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Foreword

When my biography of Karl Marx was published, in 1999,
some academic critics complained that the book was rather
“journalistic’—one of the most damning insults in the univer-
sity lexicon, even in an age when many dons are happy to dash
off a thousand words on the cultural significance of Madonna’s
new hairstyle. I had no defense against the charge: I am a
journalist. If this is a crime, however, then Marx himself was
guilty of it.

For freelance intellectuals who might otherwise spend all day
closeted away in libraries, writing for newspapers is a useful
discipline. It forces them to engage with the here and now, to
test their theories against reality, to apply their understanding
of history to the specific events of the day, and to write with a
clarity that will reach into the minds of the general public. It
can also provide the satisfaction of achieving immediate results:
there are few greater pleasures than publishing an article that
sparks off a controversy, or infuriates the high and mighty.

All of which is a pretty fair summary of what drew Marx to
journalism in the first place, when as a young man in the early
1840s he started writing for the German press. As a student he
had envisaged some sort of academic career for himself, but
after leaving Berlin University his thoughts shifted from ideal-
ism to materialism, from the abstract to the actual. He had
come to despise the nebulous, sentimental arguments of those
German liberals who thought freedom was best honored in the
starry firmament of the imagination instead of on the solid
ground of reality. “Since every true philosophy is the intellectual
quintessence of its time,” he wrote in 1842, “the time must come




X FOREWORD

when philosophy not only internally by its content, but also
externally through its form, comes into contact and interaction
with the real world of its day.”” His new direction would require
an exhausting, and exhaustive, course of self-education, but
that was no discouragement to such an insatiable autodidact.

Marx produced his first article in February 1842 and sent it
to a newspaper in Dresden, the Deutsche Jabrbiicher. It was a
brilliant polemic against the latest censorship instructions
issued by King Friedrich Wilhelm IV—and, with glorious if
unintended irony, the censor promptly banned it. The news-
paper itself was closed down shortly afterward by order of the
Federal Parliament. Marx then tried his luck at the Rbeinische
Zeitung in Cologne.

It was immediately clear that he had qualities which are
essential to all great journalists: a determination to speak truth
to power, and absolute fearlessness even when writing about
people whose friendship or support one might need. For proof,
look at his first article for the Rbeinische Zeitung—published in
May 1842—which reported on the Rhine Provincial Assembly’s
debates about freedom of the press. Naturally Marx criticized
the oppressive intolerance of Prussian absolutism and its lick-
spittles: this was brave enough, if unsurprising. But then, with
an exasperated cry of “God save me from my friends!”, he
turned his blowtorch on the feeblemindedness of the liberal
opposition. At least the enemies of press freedom were driven
by a pathological emotion that lent feeling and conviction to
their arguments: “the defenders of the press in this assembly
have on the whole no real relation to what they are defending.
They have never come to know freedom of the press as a vital
need. For them, it is a matter of the head, in which the heart
plays no part.””? Quoting Goethe, who had said that a painter
can only succeed in depicting a type of beauty which he has
loved in a real human being, Marx suggested that freedom of
the press also has its beauty, which one must have loved in
order to defend it. Yet the so-called liberals appeared to lead
complete and fulfilled lives even while the press was in fetters.

Neither did Marx expect, even after taking over the editor-
ship of the Cologne paper in October 1842, to offer any special
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harbor to his left-wing comrades. He had no time for their
stunts and tricks, warning his contributors that “I regard it as
inappropriate, indeed even immoral, to smuggle communist
and socialist doctrines, hence a new world outlook, into inci-
dental theatre criticisms, etc. I demand a quite different and
more thorough discussion of communism, if it should be
discussed at all.”?

Marx’s own ability to discuss communism was slightly ham-
pered by the fact that he knew nothing about it. His years of
study had taught him plenty of philosophy, theology and law,
but in politics and economics he was a novice. This is why
his newspaper experience is so important to his intellectual
development, and why it deserves far more attention than most
writers have allowed. There are countless books about Karl
Marx as an historian, an economist, a philosopher, a revo-
lutionist or a sociologist, and even one or two about him as
a mathematician, but hardly any devoted specifically to his
journalism.

Marx admitted many years later that “as editor of the
Rbeinische Zeitung, 1 experienced for the first time the embar-
rassment of having to take part in a discussion on so-called
material interests.”* I know what he meant. When I graduated
from university at the age of twenty-one, I wangled myself a
job as a reporter on the New Statesman, which was the best
crash course imaginable on learning about “material inter-
ests”’—and not merely because the pay was so bad. I rushed off
to cover strikes and lockouts, I visited Asian families in the East
End of London who endured racist attacks almost daily, and I
headed off to Scotland to interview feudal grandees who were
persecuting local poachers so they could rent out their river-
banks to rich German tourists at £1,000 a week.

Marx’s own crash course began similarly, with a long article
about the new law dealing with thefts of wood from private
forests. By ancient custom, peasants had been allowed to gather
fallen branches for fuel, but now anyone who picked up the
merest twig could expect a prison sentence. Even more outrage-
ously, the offender would have to pay the forest owners the
value of the wood, to be assessed by the owners themselves.
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Reporting on this legalized larceny by rich landowners forced
Marx to think deeply and concretely, perhaps for the first time,
about questions of class, private property and the State. It also
allowed him to exercise his talent for demolishing a thoughtless
argument with its own logic. Quoting a comment by one of
the aristocratic half-wits in the Provincial Assembly—“It is
precisely because the pilfering of wood is not regarded as theft
that it occurs so often”—he let rip with a characteristic reductio
ad absurdum: “By analogy with this, the legislator would have
to draw the conclusion: it is because a box on the ear is not
regarded as murder that it has become so frequent. It should
be decreed therefore that a box on the ear is murder.””

This was dangerous sarcasm for a journalist whose every
word was closely scrutinized by the censors. By January 1843
the authorities had had enough, and ordered the newspaper to
close down altogether at the end of March. Marx was never
quite sure why his paper had been suppressed, since no official
explanation was given. Little did he realize—though he might
have been gratified to hear it—that the man behind the ban
was no less a figure than Czar Nicholas I of Russia, who had
taken offense at a piece in the Rbeinische Zeitung and asked
the Prussian King to do something about it. By the age of
twenty-four, in other words, Karl Marx was already wielding a
journalistic pen that could terrify the crowned heads of Europe.

Marx the historian grew out of Marx the journalist, but he
would not have been a great political journalist if he didn’t
already have a sense of history. Newspaper writers who lack
this sense are incapable of distinguishing between a genuinely
significant event and a mere passing frenzy that will be forgotten
within a week. In the words of the twentieth-century Marxist
Isaac Deutscher, himself a successful journalist, “Awareness of
historical perspective seems to me to provide the best antidote
to excessive pessimism as well as extravagant optimism over
the great problems of our time.””

Marx’s images and historical parallels are not simply dashes
of journalistic Tabasco, adding pungency to the stew. They are
intended to accelerate thought, to suggest new interpretations.
“There is something in human history like retribution,” he
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wrote (see this volume, p. 234) of the violent insurrection in
1857 by Sepoys, the native soldiers in the Anglo-Indian army,
“and it is a rule of historical retribution that its instrument be
forged not by the offended, but by the offender himself. The
first blow dealt to the French monarchy proceeded from the
nobility, not from the peasants. The Indian revolt does not
commence with the Ryots, tortured, dishonored and stripped
naked by the British, but with the Sepoys, clad, fed, petted,
fatted and pampered by them.” Or, to put it another way,
political Frankensteins are usually destroyed by monsters of
their own creation—as true now as it was then.

In a lecture a few years ago, after noting that many of today’s
columnists issue book-length collections of their work, I con-
cluded with this appeal: “Is it too much to hope that some
enlightened publisher might now do the same for Karl Marx?”
Because of the Communist Manifesto, Capital and other
masterpieces, the importance of his newspaper work has for
too long been undervalued. Now, thanks to Jim Ledbetter,
readers can judge it for themselves. My own verdict? Even if he
had done nothing else, Marx would deserve to be remembered
as one of the great nineteenth-century journalists.

Francis Wheen

NOTES

1.  Rbeinische Zeitung, July 14, 1842, translated in Karl Marx,
Frederick Engels, Collected Works (London: Lawrence & Wish-
art, hereafter MECW), vol. I (1975), p. 195.

2. Rbeinische Zeitung, May 19, 1842, translated in MECW, vol. 1

(1975), p- 172.

Karl Marx to Arnold Ruge, November 30, 1842.

4. Karl Marx, A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy
(1859), translated in The Portable Karl Marx (New York: Pen-
guin, 1983}, p. 158.

