘all the aesthetic celebrities of the Hegelian school’ were willing
to collaborate. The club used to meet often, either in private
houses or in small inns in the neighbourhood of the university
For a short time it met every day. The books and essays to
which it gave birth demonstrate its breadth of interests and
the rapid development through which it passed.

At first the chief subject of discussion was religion. To begin
with the battle raged round the question of the distortion
of truc Christianity by mythology and the assimilation of
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Christianity to the conclusions of contemporary philosophy, but
it quickly developed into an attack on religion itself. Though
the members of the club did not definitely emerge as atheists
until 1842, most of them had long been aware of what lay at
the end of the road they had embarked upon, and occasionally
ceremoniously greeted one another with the jesting appellation
of ‘Your irreverence.’

In the second half of the thirties the Government started a
drive against Hegelianism, and that drove the ‘Doktorklub’
into political opposition, though an outward fillip was still
required. The ‘Doktorklub’ gave the initiative at the ‘serenade’
of students on Gans’s birthday in 1838. The celebrations were
intended to honour in Gans the sturdy champion, not only
of the Hegelian tradition, but also of the seven Goéttingen
professors who, to the applause of the whole of Germany, had
preferred sacrificing their office to taking an oath of loyalty
to the King of Hanover who had abolished the Constitution.
But, so far as the club was concerned, being in political opposi-
tion was still far from involving them in taking an active part
in contemporary life. Rutenberg was the only one who
demanded that they should take the plunge into contemporary
life. His insistence that the time had come to abandon fruitless
‘brooding’ and pass from the world of theory to the world of
action was answered by Bauer, who maintained that there
could be no question yet of their direct participation in the life
of the time. Before they could have any practical influence
upon the world, and that in the near future, they must, in his
view, effect an intellectual revolution in men’s minds. There
was no other way. Marx shared Bauer’s opinion. The old
must be intellectually annihilated before it could be annihilated
on the material plane. The alteration of the world would
necessarily follow from the new interpretation put upon it by
philosophers. In other words a virtue was made of impotence.
"Chis earned the club the following lampoon in classical metre:

So far our deeds are all words and are like to remain so;

Abstractions we have in our minds are bound to come true of
themselves.!

Bruno Bauer was still faithful to this view when he moved

1 Unsere Taten sind Worte bis jetzt und noch lange
Hinter die Abstraktion stellt sich die Praxis von selbst.
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from Berlin to Bonn in 1838. In 1840 and 1841 the Berlin
group moved faster and faster towards the Left. In the
summer of 1840 an observer characterised it as ‘thoroughly
devoted to the idea of constitutional monarchy.” Képpen
wrote his book on Frederick the Great and his Opponents and
dedicated it to ‘his friend Karl Heinrich Marx of Trier.’
Koppen honoured Frederick, ‘in whose spirit we swore to
live and die,” as the enemy of Christian-German reaction.
His basic idea was that the state was embodied in its purest
form in a monarchy ruled over by a monarch like Frederick,
a philosopher, a free servant of the world spirit. Renewal
could only come from the top.

The phase of Liberal constitutional monarchism soon ran
its course. By the winter of 1840-1 the club were calling
themselves ‘friends of the people,” and their theoretical position
was therefore at the extreme left wing of revolutionary repub-
licanism. Rutenberg in his Berlin letters compared the so-
called reading rooms of Berlin with the Paris coffee-houses
on the eve of the Revolution and Képpen wrote his essays
on the Terror. The club had begun ‘direct’ participation in
contemporary life.

During this period Marx published nothing, and no manu-
scripts dating from these years have been preserved. His
share in the intellectual life of the club, and it was an important
one, was only expressed indirectly in the writings of others.
It appears from a letter Képpen wrote to Marx on June 3,
1841, that many of the ideas expressed by Bruno Bauer in his
essay on ‘The Christian State and Our Times,’ one of the first
in which political deductions were drawn from religious criti-
cism, were Marx’s. Ko6ppen remarked that as long as Marx
was in Berlin he had no ‘personal, so to speak, self-thought
thoughts of his own’; which was obviously a very, friendly
and highly exaggerated picce of self-depreciation, but at the
same time gives a clue to how much Marx was able to give_,
his friends. They treasured him as ‘a warchouse of thoughts,
a workshop of ideas.” Marx lived in their memories as the
‘young lion,” combative, turbulent, quick-witted, as bold in
posing problems as in solving them. In the Christliches
Heldengedicht, written in 1842, after Marx had left Berlin, Marx
appeared as the club remembered him:
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Who’s this approaching who thus rants and raves?
*Tis the wild fury, black-maned Marx of Treves;
See him advance, nay spring upon the foe

As though to seize and never let him go.

See him extend his threatening arms on high

To seize the heavenly canopy from the sky;

See his clenched fists, and see his desperate air,

As though ten thousand devils had him by the hair.!

It must not be supposed that the ‘“Doktorklub’ confined itself
to bringing together a collection of academic intellectuals for
the purpose of philosophical discussion only. Most of its
members were young, exuberant and always ready for mischief.
Protest against the crass philistinism that surrounded them and
the absurd, petty regimentation of personal life by the police
occasionally broke out in unruly forms. Bruno Bauer appears
in the police records as a ‘heavy drinker’ and Rutenberg was
reported to have taken part in street fights. Edgar Bauer, a
younger brother of Bruno, was punished for ostentatiously
smoking in the street, which was forbidden by the police.
Liebknecht describes in his memoirs how Marx celebrated
a rcunion with Edgar Bauer in London in the fifties. They
engaged in a ‘pub-crawl’ and not a single tavern on their
route was allowed to remain unvisited. When they could
drink no longer they started throwing stones at the street lamps
under cover of darkness and went on until the police came
and they had to run. Marx developed a turn of speed no one
had thought him capable of. He was necarly forty at the time,
father of a numerous family, author of works of far-reaching
importance. Onc can imagine what he must have been
capable of in his twenties in Berlin.

