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PUBLISHER’S NOTE

The present English edition of Karl Marx’s The Civil War in
France is compiled according to the Chinese edition of the same
book, published by the People’s Publishing House, Peking, in May
1964. Engels’ inttoduction and the three Addresses of the Gen-
eral Council of the International Working Men’s Association on the
Franco-Prussian War and on the Civil War in France are reprinted
from the text given in Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected
Works, English edition, Moscow, 1951, Vol. L. The two drafts
of The Civil War in France follow the English text in the
Archives of Marx and Engels, Moscow, 1934, Vol, III (VIII). Ob-
vious corrections of spelling or grammar are not indicated. Neces-
sary additions of words, and, tn&nslatlons of French and German
words and passages which appeared in Marx’s manuscript are put
in square brackets.

The footnotes argi inptes at the ‘end of the book are compiled
by us from various sources.

Printed in the People’s Republic of China
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INTRODUCTION!
by Frederick Engels

I did not anticipate that I would be asked to prepare a
new edition of the Address of the General Council of the
International on The Civil War in France, and to write an
introduction to it. Therefore I can only touch briefly here on
the most important points. ‘

I am prefacing the longer work mentioned above by the
two shorter Addresses of the General Council on the Franco-
Prussian War, In the first place, because the second of these,
which itself cannot be fully understood without the first,
is referted to in The Civii War. But also because these
two Addresses, likewise drafted by Marx, are, no less than
The Civil War, outstanding examples of the author’s re-
markable gift, first proved in The Eighteenth Brumaire of
Louis Bonaparte? for grasping clearly the character, the im-
port and the necessary consequences of great historical events,
at a time when these events are still in progress before
our eyes or have only just taken place. And, finally, be-
cause today we in Germarny are still having to endure the
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consequences which Marx predicted would follow from these
events.

Has that which was declared in the first Address not come
to pass: that if Germany’s defensive war against Louis
Bonaparte degenerated into a war of conquest against the
French - people, all the misfortunes which befell Germany
after the so-called wars of liberation® would revive again
with renewed intensity? Have we not had a further twenty
years of Bismarck’s rule, the Exceptional Law and Socialist-
baiting taking the place of the prosecutions of “‘demagogues,’*
with the same arbitrary action of the police and with literally
the same staggering interpretations of the law?

And has not the prediction been proved to the letter, that
the annexation of Alsace-Lorraine would “force France into
the arms of Russia,” and that after this annexation Germany
must either become the avowed servant of Russia, or must,
after some short respite, arm for a new war, and, moreover,
“a war of races — a war with the combined Slavonian and
Roman races”?® Has not the annexation of the French provinces
driven France into the arms of Russia? Has not Bismarck
for fully twenty years vainly wooed the favour of the Czar,
wooed it with services even more lowly than those which
little Prussia, before it became the “first Power in Europe,”
was wont to lay at Holy Russia’s feet? And is there not
every day still hanging over our heads the Damocles’ sword
of war, on the first day of which all the chartered covenants
of princes will be scattered like chaff; a war of which nothing
is certain but the absolute uncertainty of its outcome; a race
war which will subject the whole of Europe to devastation by
fifteen or twenty million armed men, and which is not raging
already only because even the strongest of the great military
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states shrinks before the absolute incalculability of its final
result?

All the more is it our duty to make again accessible to the
German workers these brilliant proofs, now half-forgotten,
of the far-sightedness of international working-class policy in
1870.

What is true of these two Addresses is also true of The
Civil War in France. On May 28, the last fighters of the
Commune succumbed to superior forces on the slopes of
Belleville; and only two days later, on May 30, Marx read
to the General Council the work in which the historical
significance of the Paris Commune is delineated in short,
powerful strokes, but with such trenchancy, and above all
such truth, as has never again been attained in all the mass
of literature on this subject.