5. Rbeinische Zeitung, October 25, 1842, translated in MECW,
vol. I (1975), p. 225.

6. Isaac Deutscher, Heretics and Renegades (London: Hamish
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Chronology

1818 Born in Trier, German Rhineland, on May 5.

1835 Enrolled at the University of Bonn to study law.

1836 Transferred to Friedrich-Wilhelm University in Berlin and
studied philosophy.

1842 First publication in the Rheinische Zeitung. Met Friedrich
Engels briefly in the newspaper’s office.

1843 Married Jenny von Westphalen. Emigrated to Paris. Pub-
lished On the Jewish Question.

1844 Met Engels again in Paris, this time for ten days. Daughter
Jenny born.

1845 Wrote a monograph on philosophy later published as
Theses on Feurbach. Daughter Laura born.

1845-6 With Engels, began collaboration on philosophical and
economic writings which would later be collected and pub-
lished as The German Ideology.

1846 Son Edgar born.

1847 Published The Poverty of Philosophy, an attack on the
French socialist Proudhon.

1848 As revolutions swept across Europe, published Manifesto
of the Communist Party with Engels.

1848-9 Moved to Cologne to edit the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung. Prussian authorities arrested the newspaper’s staff
and recommended that Marx be deported.

1850 With his family, moved to London, where they remained
for the rest of his life. In November, his son Heinrich Guido
died at the age of one.

1852 Began his collaboration with the New York Tribune,
aided by Engels, who wrote an initial series of articles on
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the state of German politics. Publication of The Eighteenth
Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte.

1853 Outbreak of the Crimean War, which Marx and Engels
covered regularly for the Tribune.

1855 Daughter Eleanor born.

1856-7 The Tribune fell on hard times and, for some months,
published few of Marx’s articles. The Indian Army rebellion
broke out, and the “Arrow Incident” sparked the second

-Opium War, events which provided Marx with renewed
inspiration.

1859 Published A Contribution to the Critique of Political
Economy.

1862 Published his final article for the New York Tribune.

1864 Founding of the International Workingmen’s Association,
the First International. Marx elected to the body’s General
Council.

1867 Published Capital.

1871 A clash between troops and the French National Guard
led to the founding of the socialist Paris Commune; Marx
wrote an address to the Commune that was published as The
Civil War in France. He clashed with Michael Bakunin over
leadership and direction of the International.

1872 Published The Fictitious Splits in the International. The
International voted to relocate the General Council to New
York. Marx’s daughter Jenny married.

1881 Wife died on December 2.

1883 Marx died at his London home on March 4.

1893 Publication of second volume of Capital.

1894 Publication of third volume of Capital.




Introduction

In 1848, the American newspaper editor Charles A. Dana was
visiting Cologne for the first time. Dana had only recently
joined the staff of the New York Tribune, which dispatched him
abroad for eight months to cover the effects of the revolutions
sweeping through Europe that year. On that trip, Dana, a
twenty-nine-year-old literary utopian who spoke fluent Ger-
man, met a radical poet named Ferdinand Freiligrath who in
turn introduced him to Karl Marx. Barely thirty, Marx was
already a formidable figure in German philosophy. Moreover,
with the publication earlier that year of The Manifesto of the
Communist Party, Marx, along with his writing partner and
great friend Friedrich Engels, had become the principal propa-
gandist for European socialism. Although there is no record of
the men’s meeting, it’s clear that Marx made an impression on
Dana because three years later, Dana wrote to him to ask that
he produce a series of articles for the Tribune on the changes
that had taken place in Germany since the tumultuous events
of 1848. The Tribune had been founded by Horace Greeley in
1841 as a crusading organ of progressive causes, albeit with a
distinctly American and Christian flavor; one contemporary
writer described the paper’s political stance as “Anti-Slavery,
Anti-War, Anti-Rum, Anti-Tobacco, Anti-Seduction, Anti-
Grogshops, Anti-Brothels, Anti-Gambling Houses”.! The Tri-
bune had been profitable from its first year and was feeling
flush enough to engage a team of foreign correspondents to
give it a substantive leg up on more sensationalist rivals like the
Herald and Sun. Marx, tempted both by the wide reach of the
Tribune—during the period when he wrote for it, the paper had
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more than 200,000 readers, making it the largest newspaper in
the world at the time-—and the prospect of steady income,
agreed-——and then immediately asked Engels to write the pieces
for him.

That peculiar set of circumstances inaugurated a decade-long
relationship between Marx and a progressive American news-
paper that would represent the closest thing he ever had to a
steady job. Of course, Marx had a journalistic career outside
the Tribune; he had been writing for German newspapers since
1842, and in 1848 he had founded the radical Cologne daily
the Neue Rbeinische Zeitung. Throughout his adult life he
contributed articles to a variety of papers in both German
and English, including the British Chartist organ The People’s
Paper, Die Presse and the Neue Oder Zeitung. But the Tribune
was by far the largest publisher of Marx’s (and, to a lesser
extent, Engels’s) work: in all, the paper published 487 articles,
of which Marx alone wrote 3 50, Engels wrote 12 5, and together
they wrote 12. The sheer volume of the work is remarkable:
the Tribune articles together take up nearly seven volumes
of the fifty-volume collected works of Marx and Engels—more
than Capital, more than any work published by Marx, alive or
posthumously, in book form. While Marx has been remem-
bered as a philosopher, economist and political theorist, the
historical record suggests that we should at least attempt to
understand him as a journalist.

Why, then, are Marx’s journalistic writings so little read
today? Not so long ago, his role as a newspaperman was widely
enough understood that US President John F. Kennedy, of all
people, felt comfortable joking about it. “You may remember,”
Kennedy once told a group of newspaper publishers,

that in 1851 the New York Herald [sic] Tribune under the spon-
sorship and publishing of Horace Greeley, employed as its
London correspondent an obscure journalist by the name of Karl
Marx. We are told that foreign correspondent Marx, stone broke,
and with a family ill and undernourished, constantly appealed to
Greeley and managing editor Charles Dana for an increase in his
munificent salary of $5 per installment, a salary which he and
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Engels ungratefully labeled as the “lousiest petty bourgeois cheat-
ing.” But when all his financial appeals were refused, Marx
looked around for other means of livelihood and fame, eventually
terminating his relationship with the Tribune and devoting his
talents full time to the cause that would bequeath the world the
seeds of Leninism, Stalinism, revolution and the cold war. If
only this capitalistic New York newspaper had treated him more
kindly; if only Marx had remained a foreign correspondent,
history might have been different.

It is impossible to imagine a contemporary American presi-
dent making such an allusion; even among some who know
Marx well, his journalism remains largely unknown.

The relative obscurity of Marx’s journalistic work is not due
to any lapse in quality. As a quick glance at the essays in this
volume will demonstrate, his rhetorical skills were at an all-time
high during the period when he was writing for the Tribune. It
is certainly true that the form of his articles does not correspond
to modern notions of journalistic protocol: there is no first-hand
reporting from the scene; there is a surfeit of historical observa-
tion; there is nothing approaching “objectivity”. But in these
respects, Marx’s journalism varied from that of his contempor-
aries only by degree. The chief difference between his dispatches
and traditional journalism, then and now, is his utter disdain
for the use of high-placed sources. Marx was not a confidant
of diplomats and mandarins, flitting from one society event to
another: he was a serious scholar, poring through dusty records
and foreign newspapers in the reading room of the British
Museum. But one need only look at the ways in which officials
led the press astray, then and now, to recognize Marx’s indepen-
dence from them as a strength, not a weakness. As the late
American journalist Murray Kempton observed in a wonderful
essay on Marx’s journalism, “Of all the illusions one brought
to journalism, the one most useful to lose is the illusion of
access to sources . . . Persons privy to events either do not know
what is important about them or, when they do, generally lie
... Marx had neither the temptation nor the opportunity of
access.”
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One reason that Marx’s Tribune contributions are not better
known is that Marx himself often denigrated the work. The
historical record is sprinkled with hints that he disliked—
indeed greatly resented—the journalistic work he did for the
Tribune, seeing in it the very capitalist exploitation that he
made his lifework to destroy. “It’s truly nauseating,” he wrote
to Engels in 1857, “that one should be condemned to count it
a blessing when taken aboard by a blotting-paper vendor such
as this. To crush up bones, grind them and make them into
soup like paupers in the workhouse—that is what the political
work to which one is condemned in such large measure in a
concern like this boils down to.” Part of his objection was to
the Tribune and its editing. By modern newspaper standards,
his work was edited fairly lightly, yet he took great umbrage at
every word change. More frustrating was the arbitrary use
the Tribune made of his contributions: the articles might be
published as articles under his byline, or as unsigned editorials,
or not at all. “Of late the Tribune has again been appropriating
all my articles as leaders and putting my name to nothing but
rubbish,” he wrote to Engels in 1854.* Sometimes the editors
would insert explanatory remarks at the beginning of his
articles, sometimes they would not. And, not surprisingly, Marx
had numerous political disagreements with the Tribune’s edi-
torial positions, on topics ranging from pan-Slavism to the
dispatches of lesser intellects the paper employed in India.