Marx, once accepted into the ranks of the Young Hegelians,
paid practically no more attention to the university. It had
been ‘purged.’ Eduard Gans, Hegel’s most important pupil
and the only Hegelian in the faculty of law, died young, in
1839. Bauer had to lcave the university soon afterwards. He

1 Wer jaget hinterdrein mit wildem Ungestum?
Ein schwarzer Kerl aus Trier, ein markhaft Ungetum.
Er gehet, hupfet nicht, er springet auf den Hacken
Und raset voller Wut und gleich als wollt’ er packen
Das weite Himmelszelt und zu der Erde ziehn
Streckt er die Arme sein weit in die Liifte hin.
Geballt die bose Faust, so tobt er sonder Rasten,
Als wenn ihn ber den Schopf zehntausend Teufel fassten.
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was unspeakably obnoxious to the pietists, and all Altenstein,
Minister of Public Worship and Education, who was favourably
inclined towards the Hegelians, was able to do for him was to
have him transferred to Bonn. Reactionaries were installed
in the Hegelians’ places. Gans’s chair was filled by Julius
Stahl, theorist of Prussian absolutism, who in the fifties became
a practitioner of it as well. The extreme bigots, the people
whom Hegel had described a few years previously as the
‘rabble’ with whom he had to ‘tussle,” set the tone in the
university.

With the accession of King Frederick William IV the
Christian-Romantic reaction set in in full force. He who did
not bow and hold his peace was visited with exemplary
punishment. Of academic freedom no trace was left. The
university became an annexe of the barracks.

In his first student years Marx had had hopes of becoming
a university lecturer at Berlin. This was impossible now. He
could not cven expect to take his doctor’s degree at the uni-
versity. His thesis would have to be submitted to Stahl,
against whom the students—with Marx certainly among them
—had noisily demonstrated when he was appointed to Gans’s
place. As Varnhagen noted in his diary, this was the first
outward opposition to the new government.

Marx’s father died in May, 1838. During the last year the
family’s material position had been worsening. In Trier Jenny
was waiting. And on the other side Bruno Bauer was urging
his friend to hurry. It was time to put a stop to his ‘shilly-
shallying’ and end his ‘wearisome vacillation about the shcer,
nonsensical farce of his examinations.” Marx, he said, should
come to Bonn, where he would find things easy. At Bonn
he would be able to get a lectureship. The professors at Bonn
knew they were no philosophers and that the students wanted
to hear philosophy. ‘Come here and the new battle will begin.’
Marx doubted whether everything would turn out to be so easy’
at Bonn as Bauer hoped. He was far more engrossed with a
project for founding a philosophical journal, about which he
had been conducting an earnest correspondence with Bauer,
than with the prospect of a lectureship at Bonn. But he was
not yet willing to give up hope of overcoming the obstacles and
being able to tcach at Bonn by his friend’s side.
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On March 30, 1841, he received his leaving-certificate from
Berlin University. On April 6 he sent to Jena a dissertation
on ‘The difference between the natural philosophies of Demo-
crites and the Epicureans.’ Certain negotiations appear to
have preceded this step. The University of Jena was cele-
brated at the time for the readiness with which it granted
doctor’s degrees. It lived up to its reputation. A week later
the dean of Jena University presented the candidate Karl
Heinrich Marx to the faculty of philosophy. The diploma was
dated April 15. Marx’s official student years were at an end.



CHAPTER V
PHILOSOPHY UNDER CENSORSHIP

THE whole of the politics of an absolute state are embodied in
the person of the reigning monarch. The more flagrantly his
policy contradicts the interests of the classes excluded from
government, the more conscious they are of their impotence to
break their ruler’s power, the more longingly they direct their
gaze towards the heir to the throne. Upon him they rely for
the fulfilment of all their hopes. With him, or so they whisper
to themselves, the great new era will begin. The greater their
expectations, the more bitter their disappointment when the
new régime turns out to be nothing but a bare sequel of the old.

As Crown Prince Frederick Wilhelm IV had been the hope
of many. They had taken seriously the high-sounding phrases
concerning liberty and national unity that had flowed so easily
from his lips, however vague and indefinite the phrases had
been. They had expected that when once he was king the era
of long-demanded reforms would open. When he ascended
the throne new political life awakened on every side, and
everyone sent him petitions and demands, expecting them to
be fulfilled overnight. ‘An Augustan age was to begin for
Prussia. Everywhere new, fresh forces seemed to be arising;
there was germinating and sprouting, and everywhere long-
closed buds seemed to be opening in the warm light of the
newly arisen sun. A breath of spring went out from Berlin
and seemed to sprcad throughout the Fatherland.’

The romantic, pious, waywardly intellectual king fulfilled
none of the many expectations that were centred uppn him.
He had proclaimed that there must be freedom of speech, but
the new instructions issued to the censor’s office provided for
no alleviation of his severity. Things remained as they had
been before. It was a time when freeing the individual from
his traditional ties was the vogue. People’s minds were much
occupied with the problem of divorce, but the Government
settled the matter in its own inimitable way and decided for the
status quo.

43
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The Left Hegelians had had but little faith in the Crown
Prince, but even they had not been entirely without hope, as
Képpen’s writings show. When he became king they were
quickly disillusioned. The first blow struck by the new régime
fell upon their shoulders. Frederick William IV was a personal
friend of Savigny, and Savigny strengthened him in his resolve
once and for all to exterminate the godless forces of Hegelian-
ism. He summoned the philosopher Schelling from Munich
to Berlin to enable him at last to bring out into the light of day
his long-prepared philosophical system, which was but a meta-
physical justification of the police state. When the Hegelians
tried to combat him the censor suppressed their literary
opposition just as ruthlessly as he had done in the past; and
thus the men who still to an extent believed that the battle
could be fought out on the peaceful plain of theory were driven
a stage farther into ‘practice,’” and ‘direct participation in life.’