Thanks to the economic and political development of
France since 1789, Paris has been placed for the last fifty years
in such a position that no revolution- could break out there
without assuming a proletarian character, that is to say,
without the proletariat, which had bought victory with its
blood, coming forward with its own demands after the victory.
These demands were more or less unclear and even confused,
corresponding to the state of development reached by the
workers of Paris at the particular period, but in the last
resort they all amounted to the abolition of the class antag-
onism between capitalists and wotkers. It is true that no
one knew how this was to be brought about. But the demand
itself, however indefinitely it still was couched, contained a
threat to the existing order of society; the workers who put
it forward were still armed; therefore, the disarming of
the workets was the first commandment for the bourgeois,
who were at the helm of the state. Hence, after every
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revolution won by the workers, a new struggle, ending with
the defeat of the workers. -

This happened for the first time in 1848. The liberal
bourgeois of the parliamentary opposition held banquets
for securing a reform of the franchise, which was to ensure
supremacy for their party. Forced more and more, in their
struggle with the government, to appeal to the people, they
had gradually to yield precedence to the radical and republi-
can strata of the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie. But behind
these stood the revolutionary workers, and ‘since 1830 they
had acquired far more political independence than the bour-
geois, and even the republicans, suspected. At the moment
of the crisis between the government and the opposition, the
workers began street-fighting; Louis Philippe vanished, and
with him the franchise reform; and in its place arose the
republic, and indeed one which the victorious workets them-
selves designated as a “social” republic. No one, however,
was clear as to what this social republic was to imply; not
even the workers themselves. But they now had arms and
were a power in the state. Therefore, as soon as the bour-
geois republicans in control felt something like firm ground
under their feet, their first aim was to disarm the workers.
This took place by driving them into the insurrection of June
1848 by direct breach of faith, by open defiance and the
attempt to banish the unemployed to a distant province.
The government had taken care to have an overwhelming
superiority of force. After five days’ heroic struggle, the
workers were defeated. And then followed a blood-bath
among the defenceless prisoners, the like of which has not
been seen since the days of the civil wars which ushered in
the downfall of the Roman republic. It was the first time
that the bourgeoisiec showed to what insane cruelties of
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revenge it will be goaded the moment the proletariat dares
to take its stand against the bourgeoisie as a separate class,
with its own interests and demands. And yet 1848 was only
child’s play compared with the frenzy of the bourgeoisie in
1871, '

Punishment followed hard at heel. If the proletariat was
not yet able to rule France, the bourgeoisie could no longer
do so. At least not at that period, when the greater part of
it was still monarchically inclined, and it was divided into
three dynastic parties® and a fourth, republican party. Its
internal dissensions allowed the adventurer Louis Bonaparte
to take possession of all the commanding points — army,
police, administrative machinety — and, on December 2, 1851,”
to explode the last stronghold of the boutgeoisie, the National
Assembly. The Second Empire® began — the exploitation of
France by a gang of political and financial adventurers, but
at the same time also an industrial development such as had
never been possible under the narrow-minded and timorous
system of Louis Philippe, with the exclusive domination of
only a small section of the big bourgeoisie. Louis Bonaparte
took the political power from the capitalists under the pretext
of protecting them, the bourgeois, from the workers, and on
the other hand the wortkers from them; but in return his rule
encouraged speculation and industrial activity — in a word,
the upsurgence and enrichment of the whole bourgeoisie to
an extent hitherto unknown. To an even greater extent, it
is true, corruption and mass thievery developed, clustering
around the imperial court, and drawing their heavy percent-
ages from this enrichment.

But the Second Empire was the appeal to French chauvin-
ism, was the demand for the restoration of the frontiers of
the First Empire, which had been lost in 1814, or at least
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those of the First Republic. A French empire within the
frontiers of the old monarchy and, in fact, within the even
mote amputated frontiers of 1815 — such a thing was impos-
sible for any length of time. Hence the necessity for occasional
wars and extensions of frontiers. But no extension of fron-
tiers was so dazzling to the imagination of the French chau-
vinists as the extension to the German left bank of the Rhine.
One square mile on the Rhine was more to them than ten in
the Alps or anywhere else. Given the Second Empire, the
demand for the restoration of the left bank of the Rhine,
either all at once ot piecemeal, was merely a question of
time. The time came with the Austro-Prussian War of 1866;°
cheated of the anticipated “territorial compensation” by Bis-
marck and by his own over-cunning, hesitant policy, there
was now nothing left for Napoleon but war, which broke
out in 1870 and drove him first to Sedan, and thence to
Wilhelmshohe. 1 -