For their part, the editors of the Tribune appear to have had
similarly ambivalent feelings toward Marx’s work. The paper
was a prominent organ for those who opposed slavery in
America, and it certainly dabbled in the squishy socialism popu-
lar at the time. The paper campaigned for workers to organize
and was run to some degree like a cooperative, and there were
staff members sympathetic to the utopian views of Charles
Fourier. But Marx’s commitment to revolutionary socialism,
and the overall Germanic tone of his prose—even in English—
kept his American editors at a distance. Introducing one of his
essays, they felt compelled to disclaim “Mr Marx has very
decided opinions of his own, with some of which we are far
from agreeing,” before conceding that “those who do not read
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his letters neglect one of the most instructive sources of infor-
mation on the greatest questions of current European politics.””
Moreover, the paper, despite its early success, was subject to
fluctuations both political and economic; the financial panic of
1857 (which Marx documented well in his columns) hit the
Tribune hard—both advertising and circulation dipped, and
one of its principal financial backers went into bankruptcy.
This crisis was directly responsible for a reduction in both
Marx’s contributions and his pay, and while the Tribune’s
fortunes recovered, the outbreak of civil war in the United
States led the paper in 18671 to dismiss all of its foreign contribu-
tors except Marx. By March 1862, Dana was writing to tell
him to stop sending articles altogether.

Perhaps most galling to Marx was a sense that the constant
demands of newspaper work in the 1850s diverted his focus
from the masterwork on economics that was eventually to be
published as Capital. In the introduction to A Contribution to
the Critique of Political Economy, the 18 59 book that functions
as a curtain-raiser to Capital, Marx is downright apologetic to
his readers, decrying “the imperative necessity of earning my
living, which reduced the time at my disposal.” He continues:

My collaboration, continued now for eight years, with the New
York Tribune, the leading Anglo-American newspaper, necessi-
tated an excessive fragmentation of my studies . .. Since a con-
siderable part of my contributions consisted of articles dealing
with important economic events in Britain and on the Continent, I
was compelled to become conversant with practical detail which,
strictly speaking, lie outside the sphere of political economy.®

Such statements, however, do not provide a complete view
of the relationship between Marx and the Tribune, or between
Marx and his journalism. For starters, he was a notorious,
world-class procrastinator; he was fully capable of finding
reasons to delay working on his masterwork without needing
the excuse of regular newspaper commitments. Indeed, in 1857,
when the Tribune began publishing fewer of his articles, he com-
plained that he didn’t have enough to do. But, more significantly,
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he took frequent and conspicuous pride in the pieces he pub-
lished in the Tribune; like most journalists, he was pleased when
his published work received notice. In 18 57, he wrote a scathing
critique of Britain’s 1844 Bank Act, and the economic conse-
quences of bank failures in Britain (see this volume, page 192).
Marx predicted that the Bank would have to be suspended, a
prophecy which the New York Times labeled “simply absurd”.
Sure enough, the Bank was suspended and Marx wrote a letter
~to Engels boasting of his “gratifying” scoop.” Marx was also
very conscious that the Tribune dispatches gave him a high
political profile in the United States, which he was loathe to
lose. When he hit the slump in 1857, he complained bitterly
that “the curs have succeeded in eclipsing the name I was
making for myself among the Yankees and which would have
enabled me to find another paper, or to hold over their heads
the threat of transferring to another.”® And when it suited
his purpose, he was eager to take advantage of the Tribune’s
international prestige. In 1859, when he began a massive pub-
lishing and legal feud with a German scientist and naturalist
named Karl Vogt, Marx was all too happy to solicit—and
receive—a character reference from Dana, who called him “not
only one of the most highly valued, but one of the best paid
contributors attached to the [Tribune].””®

But perhaps the greatest mystery about the relative obscurity
of Marx’s journalistic work today is that there is considerable
and important overlap between it and the more “serious” work,
which is still studied. In some instances, the connection is direct
to the point of being obvious. Marx’s 1853 column “The
Duchess of Sutherland and Slavery” (see this volume, page 113),
is a masterpiece of polemic and research, attacking elements of
the British aristocracy for their hypocritical attitudes toward
slavery in America. Upon its publication it caused a stir to
which Marx gleefully alludes in the “Primary Accumulation”
section of Capital.'® In other instances, his journalistic writing
functioned as a kind of first draft for his more advanced opus.
The only real difference, for example, between Marx’s Tribune
columns on the abusive working conditions in British factories
(see this volume, pages 163, 189) and the very similar descrip-
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tions that were published later in “The Working Day” section
of Capital is the particular year of the official reports on which
both were based.

That Marx should have used and reused basic research
material is hardly surprising. As Roman Rosdolsky, one of the
closest readers of his writing, has noted, Marx’s journalism
“did prove useful to him later: We need only refer to his numer-
ous articles on economic conditions, on questions of trade
policy, on the English working class movement and strikes.
Moreover, his reporting on Irish and Scottish agrarian con-
ditions, and on English policy in India, proved to be extremely
useful in this respect”. Samples of each are accordingly included
in this volume, because, as Rosdolsky modestly suggests, ““It
would certainly be rewarding to make a closer comparison of
the topics in economic history which Marx dealt with on the
one hand in the New York Tribune, and on the other in
Capital ™!

That challenge was taken up in part by the Italian theorist
Sergio Bologna, who sees “a basic continuity between [Marx’s
Tribune] articles and his earlier writings on the laws governing
the behaviour of the working class in the 1848 revolution (The
Class Struggles in France)”. In Bologna’s view, Marx’s need for
timely, detailed information with which to persuade his Tribune
readers both strengthened and broadened his theoretical under-
standing of capitalism and its crises: “Throughout this period
we find him constantly writing to his friend Engels in Man-
chester, obsessively seeking reports on how the crisis was being
experienced and understood in the cotton districts and in entre-
prencurial and commercial circles; this is already the Marx
of the first volume of Capital.” Bologna attaches particular
importance to a series (see this volume, page 171) Marx wrote
on the establishment of the politically charged, economically
unstable Crédit Mobilier bank in France, seeing in it a vital
shift from analyses of the working class to analysis of credit
and money."

Of course, you don’t have to be a specialist in Marxist econ-
omic theory to find these journalistic essays interesting. Regard-
less of what one thinks of Marx’s politics, the sheer range of
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topics on which he wrote authoritatively is breathtaking. Over
the course of eleven years, Marx (sometimes with Engels’s help)
managed to tackle several British elections; the onset and con-
duct of the Crimean War; revolutionary uprisings in Spain, Italy
and Greece; Britain’s imperial role in India and its fallout;
analyses of the clandestine diplomatic cunning of Louis Napo-
leon and the Russian Czar; critical examinations of the largest
economies of his time (Britain, France and others); the role of

* China in world trade; the role of the slave trade in the conflict

between the northern and southern United States; and still other
topics. Moreover, because these articles are relatively short and
were written for a wide audience, they can, unlike most of
Marx’s longer works, be digested today by those with only a
modest familiarity with Marxist economics.

There are certainly some who would argue that the collapse
of nearly every significant political party professing to rule in
Marx’s name means that his writing on most topics is now
irrelevant. After all, everyone today accepts the tenets of free
markets and capitalism, right? What’s remarkable about such
attempts to close the subject is that they were precisely the
pillars of conventional wisdom when Marx was writing, too.
Indeed, the most consistent theme in the essays in this volume
is to erect some kind of barrier against the crashing wave of
free-trade ideology that had swept across the developed world
in the first half of the nineteenth century. Marx had been born
into one of the great periods of economic liberalism on a global
scale (although periodic wars in the late eighteenth and nine-
teenth centuries often caused individual nations to revert to
earlier protectionist measures). As Adam Smith’s works were
being translated and distributed abroad, free trade-ism was
sweeping across the Continent. The Anti-Corn Law League was
founded in Manchester in the late 1830s with the explicit aim
of liberalizing the trade and price of one of Britain’s most
important commodities; the Corn Laws were repealed in 1846,
perhaps the high-water mark of free-trade ideology at the time.
According to its many adherents, free trade meant that tariffs
would come down, that trade would flourish, and thus that the
secret to widespread prosperity had been unlocked.
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That was—and to some extent still is—the official view of
history, but it was not the world that Marx saw. He saw a
political system dominated by hypocrisy and illegitimate power.
He saw, perhaps more clearly than anyone else of his time,
that increasing wealth did not eliminate poverty and human
suffering even in the world’s most prosperous countries, and
indeed appeared to make the problems worse. He saw Britain—
ostensibly one of the world’s most democratic countries—twist
and conceal the diplomatic record in order to launch disastrous
wars abroad, both in the Crimea and in China. He saw auto-
cratic powers in France and Austria manipulate the fragile
workings of democracy in order to preserve their own power
and enrich their cronies. And, perhaps most of all, he saw that
the prosperity of the West depended in no small part on the
enforced trade of opium, and the increased trade in slavery—
and that Western powers were all too willing to engage in lethal
force to protect those trades.