To the Hegelians the dismissal of Bruno Bauer was a still
severer blow. To Marx the blow was a personal one. All the
plans he had made in his last years at Berlin had been closely
bound up with Bruno Bauer. They had wanted to teach
together at Bonn, they had wanted to be joint editors of T#e
Archives of Atheism, they had intended to do battle together
against the enemies of Hegelianism. It was for this rcason
that Bauer had urged his friend to join him at Bonn at the
earliest possible moment. The end of Marx’s studies made
the proposition a practical one for the first time, but circum-
stances intervencd to make it impossible.

The University of Bonn had two theological schools, Protes-
tant and Catholic, and they had always been bitterly opposed.
Each was always ready to go to the assistance of the enemy of
the other. The Catholics always supported the not completely
orthodcx Protestants and the Protestants always rallied behind
the Liberal Catholics. Bruno Bauer counted on this. Between
the pair of hostile brothers he hoped to find space for his
critical annihilation of Christianity. He was disappointed.
Catholics and Protestants forgot their ancient feud and united
against their common foe. Pious students, incited by their
teachers, declined as future ministers of religion to go on
listening to the heresies of the ‘atheist’ lecturer. A Catholic-
Protestant United Front, created specially for the purpose,
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started making hostile demonstrations against him, free fights
broke out at lectures, and the university authorities strove to
get rid of the disturber of their peace, whom the Ministry of
Public Worship and Education had foisted upon them because
it wanted him out of Berlin.

In the meantime Bauer’s standing with the Ministry had also
been seriously impaired. The department had been purged of
its last pro-Hegelians. In April, 1841, when Bauer’s Criticism
of the Synoptic Gospels appeared, Eichhorn, the Minister, had
inquired in Bonn svhether it would not be possible to withdraw
his right to lecture. But as long as Bauer refrained from
political allusions in the lecture-room it was difficult to take
any active steps against him without tearing the last shreds
from the pretence of academic freedom.

The Government found their long-awaited opportunity in
the autumn of 1841. Bauer ticd the rope round his own neck
by taking part in the demonstrations that took place in Berlin
in honour of Welcker, who was a professor at Karlsruhe and
leader of the opposition in the Parliament of Baden. Welcker’s
journey through Prussia was the signal for an extraordinary
outburst of enthusiasm. The Government well knew that the
banquets and ‘serenades’ of which he was the occasion were
not in honour of him personally, but in honour of the cause he
represented; i.e. constitutional government and the struggle
against autocracy. The Berlin celebrations were organised by
Bauer’s friends, and Bauer was in Berlin at the time. In his
speech at a banquet held on September 28 he drew a contrast
between the Hcgelian conception of the reasonable state,
consciously understanding its tasks, and the vague spirit of
South-German Liberalism.

The sensation caused by the demonstrations in Welcker’s
honour, and more particularly by Bauer’s speech, was extra-
ordinary. It was talked about for days. The police busied
themselves with the ‘scandalous’ affair and the king ordered a .
detailed report to be made to him. On October 14, after
reading the report, he wrote a letter to the Minister for Foreign
Aflairs, insisting that the organisers of the affair be sought out
and removed from Berlin, or at least placed under rigorous
police supervision. On no account must Bauer be allowed to
continuc lecturing at Bonn.
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The king’s letter did its work. Throughout the winter one
report was written after another, the affair was exhaustively
discussed in the Press, all the universities in Prussia were con-
sulted, and eventually, on March 22, the verdict the king
wanted was delivered. Bruno Bauer left the University of
Bonn in May, 1842.

Marx followed Bauer’s struggle in Bonn with extreme
attention, for his own destiny was at stake beside his friend’s.
If Bauer had to leave the university, an academic career
was closed to him as long as Prussia remained the bigoted,
reactionary State that it was.

After leaving Berlin University Marx lived partly at Trier,
partly at Cologne, partly at Bonn. Only one of his literary
plans was realised. The ever-increasing severity of the censor-
ship made it impossible even to think of founding an atheistic
periodical. But Bauer’s Posaune des Fiingsten Gerichts tiber Hegel
den Atheisten und Antichristen did appear and Marx collaborated
in it. It appeared anonymously. The writer gave himself out
to be a right-thinking Christian and proceeded to demonstrate
that the most dangerous enemy of the Christian State was
Hegel, because he demolished it from within; and by Hegel he
meant Hegel, and not Hegel as interpreted by his misguided
pupils; Hegel who had so long passed as a column of the
existing order. The deception was so well carried out that at
first even men like Arnold Ruge took it for the real thing.
The cat was only let out of the bag by that section of the Press
which was friendly to the Hegelians. Every peasant,* one paper
wrote plainly enough, would understand that the book had
not been written by a religious man at all but by an artful
rebel. Marx prepared a sequel intended to demonstrate the
revolutionary element in Hegel’s art teaching. But the censor
made it impossible to continue the series of pamphlets which
was planned.

The philosophers, whether they wanted it or not, found
themselves assailed on every side by the demands of practical,
everyday life. Marx went on working at his essay. He
wanted to publish it but it never appeared. He stopped, was
forced to stop work on it because everything else had become
overshadowed by the importance of the plain, practical,

1 The German for peasant is Bauer.
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political task of coming to grips with the enemy. Marx’s essay,
‘Remarks on the New Prussian Censorship,” written in January
and February, 1842, the deadliest attack ever made, the
sharpest blow ever struck at the brazen profanity of arbitrary
despotism, was intended for Ruge’s Deutsche Jahrbiicher but only
appcared a year later in the Anekdota zur Neuesten Deutschen
Philosophie und Publizistik, which was published in Switzerland.

