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The failure of the revolutions and a growing fear of working class violence led liberals to abandon revolution and to press for reforms. Marxists became the chief proponents of revolution. Liberals and Marxists shared common principles. They believed in the goodness of human nature. They wanted to free individuals from ignorance and prejudices. They believed in social progress and valued the full realization of human talents. However, there are differences between them. The goal of Marxism was inimical to bourgeois liberals; so was the belief that violence and struggle were history and progress. Liberals said progress came from the individual. Karl Marx (1818-1883) was born of German Jews. For his father to save his job as a lawyer, he converted to Protestantism. Enrolled to study law, Marx switched to philosophy. In 1842 he was editing a newspaper which was soon suppressed by the Prussians for its ideas. Marx went to Paris where he met Friedrich Engels (1820-1895). They entered into a lifelong collaboration and became members of socialist groups. In February 1848 they published the Communist Manifesto, which called for the seizure of power by the working class and the destruction of capitalism. Forced to leave France in 1849 because of his views, he moved to London where he spent years writing Capital-a critique of the capitalistic economic system, which, he predicted, would be destroyed by a socialist revolution. 





Marx believed that human history was governed by scientific laws. He was a materialist. He viewed religion as a human creation-a product of people’s imagination and feelings. The happiness it brought he considered an illusion. Real happiness would come by improving the natural world. Rather than seeking comfort from religion, one must confront society and reform it. The world could be understood and changed. Marx adopted Hegel’s view that history was a progressive development, which proceeded according to its own laws. For Marx, the historical process was governed by rational principles. Marx also felt that history advances when two opposing forces clash. However, Hegel felt that it was the clash of ideas, whereas Marx felt it was the clash of classes representing economic interests. In Hegel’s view, history was the unfolding of the Absolute Spirit. Marx said that this failed because it was too spiritual. For Marx, history was explainable solely in terms of natural processes. Marx turned Hegel upside down. Hegel said that there was God which unfolded itself in human existence. Human beings were attributes of God, whose self-actualization gave meaning to history. Marx said that the starting point was to be found in the human social and economic environment. According to Marx, material technology determined society’s social and political arrangements, and its intellectual outlook. As technology expanded, it came into conflict with established forms, and the resulting tension produced changed. Ultimately, the change in economic-technological conditions would become the cause for great political changes. This was clearly demonstrated by the French Revolution. Wherever major economic changes take place, political and social changes must follow. Marx said there has been a struggle between those who own the means of production and those whose labor has been exploited to provide wealth for this upper class. This tension has pushed history into higher stages. In the modern world there are the capitalists, and the proletariat. The class with economic power also controlled the state. They used political power to protect them and their money. The class that controlled material production also controlled mental production: the ideas held by the ruling class became the dominant ideas of society. These ideas were regarded as true by all. However, they only reflected the interests of the ruling class. 