Although the events they describe are long over, Marx’s
articles remain achingly relevant in a world of outsourcing,
trade disputes between the West and China, wars over access
to oil and even water, and campaigns to “make poverty his-
tory”. For all the supposed consensus about the triumph of free
trade, it is remarkable how little consensual understanding of
economics has advanced since Marx’s era. We are told that we
are living through an era of globalization, and of course the
evidence is all around us: Thomas Friedman has made the point
acutely by tracing the origins of every element of his laptop.
Yet implicit in the First-World understanding of globalization
1s the notion that increasing trade and other forms of commerce
will benefit all world players equally. Over and over again,
statistical evidence shows this to be untrue——just as it was when
Marx was writing. Indeed, there is a compelling case to be made
that both poverty in an absolute sense and inequality have
increased in the face of globalization. According to United
Nations figures, the average African household consumed 20 per
cent less at the end of the twentieth century than it did a quarter
century earlier. Falling commodity prices—a direct result of
enforced free trade—and billions of dollars in protectionism
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from First-World countries—an example of the limits of
Western commitment to genuine free trade—mean that farmers
in Africa and Latin America must increase production every
year just to make the same amount of money—a treadmill
Marx would have recognized all too well.

The specific issues of course change: While Marx was con-
cerned with gunboat diplomacy which forced Indians to grow
opium, today’s Western protectionists rail against jobs being
* outsourced to Mumbai. While Marx wrote acidly of poverty in
Britain, his successors aim to make poverty history in the Third
World. And yet the dynamics are very much the same. In the
developed West, countries which were staunch protectionists
in the nineteenth century are selective free-traders today, while
recent elections in Venezuela (1998), Brazil (2003) and Bolivia
(2005) demonstrated that even where free trade takes hold in
less-developed nations, it will not stay long if it does not provide
the very benefits which Marx’s nemeses confidently promised
back in the early 1800s. The secrets to uniform, universal econ-
omic growth remain elusive even to the wisest economists and
policymakers, and the persistence of global inequality means
that there are always hundreds of millions of humans convinced
that a better economic order must be possible. And that’s why
the concrete reports that Marx filed for daily newspapers retain
such relevance: unlike the more developed theories of, say,
Capital, these dispatches retain a fresh sense of a writer strug-
gling on deadline to understand the dynamics of politics and
the economy; of outrage at war, poverty and brutality; and,
occasionally, of hope for revolutionary energy. We are not so
different today.
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A Note on the Text

The articles in this volume have been chosen and arranged
by theme; they are broadly representative but of course not
comprehensive. (Those wishing to see the complete articles
may consult Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works,
published in fifty volumes since 1975 by Lawrence & Wishart
in London.) I used several criteria for the selection. One is that
these essays were, according to the best available scholarship,
written entirely by Marx himself, as opposed to having been
written by or with Engels. Secondly, I have tried to include
essays which are of clear historical interest—such as those
concerning the Indian revolt in 18 §7—or essays with particular
relevance to today’s global economic and political issues—such
as those pertaining to trade in China. Finally, I have endeavored
to include essays which either reflect theses Marx developed in
his book-length works or which demonstrate his penetrating
prose style.

Some of this material has been previously collected in book
form, almost always organized around a single theme. For
example, at the very end of the nineteenth century, Marx’s
daughter, the author and translator Eleanor Marx Aveling,
edited a volume of his early Tribune essays under the title
Revolution and Counter-Revolution, or Germany in 1848:
Articles Reprinted from the “New York Tribune”, acknowledg-
ing, of course, that Engels in fact wrote much of that material.
In 1951, Lawrence & Wishart, which was affiliated with the
British Communist Party, produced Marx on China, 1853~
1860: Articles from the New York Daily Tribune. In 1971,
International Publishers issued On Colonialism, which was
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largely based on Tribune articles. Perhaps the only attempt to
look broadly at them was a 1966 New American Library vol-
ume, The American Journalism of Marx ¢ Engels, A Selection
from the New York Daily Tribune, edited by Henry Christman
and with a first-rate introduction by Charles Blitzer. But while
the present volume overlaps to some degree with all of these,
this selection, and the attendant research, are my own.

To standardize the text, a few minor alterations have been
made. Due to the fact that Marx’s dispatches were delivered by
ship, there was generally a ten-to-fifteen-day gap-—sometimes
longer—between a submission and its publication. For sim-
plicity’s sake, the article dates in this volume reflect those on
which the essays were first published by the Tribune (whether
in its daily, weekly or semi-weekly edition) rather than the dates
when they were written. One essay, “The North American Civil
War,” was published in Die Presse; it is included here because
it is the fullest expression of Marx’s view on the subject. All
spellings have been adapted to current American usage. Most
of the articles are reproduced in their entirety; in some cases,
Marx may have treated more than one topic in a column, and
I have reproduced only the portion relevant to the section of
this volume in which it has been placed. In still other cases,
editorial cuts have been made for clarity and brevity. An ellipsis
in square brackets indicates where I have made a cut; any other
ellipses are in the original essays.

As noted above, the editors of the Tribune were inconsistent
about how Marx’s dispatches were reproduced in the paper.
Perhaps more vexing is the question of titles. At times, the
Tribune would give Marx’s pieces titles by putting headlines
on them; at other times, the pieces would run without titles. In
subsequent collections, article titles were assigned by others.
For consistency’s sake, I have reproduced the titles used in Karl
Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works. In instances where a
title was assigned by that collection’s editors, it appears here in
square brackets; where the title is that used by Tribune editors,
it appears without them.



CHINA

With the possible exception of human slavery, no topic raised
Marx’s ire as profoundly as the opium trade with China. It is
difficult today to grasp the full degree to which opium dominated
Chinese society in the nineteenth century. The cost in human lives
was enormous, not only because tens of thousands of Chinese
were addicted to a drug that made normal life impossible, but
because by the time the century began, the British colonial and
mercantile classes were willing to spill substantial amounts of
blood in order to keep the narcotic flowing from India to China.
Chinese rulers attempted to ban it, to little avail: as late as 1870,
almost half of total imports to China consisted of opium.! As
with the modern drug trade, the demand and profit margins
were simply too high to keep opium out of the Chinese market.
Hence the so-called Opium Wars, the first from 1834 to 1843,
the second breaking out toward the end of 1856, during the
period when Marx was writing for the Tribune. The catalyst for
the second war was the “Arrow Incident,” in which Chinese
officials boarded a vessel suspected of smuggling and arrested
twelve Chinese citizens. The British government used this as a
pretext to attack Guangzhou and received military support from
the French, thus setting off a conflict that would last until 1860.
As can be seen from the articles in this section, Marx, like some
of his contemporaries, believed that the pretext for war was
flimsy and masked the more naked desires of the British to keep
its monopoly on the opium trade alive. To provide the fullest
context for his readers, in 1858 Marx produced a two-part
history of the opium trade, which is as thorough and as dam-
ning an indictment of imperialism as anything else he wrote.
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Of course, Marx’s fury over the opium trade did not arise
simply out of a moral objection to drugs; he believed that the
Chinese population was as enslaved economically as it was by
narcotics. It should be recalled that the dynamics of inter-
national trade were at the time little understood and, at least
in Marx’s London, most of those interested in the subject would
have subscribed to some variation of the theories of David
Ricardo—that is, to a belief that increasing China’s commerce
with the West would benefit both sides. Marx, examining the
figures fairly soberly, saw something different: the opium trade
was actually impeding the development of legitimate Chinese
commerce. This was not solely because the drug impoverished
its addicts, but because it corrupted customs officials, created
inefficiencies by making both smuggling and law enforcement
necessary, and-—most importantly—drained the nation of
much-needed cash. This created an incentive for the Chinese to
minimize non-opium imports and maximize exports to the
West. That trade imbalance, in turn, distorted Western markets
and made them more vulnerable to commercial crises; by 1859,
as Marx discusses in ‘“Trade with China,” British officials
who’d hoped that the opening of Chinese markets would enrich
the home market found themselves wondering if they had been
the ones smoking opium. The Chinese were rapidly expanding
exports, while resisting imports—a Chinese phenomenon about
which Western governments complain to this day. In the twen-
tieth century, economists and sociologists influenced by Marx
would develop elaborate theories of “underdevelopment” and
“dependency theory” to explain the recurring phenomenon of
poverty in Africa, Latin America and parts of Asia even in the
wake of technological advance and foreign investment. The
kernel of that later theory can be found in Marx’s essays on
China.