In April, 1842, Marx went to Bonn, where Bauer’s fate had
already been decided. °‘Irritating the devout,’ shocking the
philistine, bursting into peals of laughter in the deadly religious
silence, gave them a pleasure which there was now less reason
than ever to restrain. Bauer wrote mockingly about it to his
brother. He described how he and Marx one day infuriated
the exccllent citizens of Bonn by appearing in a donkey-cart
while everybody was going for a walk. ‘The citizens of Bonn
looked at us in amazement. We were delighted, and the
donkeys brayed.’

In Bonn Marx wrote his first article for the Rheinische
Leitung, which had been appearing in Cologne since January 1,
1842.

The Rhine Province was economically and politically the
most advanced part of Prussia, and its centre was Cologne. In
no other part of Germany had industry developed so rapidly
or was modern commerce so disseminated. Consciousness of
the anachronism of the feudal state developed sooner and more
powerfully here than elsewhere among the confident young
bourgeoisic. Their economic demands struck everywhere on
political impediments, and they recognised comparatively early
that these impediments must be removed. If there were no
other way, an end must be put to them by force. They
required the unity of Germany, which was carved up into
six-and-thirty ‘Fatherlands’—big, medium, small and pigmy
states, each with its own coinage, its own weights and measures,
its own Customs. Political freedom, the overthrow of the many
petty potentates, the unification of Germany into a single big
economic unit was their necessary aim.

The centre of the Rhine Province was Cologne, where most
of the modern industrial undertakings had their headquarters.
The most cnergetic and progressive representatives of the new
world which repudiated Old Prussia and was hated by it in
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turn lived there. Cologne was the headquarters of the young
intelligentsia arising with and in the midst of the new economic
order. '

In the course of 1841 a number of young writers, philoso-
phers, merchants and industrialists had gathered into a small,
loosely knit group in Cologne. Camphausen, Mevissen and
other future captains of industry belonged to it, besides repre-
sentatives of the new intelligentsia such as Georg Jung, a
member of a rich Dutch family, whose wife was the daughter
of a Cologne banker, and Dagobert Oppenheim, brother of
the proprietor of the big banking house of Oppenheim and Co.;
and writers such as Moses Hess, who was a gifted and versatile
man, if too volatile and unstable to make real contributions to
the many branches of knowledge he wished to make his own.

Marx made a tremendous impression on the members of this
group when he met them for the first time. This was appar-
ently in July, 1841, when he was on his way from Trier to
Bonn. Jung spoke of Marx as being ‘a quite desperate revolu-
tionary’ and having ‘one of the acutest minds’ he knew. In
September, 1841, Moscs Hess wrote a letter to Berthold Auer-
bach which was a positive panegyric of Marx. ‘You will be
delighted to meet a man who is one of our friends here now,
though he lives in Bonn, where he will soon be a lecturer,” he
wrote. ‘He is a phenomenon who has made a tremendous
impression on me, though my interests lie in an entirely
different ficld. In short, you can definitely look forward to
meeting the greatest, perhaps the only real philosopher now
living. Soon, when he makes his début (as a writer as well as
in an academic chair) he will draw the eyes of all Germany
upon himself. Dr. Marx, as my idol is called—he is still a
young man (he is at most twenty-four years old)—will give
mediaeval religion and philosophy their last push. He com-
bines the most profound philosophical earnestness with the
most biting wit. Think of Rousseau, Voltaire, Holbach,
Lessing, Heine and Hegel fused into one—I say fused, not just
lumped together—and you have Dr. Marx.’

About this time the Cologne group conceived the project of
having a daily paper of their own. Conditions were favourable.
Antagonism between Protestant Prussia and the Catholic
Rhineland had scarcely diminished during the bare three



PHILOSOPHY UNDER CENSORSHIP 49

decades of their amalgamation. In the course of the thirties
Church and State had come into a whole series of conflicts,
which were liable to flare up again at any moment. Since the
revolutionary upheaval by which the Catholics of Belgium had
secured their independence from Protestant Holland, an
example that militant sections of the clerical circles in the
Rhineland occasionally felt tempted to imitate, the danger
inherent in these conflicts was all the greater. The old and
widely circulated Kilnische Zeitung propagated the Catholic
cause with great skill. The Government tried to counter it
with a paper of its own, the Rheinische Allgemeine Zeitung, which
was started in 1841. It met with little success. It was too
feeble in every way to compete with the ably conducted
Kolnische Leitung.

The Cologne group decided to take the paper over. The
response to the appeal to take up shares in the new under-
taking far surpassed expectations. Thirty thousand thalers
were subscribed in a short time. In those days that was a very
respectable sum of money. Every section of the public having
Left sympathies of any kind was represented among the sub-
scribers. As a token of the intercst the Government took in an
anti-ultramontane organ, cven Gerlach, the president of the
local administration, was among the shareholders.

The paper did not immediately find its political line. The
first editor was intended to have been Friedrich List, whose
National System of Political Economy had just appeared. In the
field of economic theory, List was the first spokesman on behalf
of the young bourgecoisie’s aspirations for the protection and
advancement of industry in an economically independent
Germany. But List was ill and recommended Dr. Gustav
Hofken, one of his disciples, to fill his place. The first number
appearcd on January 1, 1842. Hofken’s policy was for the ex-
pansion of the German Zollverein, the development of German
trade and trade policy, and the liberation of the German
consciousness from everything that hampered unity. This did
not satisfy the paper’s new proprietors. They all belonged to
the prosperous and educated bourgeoisic. On the board of
directors Rudolf Schramm, the manufacturer’s son, sat side by
side with wealthy lawyers and doctors. The chief shareholders
were leading Cologne industrialists, the most important being

4
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Ludolf Camphausen, later Prime Minister of Prussia, one of
the pioneers of the railway in Germany. It had long been clear
to them that their economic programme could not be realised
without a fundamental reorganisation of the state. Jung and
Oppenheim, the two managers, were Young Hegelians and
helped Hess, who was closely associated with the editorial
control from the beginning, in finding Young Hegelians to
work for the paper. Variances arose with Hoéfken and on
January 18 he resigned.