The necessary consequence was the Paris Revolution of
September 4, 1870. The empite collapsed like a house of
cards, and the republic was again proclaimed. But the enemy
was standing at the gates; the armies of the empire were
either hopelessly encircled at Metz or held captive in Get-
many. In this emergency the people allowed the Paris depu-
ties to the former legislative body to constitute themselves
into a “Government of National Defence.” This was the
more readily conceded, since, for the purposes of defence, all
Parisians capable of bearing arms had enrolled in the Na-
tional Guard and were armed, so that now the workers con-
stituted a great majority. But very soon the antagonism
between the almost completely bourgeois government and the
armed proletariat broke into open conflict, On October 31,
workers’ battalions stormed the town hall and captured part
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of the membership of the government. Treachery, the govern-
ment’s direct breach of its undertakings, and the intervention
of some petty-bourgeois battalions set them free again, and
in order not to occasion the outbreak of civil war inside a
city besieged by a foreign military power, the former govern-
ment was left in office.

At last, on January 28, 1871, starved Paris capitulated. But
with honours unprecedented in the history of war. The forts
were surrendered, the city wall stripped of guns, the weapons
of the regiments of the line and of the Mobile Guard were
handed over, and they themselves considered prisoners of
war. But the National Guard kept its weapons and guns,
and only entered into an armistice with the victors. And
these did not dare efiter Paris in triumph. They only dared
to occupy a tiny corner of Paris, which, into the bargain,
consisted partly of public parks, and even this they only oc-
cupied for a few days! And during this time they, who had
maintained their encirclement of Paris for 131 days, were
themselves encircled by the armed workers of Paris, who
kept a shatp watch that no “Prussian” should overstep the
narrow bounds of the corner ceded to the foreign conqueror.
Such was the respect which the Paris workers inspired in
the army before which all the armies of the empite had laid
down their arms; and the Prussian junkers, who had come
to take revenge at the home of the revolution, were com-
pelled to stand by respectfully, and salute precisely this armed
revolution!

During the war the Paris wotkers had confined themselves
to demanding the vigorous prosecution of the fight, But now,
when peace had come after the capitulation of Paris,'! now
Thiers, the new supreme head of the government, was com-
pelled to realize that the rule of the propertied classes — big
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landowners and capitalists — was in constant danger so long
as the workers of Paris had arms in their hands. His first
action was an attempt to disarm them. On March 18, he
sent troops of the line with orders to rob the National Guard
of the artillery belonging to it, which had been constructed
during the siege of Paris and had been paid for by public
subscription. The attempt failed; Paris mobilized as one
man for resistance, and war between Paris and the French
government sitting at Versailles was declared. On March 26
the Paris Commune was elected and on March 28 it was pro-
claimed. The Central Committee of the National Guatd,
which up to then had carried on the government, handed in
its resignation to the Commune after it had first decreed the
abolition of the scandalous Paris “Morahty Police.” On
Mazrch 30 the Commune abolished conscription and the stand-
ing army, and declared the sole armed force to be the Na-
tional Guard, in which all citizens capable of bearing arms
were to be enrolled. It remitted all payments of rent for
dwelling houses from October 1870 until April, the amounts
already paid to be booked as future rent payments, and
stopped all sales of articles pledged in the municipal loan
office. On the same day the foreigners elected to the Com-
mune were confirmed in office, because “the flag of the Com-
mune is the flag of the World Republic.”? On April 1 it
was decided that the highest salary to be received by any
employee of the Commune, and therefore also by its members
themselves, was not to exceed 6,000 francs (4,800 marks).
On the following day the Commune decreed the separation
of the church from the state, and the abolition of all state
payments for religious purposes as well as the transforma-
tion of all chutch property into national propetty; as a result
of which, on April 8, the exclusion from the schools of all