NOTE

1.  Michael Greenberg, British Trade and the Opening of China
{Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1951}, p. 127.




REVOLUTION IN CHINA AND IN EUROPE 3

Revolution in China and in Europe
Published June 14, 1853

A most profound yet fantastic speculator on the principles
which govern the movements of Humanity, was wont to extol
as one of the ruling secrets of nature, what he called the law of
the contact of extremes.! The homely proverb that “extremes
meet” was, in his view, a grand and potent truth in every sphere
of life; an axiom with which the philosopher could as little
dispense as the astronomer with the laws of Kepler or the great
discovery of Newton.

Whether the “contact of extremes” be such a universal prin-
ciple or not, a striking illustration of it may be seen in the
effect the Chinese revolution® seems likely to exercise upon
the civilized world. It may seem a very strange, and a very
paradoxical assertion that the next uprising of the people of
Europe, and their next movement for republican freedom and
economy of government, may depend more probably on what
is now passing in the Celestial Empire,—the very opposite of
Europe,—than on any other political cause that now exists,—
more even than on the menaces of Russia and the consequent
likelihood of a general European war. But yet it is no paradox,
as all may understand by attentively considering the circum-
stances of the case.

Whatever be the social causes, and whatever religious, dyn-
astic, or national shape they may assume, that have brought
about the chronic rebellions subsisting in China for about ten
years past, and now gathered together in one formidable revo-
lution, the occasion of this outbreak has unquestionably been
afforded by the English cannon forcing upon China that sopor-
ific drug called opium. Before the British arms the authority of
the Manchu dynasty fell to pieces; the superstitious faith in the
eternity of the Celestial Empire broke down; the barbarous and
hermetic isolation from the civilized world was infringed; and
an opening was made for that intercourse which has since
proceeded so rapidly under the golden attractions of California
and Australia. At the same time the silver coin of the Empire,

—
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its lifeblood, began to be drained away to the British East Indies.
Up to 1830, the balance of trade being continually in favor

i

!
i

of the Chinese, there existed an uninterrupted importation of '

silver from India, Britain and the United States into China.

Since 1833, and especially since 1840, the export of silver from

China to India has become almost exhausting for the Celestial

Empire. Hence the strong decrees of the Emperor against the |

opium trade, responded to by still stronger resistance to his

measures. Besides this immediate economical consequence, the -

bribery connected with opium smuggling has entirely demoral-
ized the Chinese State officers in the Southern provinces. Just
as the Emperor was wont to be considered the father of all
China, so his officers were looked upon as sustaining the

paternal relation to their respective districts. But this patriarchal !

authority, the only moral link embracing the vast machinery of
the State, has gradually been corroded by the corruption of
those officers, who have made great gains by conniving at

opium smuggling. This has occurred principally in the same
Southern provinces where the rebellion commenced. It is almost
needless to observe that, in the same measure in which opium |

has obtained the sovereignty over the Chinese, the Emperor
and his staff of pedantic mandarins have become dispossessed
of their own sovereignty. It would seem as though history had
first to make this whole people drunk before it could rouse
them out of their hereditary stupidity.

Though scarcely existing in former times, the import of Eng-
lish cottons, and to a small extent of English woollens, has
rapidly risen since 183 3, the epoch when the monopoly of trade
with China was transferred from the East India Company to
private commerce, and on a much greater scale since 1840, the
epoch when other nations, and especially our own, also ob-
tained a share in the Chinese trade. This introduction of foreign
manufactures has had a similar effect on the native industry to
that which it formerly had on Asia Minor, Persia and India. In
China the spinners and weavers have suffered greatly under this
foreign competition, and the community has become unsettled
in proportion.

The tribute to be paid to England after the unfortunate war
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of 1840, the great unproductive consumption of opium, the
drain of the precious metals by this trade, the destructive in-
fluence of foreign competition on native manufactures, the
demoralized condition of the public administration, produced
two things: the old taxation became more burdensome and
harassing, and new taxation was added to the old. Thus in a
decree of the Emperor, dated Peking, Jan. 5, 1853, we find
orders given to the viceroys and governors of the southern
provinces of Wu-chang and Hang-Yang to remit and defer the
payment of taxes, and especially not in any case to exact more
than the regular amount; for otherwise, says the decree, “how
will the poor people be able to bear it?” “And thus, perhaps,”
continues the Emperor, “will my people, in a period of general
hardship and distress be exempted from the evils of being
pursued and worried by the tax-gatherer.”

Such language as this, and such concessions we remember to
have heard from Austria, the China of Germany, in 1848.

All these dissolving agencies acting together on the finances,
the morals, the industry, and political structure of China, re-
ceived their full development under the English cannon in 1840,
which broke down the authority of the Emperor, and forced
the Celestial Empire into contact with the terrestrial world.
Complete isolation was the prime condition of the preservation
of Old China. That isolation having come to a violent end by
the medium of England, dissolution must follow as surely as
that of any mummy carefully preserved in a hermetically sealed
coffin, whenever it is brought into contact with the open air.
Now, England having brought about the revolution of China,
the question is how that revolution, will in time react on Eng-
land, and through England on Europe. This question is not
difficult of solution.

The attention of our readers has often been called to the
unparalleled growth of British manufactures since 1850. Amid
the most surprising prosperity, it has not been difficult to point
out the clear symptoms of an approaching industrial crisis.
Notwithstanding California and Australia, notwithstanding the
Immense and unprecedented emigration, there must ever with-
Out any particular accident, in due time arrive a moment when
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the extension of the markets is unable to keep pace with the
extension of British manufactures, and this disproportion must
bring about a new crisis with the same certainty as it has done
in the past. But, if one of the great markets suddenly becomes
contracted, the arrival of the crisis is necessarily accelerated;
thereby. Now, the Chinese rebellion must, for the time being,
have precisely this effect upon England. The necessity for open-!
ing new markets, or for extending the old ones, was one of the!
principal causes of the reduction of the British tea-duties,’ as,
with an increased importation of tea, an increased exportation
of manufactures to China was expected to take place. Now,
the value of the annual exports from the United Kingdom to
China amounted, before the repeal in 1833 of the trading
monopoly possessed by the East India Company, to only
£600,000; in 1836, it reached the sum of £1,326,388; in 1845,
it had risen to £2,394,827; in 1852, it amounted to about
£3,000,000. The quantity of tea imported from China did not
exceed, in 1793, 16,167,331 lbs.; but in 1845, it amounted to
50,714,657 lbs.; in 1846, to 57,584,561 lbs.; it is now above |
60,000,000 lbs. |

The tea crop of the last season will not prove short, as shown
already by the export lists from Shanghai, of 2,000,000 Ibs. |
above the preceding year. This excess is to be accounted for by
two circumstances. On one hand, the state of the market at the :
close of 1851 was much depressed, and the large surplus stock
left has been thrown into the export of 1852. On the other
hand, the recent accounts of the altered British legislation with |
regard to imports of tea, reaching China, have brought forward
all the available teas to a ready market, at greatly enhanced
prices. But with respect to the coming crop, the case stands very
differently. This is shown by the following extracts from the
correspondence of a large tea-firm in London:

In Shanghai the terror is extreme. Gold has advanced upward of
2§ per cent., being eagerly sought for hoarding, silver has so far
disappeared that none could be obtained to pay the China dues
on the British vessels requiring port clearance; and in consequence
of which Mr Alcock has consented to become responsible to the
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Chinese authorities for the payment of these dues, on receipt of
East India Company’s bills, or other approved securities. The
scarcity of the precious metals is one of the most unfavorable
features, when viewed in reference to the immediate future of
commerce, as this abstraction occurs precisely at that period
when their use is most needed, to enable the tea and silk buyers
to go into the interior and effect their purchases, for which a large
portion of bullion is paid in advance, to enable the producers to
carry on their operations ... At this period of the year it is
usual to begin making arrangements for the new teas, whereas
at present nothing is talked of but the means of protecting person
and property, all transactions being at a stand . . . If the means
are not applied to secure the leaves in April and May, the early
crop, which includes all the finer descriptions, both of black and
green teas, will be as much lost as unreaped wheat at Christmas.