Marx already had considerable influence upon the manage-
ment, especially upon Jung, and it was on his recommendation
that his old friend Rutenberg was appointed editor, a position
for which he soon proved utterly unsuitable. He could write
Young Hegelian articles, but he was simply not equipped for
the task of controlling a great political newspaper, which was
what the Rheinische eitung was increasingly becoming every
day. From the middle of February onwards the real editor
was Moses Hess.

Changes of editorship did not impede the paper’s expansion.
Its circulation doubled in the first month and went on
increasing steadily.

Close as Marx’s connection with the paper was from its first
day of publication, for the first three months he did not work
for it. He wrote nothing for it until after Bauer’s dismissal,
when all prospect of an academic career had vanished. The
first articles he wrote were a series about the debates in the
sixth Rhenish Diet on the freedom of the Press, and the first of
the series appeared on May 5, 1842. This was the first work
of Marx’s to be printed, if one excepts the two poems his friends
published, possibly against his will, in the Athendum. Georg
Jung thought the article ‘exceptionally good.” Arnold Ruge
called it jin short, the best that has ever been written about the
freedom of the Press.” Ludolf Camphausen inquired of his
brother who the writer of the ‘admirable’ article might be.
(Marx did not sign it, but called it ‘by a Rhinelander.’)
Extracts were quoted everywhere, and earned the Rheinische
Kettung such credit that Marx was promptly asked to send in as
many more articles as he could as quickly as he could write
them. Marx wrote three more articles in the course of the
summer, one of which was suppressed by the censor and the
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other heavily blue-pencilled. In the middle of October Marx
was sent for to Cologne. On October 15 he took over the.
editorship of the Rheinische Leitung.

In spite of all the determination with which Marx fought
against feudal absolutism and rejected half-solutions and
illusory ones—in a letter to Ruge he described constitutional
monarchy as ‘a mongrel riddled with contradiction and para-
dox’—he was soon forced to part from his Berlin friends. They
went on with their ‘absolute criticism,” completely untroubled
as to whether it were possible or justified in the concrete
circumstances in which they found themselves. A dispute that
arose between him and Edgar Bauer is illuminating. In some
essays he sent to Marx Edgar Bauer criticised the principle of
compromise in political matters. Not satisfied with that, he
made a most violent attack on all who were unwilling in
practice to make his uncompromising critical attitude their
own. Marx, in a letter to Oppenheim, emphatically repudi-
ated this species of pseudo-radicalism. He described Bauer’s
articles as ‘quite general theoretical discussions concerning the
constitution of the state, suitable rather for a scientific journal
than for a newspaper,” and drew a picture of ‘liberal-minded,
practical men, who have undertaken the troublesome réle of
struggling step-by-step for freedom within constitutional limits.’

Marx’s constant regard for the concrete facts led him to
taking an interest in social problems. At the time the German
Press was paying particular attention to the Chartist move-
ment in England and the Communist aspirations in France
and Switzerland. The Rheinische Seitung took up these ques-
tions and printed articles by Hess about the Communists and
by Von Mevissen, who had just returned to Cologne from
England, about the Chartists. In August, 1842, the manage-
ment of the Rheinische Leitung and those associated with them
formed a study-circle for the discussion of social problems.

Marx took part in it himself. At the beginning of October
he defended his paper against a charge of Communism. The
article he wrote demonstrates how slight Marx’s knowledge of
social problems still was in 1842. He was still under the
influence of ideas recently elaborated by Hess. Hess was the
first of the Young Hegelian camp to turn his attention to
Communism, and Engels says that he was the first of the three
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of them to come over to Communism. What Marx intended
to write was a ‘fundamental critique of Communism’ based on
‘a long-continued and thorough study.” He read the works of
the French Socialists and Communists who were the chief
authorities on the subject at the time—Proudhon’s Qu’est ce que
la Propriété?, Dezamy’s Calomnie et Politique de M. Cabet,’ Leroux,
Considérant, and others.

However important social questions may have been, there
were immediate political problems to solve. In all these Marx
shared the views of the other Left Hegelians, and his method
was theirs. His position was at the extreme Left wing of
bourgeois democracy. He was, to repeat the phrase, a
‘desperate revolutionary.’” A clean sweep must be made of
things as they were—but for the time being in the domain of
theory only. Victory in the intellectual sphere must precede
victory in the world of reality—how, was uncertain, the path
to it was not yet visible. Marx, in spite of some vacillation
and changes of mind, clung as long as possible to the hope of
being able to convince the rulers of the necessity of funda-
mental changes. Should their efforts prove in vain there was
but one alternative and that was revolution, the threat of
which appears in his writings at this period from time to time.
When the ruling powers called on divine inspiration for their
defence, Marx replied that English history had sufficiently
demonstrated that the conception of divine inspiration from
above called forth the counter-conception of divine inspiration
from below. ‘Charles I mounted the scaffold because of divine
inspiration from below.” The threat was there plainly enough;
but it was held in abeyance, only to apply if all efforts to gain
the victory in the intellectual sphere should fail. It was their
task to persevere tirelessly with these efforts.

The uew newspaper was at first not unwelcome to the
Government. Upholding the idea of national unity in opposi-
tion to the narrow frontiers of provincialism, it stood by
implication for Prussian hegemony in Germany, set its face
against ultramontanism and state interference in Church
matters, all by virtue of its programme of freeing the national
consciousness of everything that hampered the sense of unity.