religious symbols, pictures, dogmas, prayers — in a word, “of
all that belongs to the sphere of the individual’s conscience”
— was ordered and gradually put into effect.’® On the sth, in
reply to the shooting, day after day, of captured Commune
fighters by the Versailles troops, a decree was issued for the
imprisonment of hostages, but it was never carried into
-execution. On the 6th, the guillotine was brought out by
the 137th Battalion of the National Guard, and publicly burnt,
amid great popular rejoicing. On the 12th, the Commune de-
cided that the Victory Column on the Place Vendéme, which
had been cast from captured gtins by Napoleon after the war
of 1809, should be demolished as a symbol of chauvinism and
incitement to national hatred. This was carried out on
May 16. On April 16 it ordered a statistical tabulation of
factories which had been closed down by the manufacturers,
and the working out of plans for the operation of these facto-
ries by the workers formerly employed in them, who were to
be organized in co-operative societies, and also plans for the
organization of these co-operatives in one great union. On
the 20th it abolished night work for bakers, and also the
employment offices, which since the Second Empire had been
run as a monopoly by creatures appointed by the police —
labour exploiters of the first rank; these offices were trans-
ferred to the mayoralties of the twenty arrondissements of
Paris. On April 30 it ordered the closing of the pawnshops,
on the ground that they were a private exploitation of the
workers, and were in contradiction with the right of the
workers to their instruments of labour and to credit. On
May 5 it ordered the razing of the Chapel of Atonement,
which had been built in expiation of the execution of Louis
XVIL



Thus from March 18 onwards the class character of the
Paris movement, which had previously been pushed into the
background by the fight against the foreign invaders, emerged
sharply and clearly. As almost only workers, or recognized
representatives of the workers, sat in the Commune, its
decisions bore a decidedly proletarian character. Either
these decisions decreed reforms which the republican bour-
geoisie had failed to pass solely out of cowardice, but which
provided a necessary basis for the free activity of the working
class — such as the realization of the principle that in relation
to the state, religion is a purely private matter — or the Com-
mune promulgated decrees which were in the direct interest
of the working class and in part cut deeply into the old order
of society. In a beleaguered city, however, it was possible
to make at most a start in the realization of all this. And
from the beginning of May onwards all their energies were
taken up by the fight against the armies assembled by the
Versailles government in ever-growing numbers.

On April 7 the Versailles troops had captured the Seine
crossing at Neuilly, on the western front of Paris; on the
other hand, in an attack on the southern front on the 1rth
they were repulsed with heavy losses by General Eudes.
Paris was continually bombarded and, moreover, by the very
people who had stigmatized as a sacrilege the bombardment
of the same city by the Prussians. These same people now
begged the Prussian government for the hasty return of the
French soldiers taken prisoner at Sedan and Metz, in order
that they might recapture Paris for them. From the beginning
of May the gradual arrival of these troops gave the Versailles
forces a decided superiority. This alteady became evident
when, on April 23, Thiers broke off the negotiations for the
exchange, proposed by the Commune, of the Archbishop of
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Paris* and a whole number of other priests held as hostages
in Paris, for only one man, Blanqui, who had twice been
elected to the Commune but was a prisoner in Claitvaux.
And even more from the changed language of Thiers; pre-
viously procrastinating and equivocal, he now suddenly be-
came insolent, threatening, brutal. The Versailles forces took
the redoubt of Moulin-Saquet on the southern front, on May
3; on the oth, Fort Issy, which had been completely reduced
to tuins by gunfire; on the 14th, Fort Vanves. On the west-
ern front they advanced gradually, capturing the numerous
villages and buildings which extended up to the city .wall,
until they reached the main defences; on the 21st, thanks to
treachery and the carelessness of the National Guards sta-
tioned there, they succeeded in forcing their way into the city.
The Prussians, who held the northern and eastern forts, al-
lowed the Versailles troops to advance across the land north
of the city, which was forbidden ground to them under
the armistice, and thus to march forward, attacking on a
wide front, which the Parisians naturally thought covered by
the armistice, and therefore held only weakly. As a result of
this, only a weak resistance was put up in the western half
of Paris, in the luxury city proper; it gtew stronger and more
tenacious the nearer the incoming troops approached the
eastern half, the working-class city ptoper. It was only after
eight days’ fighting that the last defenders of the Commune
succumbed on the heights of Belleville and Ménilmontant;
and then the massacre of defenceless men, women and
children, which had been raging all through the week on an
increasing scale, reached its zenith. The breechloaders could
no longer kill fast enough; the vanquished were shot down in

* Georges Darboy.
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