Now the means for securing the tea leaves, will certainly
not be given by the English, American or French squadrons
stationed in the Chinese seas, but these may easily, by their
interference, produce such complications, as to cut off all trans-
actions between the tea-producing interior and the tea-
exporting sea ports. Thus, for the present crop, a rise in the
prices must be expected—speculation has already commenced
in London—and for the crop to come a large deficit is as good
as certain. Nor is this all. The Chinese, ready though they may
be, as are all people in periods of revolutionary convulsion, to
sell off to the foreigner all the bulky commodities they have on
hand, will, as the Orientals are used to do in the apprehension
of great changes, set to hoarding, not taking much in return for
their tea and silk, except hard money. England has accordingly
to expect a rise in the price of one of her chief articles of
consumption, a drain of bullion, and a great contraction of an
important market for her cotton and woolen goods. Even The
Economist, that optimist conjuror of all things menacing the
tranquil minds of the mercantile community, is compelled to
use language like this: “We must not flatter ourselves with
ﬁnding as extensive a market for our exports to China [...] It
IS more probable that our export trade to China should suffer,
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and that there should be a diminished demand for the produce }
of Manchester and Glasgow.” :

It must not be forgotten that the rise in the price of so {
indispensable an article as tea, and the contraction of so impor-
tant a market as China, will coincide with a deficient harvest
in Western Europe, and, therefore, with rising prices of meat, !
corn, and all other agricultural produce. Hence contracted
markets for manufactures, because every rise in the prices of
the first necessaries of life is counterbalanced, at home and |
abroad, by a corresponding deduction in the demand for manu-
factures. From every part of Great Britain complaints have |
been received on the backward state of most of the crops. The 1
Economist says on this subject: ]

In the South of England not only will there be left much land
unsown, until too late for a crop of any sort, but much of the
sown land will prove to be foul, or otherwise in a bad state for
corn-growing. On the wet or poor soils destined for wheat, signs
that mischief is going on are apparent. The time for planting
mangel-wurzel* may now be said to have passed away, and very
little has been planted, while the time for preparing land for the
turnip is rapidly going by, without any adequate preparation for
this important crop having been accomplished . .. Qat-sowing
has been much interfered with by the snow and rain. Few oats
were sown early, and late sown oats seldom produce a large crop
... In many districts losses among the breeding flocks have been
considerable.

The price of other farm-produce than corn is from 20 to 30,
and even 5o per cent. higher than last year. On the Continent,
corn has risen comparatively more than in England. Rye has
risen in Belgium and Holland full 100 per cent. Wheat and
other grains are following suit.

Under these circumstances, as the greater part of the regular
commercial circle has already been run through by British trade,
it may safely be augured that the Chinese revolution will throw
the spark into the overloaded mine of the present industrial
system and cause the explosion of the long-prepared general
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crisis, which, spreading abroad, will be closely followed by
political revolutions on the Continent. It would be a curious
spectacle, that of China sending disorder into the Western
World while the Western powers, by English, French and
American war-steamers, are conveying ‘“‘order” to Shanghai,
Nanking, and the mouths of the Great Canal. Do these order-
mongering powers, which would attempt to support the waver-
ing Manchu dynasty, forget that the hatred against foreigners
and their exclusion from the Empire, once the mere result of
China’s geographical and ethnographical situation, have
become a political system only since the conquest of the country
by the race of the Manchu Tartars? There can be no doubt that
the turbulent dissensions among the European nations who, at
the later end of the 17th century, rivaled each other in the trade
with China, lent a mighty aid to the exclusive policy adopted
by the Manchus. But more than this was done by the fear of
the new dynasty, lest the foreigners might favor the discontent
existing among a large proportion of the Chinese during the
first half century or thereabouts of their subjection to the
Tartars. From these considerations, foreigners were then pro-
hibited from all communication with the Chinese, except
through Canton, a town at a great distance from Peking and
the tea-districts, and their commerce restricted to intercourse
with the Hong merchants, licensed by the Government ex-
pressly for the foreign trade, in order to keep the rest of its
subjects from all connection with the odious strangers. In any
case an interference on the part of the Western Governments at
this time can only serve to render the revolution more violent,
and protract the stagnation of trade.

At the same time it is to be observed with regard to India,
that the British Government of that country depends for full
one seventh of its revenue on the sale of opium to the Chinese,
while a considerable proportion of the Indian demand for
British manufactures depends on the production of that opium
1n India. The Chinese, it is true, are no more likely to renounce
the use of opium than are the Germans to forswear tobacco.
But as the new Emperor is understood to be favorable to the
culture of the poppy and the preparation of opium in China
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itself, it is evident that a death-blow is very likely to be struck
at once at the business of opium-raising in India, the Indian
revenue, and the commercial resources of Hindostan. Though
this blow would not immediately be felt by the interests con-
cerned, it would operate effectually in due time, and would !
come in to intensify and prolong the universal financial crisis
whose horoscope we have cast above.

Since the commencement of the eighteenth century there has
been no serious revolution in Europe which had not been pre-
ceded by a commercial and financial crisis. This applies no less
to the revolution of 1789 than to that of 1848. It is true, not /]
only that we every day behold more threatening symptoms of |
conflict between the ruling powers and their subjects, between
the State and society, between the various classes; but also the
conflict of the existing powers among each other gradually |
reaching that hight where the sword must be drawn, and the !
ultima ratio of princes be recurred to. In the European capitals,
every day brings dispatches big with universal war, vanishing
under the dispatches of the following day, bearing the assurance
of peace for a week or so. We may be sure, nevertheless, that
to whatever hight the conflict between the European powers
may rise, however threatening the aspect of the diplomatic
horizon may appear, whatever movements may be attempted
by some enthusiastic fraction in this or that country, the rage
of princes and the fury of the people are alike enervated by the
breath of prosperity. Neither wars nor revolutions are likely to
put Europe by the ears, unless in consequence of a general
commercial and industrial crisis, the signal of which has, as
usual, to be given by England, the representative of European
industry in the market of the world.

It is unnecessary to dwell on the political consequences such
a crisis must produce in these times, with the unprecedented
extension of factories in England, with the utter dissolution of
her official parties, with the whole State machinery of France
transformed into one immense swindling and stock-jobbing
concern, with Austria on the eve of bankruptcy, with wrongs
everywhere accumulated to be revenged by the people, with the
conflicting interests of the reactionary powers themselves, and
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with the Russian dream of conquest once more revealed to the
world.

[The Anglo-Chinese Conflict]
Published January 23, 1857

The mails of the America which reached us yesterday morning
bring a variety of documents concerning the British quarrel with
the Chinese authorities at Canton, and the warlike operations of
Admiral Seymour.” The result which a careful study of the
official correspondence between the British and Chinese auth-
orities at Hong-Kong and Canton must, we think, produce
upon every impartial mind, is that the British are in the wrong
in the whole proceeding. The alleged cause of the quarrel, as
stated by the latter, is that instead of appealing to the British
Consul, certain Chinese officers had violently removed some
Chinese criminals from a lorcha® lying in Canton river, and
hauled down the British flag which was flying from its mast.
But, as says The London Times, ‘“there are, indeed, matters in
dispute such as whether the lorcha was carrying British colors,
and whether the Consul was entirely justified in the steps that
he took.”

The doubt thus admitted is confirmed when we remember
that the provision of the treaty, which the Consul insists should
be applied to this lorcha, relates to British ships alone; while
the lorcha, as it abundantly appears, was not in any just sense
British. But in order that our readers may have the whole case
before them, we proceed to give what is important in the official
correspondence. First, we have a communication dated Oct. 21,
from Mr. Parkes, the British Consul at Canton, to Governor-
General Yeh, as follows:

On the morning of the 8th inst. the British lorcha Arrow, when
lying among the shipping anchored before the city, was boarded,
without any previous reference being made to the British Consul,
by a large force of Chinese officers and soldiers in uniform, who,




12 DISPATCHES FOR THE NEW YORK TRIBUNE

in the face of the remonstrance of the master, an Englishman,
seized bound and carried away twelve Chinese out of her crew
of fourteen, and hauled down her colors. I reported all the par-
ticulars of this public insult to the British flag, and grave violation
of the ninth article of the Supplementary Treaty, to your Excel-
lency the same day, and appealed to you to afford satisfaction
for the insult, and cause the provision of the treaty to be in this
case faithfully observed. But your Excellency, with a strange
disregard both to justice and treaty engagement, has offered no
reparation or apology for the injury, and, by retaining the men
you have seized in your custody, signify your approval of this
violation of the treaty, and leave her Majesty’s Government with-
out assurance that a similar event shall not again occur.