But even before Marx took over control of the paper it had
come into ever-growing conflict with the Government. As
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early as July Marx wrote to Ruge that the ‘greatest obduracy’
was required to see a paper like the Rheinische eitung through.
It was censored with ‘the most stern and unjust rigour.” The
more it criticised the autocracy, the bureaucracy, the censor-
ship, the whole system of the Christian-German Reaction, the
harder did the Government bear down upon it. If at first it
had been a welcome ally against the Kolnische Seitung, its tone
very soon became ‘even more doubtful’ than that of the
Kilnische Zeitung. In the last resort it was possible, if not easy,
to come to terms with the Catholic Reaction. With the spirit
of Liberalism, whose banner was flown more flagrantly in the
Rheinische Zeitung every day, it was out of the question.

Marx directed its policy far more clearly, more purposefully,
more single-mindedly, launched it against the innermost
chamber of the Old Prussian State. Under his direction the
paper made extraordinarily rapid strides. When he took it
over it had about one thousand subscribers. On January 1,
1843, the number had increased to three thousand. Very few
German papers could boast as many. It was more widely
quoted than all the others, and to write for it was considered
a high honour. Letters, articles, poems were sent to it from
all parts of Germany. Marx edited it as he had wanted it to
be edited when he contributed to it from Bonn. It was essen-
tial, he had written to Oppenheim from Bonn, that the
Rheinische Keitung should not be directed by its contributors
but that the contributors should be directed by it. He was, as
friend and foe soon saw, ‘the source from which the doctrine
flowed.” He concerned himself with every detail. The paper
was, as it were, fused all of a piece. Marx himself selected the
articles and edited them. Traces of his powerful hand are
perceptible in the paper’s tone, its style, even in its punctuation.

But this meant that Marx was brought up against the hard
facts of reality more sharply than ever. The Prussian State as
it actually was could still be measured against the idea of what
the true state ought to be. But there was no answer in Hegel
to economic questions such as that raised by the debates in the
Diet about the wood-theft law or the distress among the wine-
growing peasants of the Moselle. Engels wrote later that
‘Marx always said that it was his going into the question of the
wood-theft law and the position of the Moselle peasants that
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turned his attention from pure politics to economic conditions
and thus to Socialism.’

The more deeply Marx plunged into reality, the more his
Berlin friends lost themselves in abstraction. Their criticism
became ever more ‘absolute,” and was destined to end up in
empty negation. It became ‘nihilistic.’

The word ‘nihilism,” which dates from those times, was
coined for them. The Russian writer, Turgeniev, who is
generally supposed to have invented it, learned it during this
period in Berlin, when he met members of Bruno Bauer’s
circle. He transferred it to the Russian revolutionaries twenty
years later.

Berlin ‘nihilism’ took delight in an occasionally absurd
ridiculing of philistinism, and the so-called ‘Freien,” or ‘Free,’
demonstrated their emancipation by an anti-philistinism which
in practice tied them to that very world which they so radically
repudiated, and rendered them incapable of genuinely com-
bating it. Their emancipation ended up in sheer buffoonery.

Marx’s unwillingness to place the Rheinische Leitung at the
disposal of their antics brought their violent wrath down upon
his head. The final breach came on account of Herwegh.

Georgh Herwegh’s poems, Gedichte eines Lebendigen, had
made him the most popular poet in Germany. They expressed
incomparably all the vague, sentimental, often naive longing
for liberty that was rife in German society at the time. Her-
wegh had been forced to seek refuge abroad. He was able to
return to Germany in 1842, and his return developed into a
triumphal progress. Herwegh, who was a quite unpolitical
poet at heart, was so féted and honoured that he ended by
completcly losing all sense of proportion. At Berlin he was
invited to sec the king. Frederick William IV liked assuming
a popular réle and courting popularity, and on his side Her-
wegh felt flattered by the role of Marquis Posa which he hoped
to play before the king. The interview, however, gave satis-
faction to neither party. Each felt the falseness of his position,
and when the Press started discussing this curious audience
each party behaved as if the other had come off worse. The
extreme Left took Herwegh’s audience especially amiss, and
his meeting with Bruno Bauer’s group ended in an abrupt
breach. Herwegh wrote a letter to the editor of the Rheinische
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Leitung about the ‘Freien.” He skated quickly over the occasion
of his own quarrel with them and attacked them on quite
general grounds. ‘They compromise our cause and our Party
with their revolutionary romanticism, their longing to be
geniuses and their big talk,” he said.

Marx was anything but pleased at receiving Herwegh’s
letter, but his opinion of the ‘Freien’ coincided with Herwegh’s.
He was forced to defend Herwegh against the attacks made
upon him from Berlin. They demanded that the Rheinische
Leitung print their anti-Herwegh articles, but Marx refused.
They sent him an ultimatum, which Marx declined. The
Berliners broke off relations with Marx and the Rheinische
Lettung. This was Marx’s first rupture with the ultra-Lefts.

The paper lost little because of the ‘Freien.” Its reputation
was growing steadily, its circulation was increasing, and it
was on the way to becoming the leading paper in Germany,
when the censorship suddenly gave it its death-blow.