It seems that the Chinese on board the lorcha were seized by
the Chinese officers, because the latter had been informed that
some of the crew had participated in a piracy committed against .
a Chinese merchantman. The British Consul accuses the
Chinese Governor-General of seizing the crew, of hauling down
the British flag, of declining to offer any apology, and of retain- }
ing the men seized in his custody. The Chinese Governor, in
a letter addressed to Admiral Seymour, affirms that, having
ascertained that nine of the captives were innocent, he directed,
on Oct. 10, an officer to put them on board of their vessel
again, but that Consul Parkes refused to receive them. As to
the lorcha itself, he states that when the Chinese on board were
seized, she was supposed to be a Chinese vessel, and rightly so, 1
because she was built by a Chinese, and belonged to a Chinese,
who had fraudulently obtained possession of a British ensign,
by entering his vessel on the colonial British register—a method,
it seems, habitual with Chinese smugglers. As to the question
of the insult to the flag, the Governor remarks:

It has been the invariable rule with lorchas of your Excellency’s
nation, to haul down the flag when they drop anchor, and to
hoist it again when they get under way. When the lorcha was
boarded, in order that the prisoners might be seized, it has been
satisfactorily proved that no flag was flying. How then could a
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flag have been hauled down? Yet Consul Parkes, in one dispatch
after another, pretends that satisfaction is required for the insult

offered to the flag.

From these premises the Chinese Governor concludes that
no breach of any treaty has been committed. On Oct. 12,
nevertheless, the British Plenipotentiary demanded not only the
surrender of the whole of the arrested crew, but also an apology.

The Governor thus replies:

Early in the morning of Oct. 22, I wrote to Consul Parkes, and
at the same time forwarded to him twelve men, namely, Leong
Mingtai and Leong Kee-foo, convicted on the inquiry I had insti-
tuted, and the witness, Woo Ayu, together with nine previously
tendered. But Consul Parkes would neither receive the twelve

prisoners nor my letter.

Parkes might, therefore, have now got back the whole of his
twelve men, together with what was most probably an apology
contained in a letter which he did not open. In the evening
of the same day, Governor Yeh again made inquiry why the
prisoners tendered by him were not received, and why he re-
ceived no answer to his letter. No notice was taken of this step,
but on the 24th fire was opened on the forts, and several of
them were taken; and it was not until Nov. 1 that Admiral
Seymour explained the apparently incomprehensible conduct
of Consul Parkes in a message to the Governor. The men, he
says, has been restored to the Consul, but “not publicly restored
to their vessel, nor had the required apology been made for the
violation of the Consular jurisdiction.” To this quibble, then,
of not restoring in state a set of men numbering three convicted
criminals, the whole case is reduced. To this the Governor of
Canton answers, first, that the twelve men had been actually
handed over to the Consul, and that there had not been “any
refusal to return them to their vessel.” What was still the matter
with this British Consul, the Chinese Governor only learned
after the city had been bombarded for six days. As to an apol-
0gy, Governor Yeh insists that none could be given, as no fault
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had been committed. We quote his words: “No foreign flag was
seen by my executive at the time of the capture, and as, in {
addition to this, it was ascertained on examination of the pris-
oners by the officer deputed to conduct it, that the lorcha was
in no respect a foreign vessel, I maintain that there was no 1
mistake committed.”

Indeed, the force of this Chinaman’s dialectics disposes so
effectually of the whole question—and there is no other appar-
ent case—that Admiral Seymour at last has no resource left
him but a declaration like the following: “I must positively
decline any further argument on the merits of the case of the
lorcha Arrow. I am perfectly satisfied of the facts as represented
to your Excellency by Mr Consul Parkes.”

But after having taken the forts, breached the walls of the
city, and bombarded Canton for six days, the Admiral suddenly
discovers quite a new object for his measures, as we find him
writing to the Chinese Governor on Oct. 30: “It is now for your
Excellency, by immediate consultation with me, to terminate a
condition of things of which the present evil is not slight, but
which, if not amended, can scarcely fail to be productive of the
most serious calamities.”

The Chinese Governor answers, that according to the Con-
vention of 1849, he had no right to ask for such a consultation.
He further says:

In reference to the admission into the city, I must observe that,
in April, 1849, his Excellency the Plenipotentiary Bonham issued
a public notice at the factories here, to the effect that he thereby
prohibited foreigners from entering the city. The notice was
inserted in the newspapers of the time, and will, I presume, have
been read by your Excellency. Add to this that the exclusion of
foreigners from the city is by the unanimous vote of the whole
population of Kwang-Tung. It may be supposed how little to
their liking has been this storming of the forts and this destruction
of their dwellings; and, apprehensive as I am of the evil that
may hence befall the officials and citizens of your Excellency’s
nation, I can suggest nothing better than a continued adherence
to the policy of the Plenipotentiary Bonham, as to the correct
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course to be pursued. As to the consultation proposed by your
Excellency, I have already, some days ago, deputed Tseang,
prefect of Luy-chow-foo.

Admiral Seymour now makes a clean breast of it, declarin
: Y ; 8
. that he does not care for the convention of Mr. Bonham:

Your Excellency’s reply refers me to the notification of the British

‘ Plenipotentiary of 1849, prohibiting foreigners from entering
Canton. Now, I must remind you that, although we have indeed
serious matter of complaint against the Chinese Government for
breach of the promise given in 1847 to admit foreigners into
Canton at the end of two years, my demand now made is in no
way connected with former negotiations on the same subject,
neither am I demanding admission of any but the foreign officials,
and this only for the simple and sufficient reason above assigned.
On my proposal to treat personally with your Excellency, you
do me the honor to remark that you sent a Prefect some days
ago. I am compelled therefore to regard your Excellency’s whole
letter as unsatisfactory in the extreme and have only to add
that, unless I immediately receive an explicit assurance of your
assent to what I have proposed, I shall at once resume offensive
operations.

Governor Yeh retorts by again entering into the details of
the Convention of 1849:

In 1848 there was a long controversial correspondence on the
subject between my predecessor Seu and the British Plenipoten-
tiary, Mr. Bonham, and Mr. Bonham, being satisfied that an intet-
view within the city was utterly out of the question, addressed a
letter to Seu in the April of 1849, in which he said, “At the present
time I can have no more discussion with your Excellency on this
subject.” He further issued a notice from the factories to the effect
that no foreigner was to enter the city, which was inserted in the
papers, and he communicated this to the British Government.
There was not a Chinese or foreigner of any nation who did not
know that the question was never to be discussed again.
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Impatient of argument, the British Admiral hereupon forces
his way into the City of Canton to the residence of the Gov-
ernor, at the same time destroying the Imperial fleet in the river.
Thus there are two distinct acts in this diplomatic and military !
drama—the first introducing the bombardment of Canton on |
the pretext of a breach of the Treaty of 1842 committed by the
Chinese Governor, and the second, continuing that bombard-
ment on an enlarged scale, on the pretext that the Governor
clung stubbornly to the Convention of 1849. First Canton is
bombarded for breaking a treaty, and next it is bombarded for
observing a treaty. Besides, it is not even pretended that redress
was not given in the first instance, but only that redress was not
given in the orthodox manner.

The view of the case put forth by The London Times would
do no discredit even to General William Walker of Nicaragua.
“By this outbreak of hostilities,” says that journal,

existing treaties are annulled, and we are left free to change
our relations with the Chinese Empire as we please. The recent
proceedings at Canton warn us that we ought to enforce that
right of free entrance into the country and into the ports open to
us, which was stipulated for in the Treaty of 1842. We must not
again be told that our representatives must be excluded from
the presence of the Chinese Governor-General, because we bave
waived the performance of the article which enabled foreigners
to penetrate beyond the precincts of our factories.

In other words, “we”” have commenced hostilities in order to
break an existing treaty and to enforce a claim which “we”
have waived by an express convention! We are happy to say,
however, that another prominent organ of British opinion
expresses itself in a more humane and becoming tone. “It is,”
says The Daily News,

a monstrous fact, that in order to avenge the irritated pride of a
British official, and punish the folly of an Asiatic governor, we
prostitute our strength to the wicked work of carrying fire and
sword, and desolation and death, into the peaceful homes of
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unoffending men, on whose shores we were originally intruders.
Whatever may be the issue of this Canton bombardment, the
deed itself is a bad and a base one—a reckless and wanton waste
of human life at the shrine of a false etiquette and a mistaken
policy.

It is, perhaps, a question whether the civilized nations of the
world will approve this mode of invading a peaceful country,
without previous declaration of war, for an alleged infringe-
ment of the fanciful code of diplomatic etiquette. If the first
Chinese war, in spite of its infamous pretext, was patiently
looked upon by other powers, because it held out the prospect
of opening the trade with China, is not this second war likely
to obstruct that trade for an indefinite period? Its first result
must be the cutting off of Canton from the tea-growing districts,
as yet, for the most part, in the hands of the imperialists—a
circumstance which cannot profit anybody but the Russian
overland tea traders.

[Russtian Trade with China)
Published April 7, 1857

In the matter of trade and intercourse with China, of which
Lord Palmerston and Louis Napoleon have undertaken the
extension by force, no little jealousy is evidently felt of the
pc?sition occupied by Russia. Indeed, it is quite possible that
without any expenditure of money or exertion of military force
Russia may gain more in the end, as a consequence of the
pen_ding quarrel with the Chinese, than either of the belligerent
nations,

The relations of Russia to the Chinese Empire are altogether
Peculiar, While the English and ourselves—for in the matter
of the pending hostilities the French are but little more than
amateurs, as they really have no trade with China—are not
allowed the privilege of a direct communication even with
the Viceroy of Canton, the Russians enjoy the advantage of

-

———
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maintaining an Embassy at Pekin. It is said, indeed, that this :
advantage is purchased only by submitting to allow Russia to
be reckoned at the Celestial Court as one of the tributary
dependencies of the Chinese Empire. Nevertheless it enables
Russian diplomacy, as in Europe, to establish an influence for
itself in China which is by no means limited to purely diplomatic
operations.

Being excluded from the maritime trade with China, the
‘Russians are free from any interest or involvement in past or
pending disputes on that subject; and they also escape that -
antipathy with which from time immemorial the Chinese have
regarded all foreigners approaching their country by sea, con- |
founding them, and not entirely without reason, with the pirati- |
cal adventurers by whom the Chinese coasts seem ever to have -
been infested. But as an indemnity for this exclusion from the
maritime trade, the Russians enjoy an inland and overland
trade peculiar to themselves, and in which it seems impossible
for them to have any rival. This traffic, regulated by a treaty
made in 1768, during the reign of Catherine II, has for its
principal, if not indeed its sole seat of operations, Kiakhta,
situated on the frontiers of southern Siberia and of Chinese
Tartary, on a tributary of the Lake Baikal, and about a hundred
miles south of the City of Irkootsk. This trade, conducted at a
sort of annual fair, is managed by twelve factors, of whom six
are Russians and six Chinese, who meet at Kiakhta, and fix
the rates—since the trade is entirely by barter—at which the
merchandise supplied by either party shall be exchanged. The
principal articles of trade are, on the part of the Chinese, tea,
and on the part of the Russians cotton and woolen cloths.
This trade, of late years, seems to have attained a considerable
increase. The quantity of tea sold to the Russians at Kiakhta
did not, ten or twelve years ago, exceed an average of forty
thousand chests; but in 1852 it amounted to a hundred and
seventy-five thousand chests, of which the larger part was of
that superior quality well known to continental consumers as
caravan tea, in contradistinction from the inferior article
imported by sea. The other articles sold by the Chinese were
some small quantities of sugar, cotton, raw silk and silk goods,
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put all to very limited amounts. The Russians paid about
equally in cotton and woolen goods, with the addition of small
quantities of Russian leather, wrought metals, furs and even
opium. The whole amount of goods bought and sold—which
seem in the published accounts to be stated at very moderate
prices——reached the large sum of upward of fifteen millions of
dollars. In 1853, owing to the internal troubles of China and
the occupation of the road from the tea provinces by bands of
marauding rebels, the quantity of tea sent to Kiakhta fell off to
fifty thousand chests, and the whole value of the trade of that
year was but about six millions of dollars. In the two following
years however, this commerce revived, and the tea sent to
Kiakhta for the fair of 1855 did not fall short of a hundred and
twelve thousand chests.

In consequence of the increase of this trade, Kiakhta, which
is situated within the Russian frontier, from a mere fort and
fair-ground, has grown up into a considerable city. It has been
selected as the capital of that part of the frontier region, and is
to be dignified by having a military commandant and a civil
governor. At the same time a direct and regular postal com-
munication for the transmission of official dispatches has lately
been established between Kiakhta and Pekin, which is distant
from it about nine hundred miles.

It is evident that, should the pending hostilities result in a
suppression of the maritime trade, Europe might receive its
entire supply of tea by this route. Indeed, it is suggested that
even with the maritime trade open, Russia may, upon the com-
pletion of her system of railroads, become a powerful competi-
tor with the maritime nations for supplying the European
markets with tea. These railroads will supply a direct communi-
cation between the ports of Cronstadt and Libau and the
ancient city of Nijni Novgorod in the interior of Russia, the
residence of the merchants by whom the trade at Kiakhta is
carried on. The supply of Europe with tea by this overland
foute is certainly more probable than the employment of our
Projected Pacific Railroad for that purpose. Silk, too, the other

chief export of China, is an article of such small bulk in com-
Parison to its cost, as to make its transportation by land by no
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means impossible; while this Chinese traffic opens an outlet for
Russian manufactures, such as they cannot elsewhere attain.

We may observe, however, that the efforts of Russia are by
no means limited to the development of this inland trade. It is
several years since she took possession of the banks of the River
Amour, the native country of the present ruling race in China.’
Her efforts in this direction received some check and interrup-
tion during the late war,® but will doubtless be revived and |
pushed with energy. She has possession of the Kurile Islands and
the neighboring coasts of Kamtchatka. Already she maintainsa
fleet in those seas, and will doubtless improve any opportunity
that may offer to obtain a participation in the maritime trade
with China. This, however, is of little consequence to her com- |
pared with the extension of that overland trade of which she
possesses the monopoly.

[English Atrocities in Chinal
Published April 10, 1857

A few years since, when the frightful system of torture in India
was exposed in Parliament Sir James Hogg, one of the Directors
of the Most Honorable East India Company, boldly asserted
that the statements made were unfounded. Subsequent investi-
gation, however, proved them to be based upon facts which
should have been well known to the Directors, and Sir James
had left him to admit either “willful ignorance” or “criminal
knowledge” of the horrible charge laid at the Company’s doors.
Lord Palmerston, the present Premier of England, and the Earl
of Clarendon, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, seem just now
to be placed in a similar unenviable position. At the late Lord
Mayor’s banquet, the Premier, said, in his speech, while at-
tempting to justify the atrocities committed upon the Chinese:

If the Government had, in this case, approved of unjustifiable
proceedings, they had undoubtedly followed a course which
deserved to incur the censure of Parliament and of the country.
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We were persuaded, however, on the contrary, that these pro-
ceedings were necessary and vital. We felt that a great wrong had
been inflicted on our country. We felt that our fellow-countrymen
in a distant part of the globe had been exposed to a series of
insults, outrages and atrocities which could not be passed over
in silence [Cheers]. We felt that the treaty rights of this country
had been broken, and that those locally charged with the defense
of our interests in that quarter of the world were not only justi-
fied, but obliged to resent those outrages, so far as the power in
their hands would enable them to do so. We felt that we should
be betraying the trust which the citizens of the country had
reposed in us if we had not approved of the proceedings which
we thought to be right, and which we, if placed in the same
circumstances, should have deemed it our duty to have pursued
[Cheers].

Now, however much the people of England and the world at
large may be deceived by such plausible statements, his Lord-
ship himself certainly does not believe them to be true, or if he
does, he has betrayed a willful ignorance almost as unjustifiable
as “criminal knowledge”. Ever since the first report reached us
of English hostilities in China, the Government journals of
England and a portion of the American Press have been heaping
wholesale denunciations upon the Chinese—sweeping charges
of violation of treaty obligations—insults to the English flag—
degradation of foreigners residing on their soil, and the like,
yet not one single distinct charge has been made or a single fact
instanced in support of these denunciations, save the case of
the lorcha Arrow, and, with respect to this case, the circum-
stances have been so misrepresented and glossed over by Parlia-
mentary rhetoric as utterly to mislead those who really desire
to understand the merits of the question.

The lorcha Arrow was a small Chinese vessel, manned by
Chinese, but employed by some Englishmen. A license to carry
the English flag had been temporarily granted to her, which
license had expired prior to the alleged “insult”. She is said to
have been used to smuggle salt, and had on board of her some
very bad characters—Chinese pirates and smugglers—whom,














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