As early as the days of Rutenberg’s editorship the Govern-
ment had regretted the good-will they had shown the Rheinische
Leitung. In February, 1842, inquirics were made in official
circles in the Rhineland as to whether it might not be advisable
to withdraw its licence. This danger was at first averted
because, though the local officials took exception to a great
deal in the paper, they were unwilling to lose an ally against
their hereditary clerical focs. But the censorship became more
rigorous. It was in the hands of the ‘shameless’ Dolleschall,
the dull-witted official who had forbidden ‘making a comedy
of divine things.” What he understood he blue-pencilled with-
out rhyme or reason, and he was even more rigorous with what
he did not understand, because that he regarded as particularly
suspicious. But it was impossible to blue-pencil everything.
So much that was subversive remained that thg Berlin
authorities recognised the insufficiency of their previous
instructions. New and even more rigorous instructions were
sent the censor. Marx was for a long time fond of quoting one
saying of Dolleschall’s: ‘Now my living’s at stake. I'll cross
everything out!” It made no difference. Dolleschall was re-
called and a new and more severe censor came and ruled in

his stead. It was not long before the newcomer was repri
manded for excessive leniency. This hurt his feelipgs’ﬁﬁlt;,'
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and he defended himself. He had suppressed no fewer than
a hundred and forty articles, but he received no mercy because
of that. The censor was given a super-censor to sit by his side,
so that one should blue-pencil what the other left. Even this
did not suffice. In December the Berlin authorities sent a
special envoy to the Rhineland to inquire how the population
would take it if the paper were suppressed or whether sup-
pression would cause too much dissatisfaction. The paper’s
reputation had grown to such an extent that the Government
shrank from taking the final step. But it was only a question
of time.

Though the order came from Berlin, it was the Tsar,
Nicholas I, who really suppressed the Rheinische Leitung. On
January 4 the Rheinische Jeitung published a violent anti-
Russian article. Russia was the prop of Prussian foreign policy.
It was an alliance in which Russia gave the orders and Prussia
listened and obeyed. The Tsar saw to it that Prussia did not
deviate from the straight and narrow path. When Frederick
William IV ascended the throne and there were murmurs here
and there in the Prussian Press to the effect that perhaps this
Russian hegemony over a German State was not entirely in
order, Nicholas I was filled with righteous indignation. He read
the submissive young king a lecture and did not shrink from giv-
ing his very plain opinion as to how Prussia cught to be ruled.

The Prussian ambassador at the court of St. Petersburg had
repeatedly to listen to hard words. On January 10 he reported
to Berlin another and if possible a more violent outburst of
imperial rage. Nicholas I had engaged Herr von Liebermann
in conversation at the ball at the Winter Palace on January 8
and said that hc found the Liberal German Press infamous
beyond all measure, and he could not sufficiently express his
astonishment at the reception the king had given the notorious
Herwegh. His Imperial Majesty spoke so violently and with
such a flood of words that the ambassador was unable to say
anything at all. Moreover, the Tsar had already written
Frederick William IV a personal letter. His rebukes became
so trenchant and so threatening that Berlin became alarmed.

The anti-Russian article had been read with indignation
in Berlin two weeks before the ambassador’s report arrived
from St. Petersburg. This time there was no more hesitation.
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On January 21, 1843, the thrce Prussian ministers concerned
with the censorship decided to suspend the Rheinische Jeitung.
The Government were in such a hurry that they sent a special
mounted messenger to Cologne. According to the edict which
he carried the newspaper had been guilty of malicious slander
of the State authorities, especially the censorship department;
it had held up the administration of the Press police in Prussia
to contempt and offended friendly foreign Powers. In order
not excessively to damage the shareholders and subscribers,
the paper was to be allowed to continue until March g1, but
would be subject to special censorship to prevent it from erring
during the course of the reprieve.

A clever, cultured cynic, named Wilhelm Saint-Paul, came
to Colognc as the last censor. In his reports on Marx he
called him the living source and fountain-head of the paper’s
views. Hec had made Marx’s acquaintance, and he was a
man ‘who would die for his ideas.” Another time he wrote
that certain as it was that the views of Dr. Marx rested upon
a profound speculative error, as he had tried to prove to him,
Dr. Marx was cqually certain of the rightness of his views.
“The contributors to the Rheinische {eitung could be accused of
anything rather than lack of principle in that sense. This can
only be one more reason,” Saint-Paul concluded with shame-
less logic, ‘for removing him, in the event of the paper being
allowed to continue, from a position of direct and controlling
influence.’

The fear that the ban would rouse ill-feeling turned out to
be well founded. In every town of the province, in Cologne,
Aachen, Elberfeld, Diisseldorf, Coblenz and Trier, hundreds
of respectable citizens signed pectitions to the Government,
appealing for the lifting of the ban. The whole of the German
Press took up the question of the suspension of the JRheinische
Leitung. The authorities in Berlin actually hesitated as to
whether it might not be advisable to allow the paper toreappear
under definite restrictions.

But in the last resort the Berlin Government regarded the
good-will of the Tsar as more important than the temper of
the Rhinelanders. On February 7 the ambassador in St.
Petersburg wrote another report:

‘Depuis Pexpédition de mon dernier trés-humble rapport, j’ai eu aussi
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occasion de rencontrer Mr. le Comte de Nesselrode, dans le salon de son
épouse, et de lui parler; mais au lieu de me fournir des renseignements
qui auraient pu m’étre utiles, ou intéressants, sous le rapport de la
politique Mr. le Vice-Chancelier a saisi cette occasion pour me de-
mander: si j’avais lu déja I article véritablement infame, que la gazette
Rhénane, publiée a Cologne avait lancé derniérement contre le Cabinet
Russe,—en basant ses déclamations furibondes sur le faux prétexte
d’une note qui m’aurait été adressée par lut, relativement @ la tendance
de la presse Allemande. [ ai répondu & Mr. le Comte de Nesselrode,
que je ne connaissais pas textuellement cet article, mais que je me
rappelais fort bien, que la gazette d’Etat avait publié, il n’y a pas
longtems, une réfutation de quelques articles semblables, en déclarant
briévement, mais assez positivement, que les suppositions sur lesquelles
le raisonnement de ces articles avait été basé, manquaient de fondement
et de tout motif raisonnable. Cette réfutation n’était point inconnue
é Mr. le Vice-Chancelier; mais il m’a avvué, qu’elle ne suffisait pas,
pour lui faire comprendre, comment un censeur employé par le gouverne-
ment de Votre Majesté avait pu laisser passer un article d’une nature
semblable, qui, selon lui, surpassait encore de beaucoup, en perfidie et
en violence, tout ce qui avait été publié jusqu’ici dans les feuilles
Prussiennes contre le gouvernement Imperial. Il y a ajouté encore
qu’afin que je puisse en juger pour moi-méme, en toute connaissance de
cause, 1l m’enverait la feuille de 1a gazette Rhénanc, qui renfermait
Particle en question, et il Pa fait, en effet, encore le méme soir.—Je
suts donc véritablement heureux d’avoir trouvé, cette nuit, en revenant
du bal patriotique, dans le numéro de la gazette d’Etat du 31. janvier,
qui venait d’arriver par la poste, Llordre émané tout récemment des
trois Ministéres de Votre Majesté qui président aux affaires de censure,
et en vertu duquel 1a gazette Rhénanc doit cesser de paraitre & dater
du 1. avril prochain! Aussi me ferai-je un devoir des plus empressés
de faire valoir cette mesure énergique auprés de Mr. le Comte de Nessel-
rode aujoyrd’hui méme @ occasion d’un diner auquel il m’a engagé.
Je crois, du reste, devoir faire observer encore trés-humblement @ ce
sujet, que lors de la conversation que j’ai eu, avant-hier, avec Mr. le
Vice-Chancelier, il m’avait trés expressément assuré, que I’Empereur
ne connaissait probablement pas encore Uarticle en question parce que,
pour sa part, il avait hésité jusqu’ict @ le placer sous les yeux de Sa
Majesté Imperiale.’!

1 Since submitting my last humble report I have had the opportunity of meeting
Count de Nesselrode at his wife’s salon and of conversing with him. Instead of
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The Prussian Government trembled at the thought that the
infamous article might yet come to the eyes of the Tsar. It
was decided definitely that the ban should remain. A deputa-
tion of shareholders was not even received. Marx, in ignorance
of the true ground for the suspension of the paper (which as
a matter of fact, has remained unknown to historians to this
day) made a last desperate move. An article, inspired by him,
appcared in the Mannheimer Abendzeitung attributing the whole
of the blame to him. It was he who had given the paper its
distinguishing tone, he was its evil spirit, its controversialist
par excellence, and it was his audacious insolence and youthful
indiscretion that were to blame. But that made no difference
either. The issue of March 18 contained the following: ‘The
undersigned announces that he has retired from the editorship
of the Rheinische Leitung because of the present censorship
conditions. Dr. Marx.” But still there was no act of
clemency.

The last number of the Rheinische Keitung appeared on
March g1. It was so sought after that as much as from eight
to ten silver groschen were paid for a copy. The Rheinische
Leitung took its departure with a poem:

giving me information which might have been useful or interesting to me in
connection with the general political situation, the Vice-Chancellor used the
occasion to ask me whether I had read the really infamous attack which the
Rheinische Zeturlg, published at Cologne, had recently made on the Russian
Cabinet, basing 1its furious denunciations on the false pretext of a note said to have
been addressed to me by him relative to the tendencies of the German Press.
I replied that I was not acquainted with the text of the particular article but I
recollected well that the State Gazette had recently published a refutation of some
similar articles, declaring, briefly but quite categorically, that the assumptions on
which those articles were based were entirely without foundation or reasonable
cause. This refutation was certainly not unknown to the Vice-Chancellor; but
he confessed to me that he was unable to understand how a censor employed by
Your Majesty’s Government could have passed an article of such a nature. In
his opinion it far surpassed in perfidy and violence all previous attacks made on the
Imperial Government in the Prussian Press. He added that in order that I might
judge for myself and be fully acquainted with the facts he would send the a copy
of the Rhewnische Qeitung containing the article in question, which he did the same
evening. Consequently I am very gratified to-night, on returning from the
Patriotic Ball, to find in the State Gazette for January 31, which has just arrived by
post, that Your Majesty’s three ministers in charge of the censorship have recently
issued an order by virtue of which the Rheinische Leitung will cease to appear as
from April 1. I shall make it my most immediate duty to draw Count de
Nesselrode’s attention to this energetic measure to-day on the occasion of a dinner
to which he has invited me. I believe it to be my duty very humbly to add that
during my conversation with the Vice-Chancellor the day before yesterday he
assured me definitely that in all probability the Emperor has not yet seen the
article in question, because he on his part had hesitated to lay it before His
Imperial Majesty’s eyes.



6o KARL MARX: MAN AND FIGHTER

Wir liessen kuhn der Freiheit Fahne wehen

Und ernst tat jeder Schiffmann seine Pflicht,

War d’rum vergebens auch der Mannschaft Spihen:
Die Fahrt war schon und sie gereut uns nicht.

Dass uns der Gotter orn hat nachgetrachtet
Es schreckt uns nicht, dass unser Mast gefallt.
Denn auch Kolumbus ward zuerst verachtet
Und endlich sah er doch die neue Welt.

Ihr Freunde, deren Beifall uns geworden,

Thr Gegner, die ihr uns mit Kampf geehrt,
Whr seh’n uns wieder einst an neuen Borden,
Wenn Alles bricht, der Mut bleibt unversehrt.*

1 We boldly flew the flag of freedom, and every member of the crew did his
duty. In spite of the watch having been kept in vain, the voyage was good and
we do not regret it. Though the gods were angry, though our mast fell, we were
not intimidated. Columbus himself was despised at first, but he looked upon the
New World at last. Friends who applauded us, foes who fought us, we shall
meet again on the new shore. If all collapses, courage remains unbroken.



