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German liberalism in the mid-nineteenth century asgsumed
various shades and meanings which are often nebulous and in-
definite., However, there seems to be some pattern, some dir-
ection, even 1f it might be negative, which liberalism can be
seen to have taken in the CGerman states, The problems then,
are these: What was the nature of liberalism in Germany? And
more importantly, was it truly liberalism in the western
European way of looking at things? And finally, what result
can the impact and development of liberalism be said to have
had on the German state? These questions have been raised to
show the direction and pﬁrpose of this escay.

Much of the liberal thought in Germany had its roots in
the French revolﬁtion and the Napoleonic wars., In 1789, the
European world was rocked by a momentous event--the French
Revolution, From this event came new ideas, concepts, and
movements which were to affect Europe from then on. The cul-
mination of the French Revolution was the Napoleonic Empire,
Into Prussian and German territories poured these new ideas,
Although the ideas of the French Revolution were not alien to
Prusslia before Napoleon, 1t was his victories at the battles

of Jena and Auerstldt which forced the ancien regime in

Prussia to come to terms with these concepts. Within seven
years after being subjected to these ideas, Prussia was to

have adopted French concevnts and was to have turned the tide



against Napoleon at the baltle of Leipzig., But, was it only
the simple adoption of French techniques which allowed the
Prussiens to make this surprising recovery? No, I think it
will be shown that the Prussians took the French techniques,
then fitted and changed them according to their society. As,
perhaps, in the period after World War I the western ideas of
nationalism and democracy are perverted and then turned upon
Western society, s0 were the ideals of the French Revolution
perverted and turnéd upon the French, The Prussian bout with
liberal ideas spread by the Revolution must be looked at as
a succegsful response in the defeat of the French at Leipzig;
but on a reappraisal the liberal reforms which looked so
promising at the defeat of Napoleon must be seen as a faillure.,
By 1819 with the threat of Napoleon gone, the desire for a
constitution had definitely waned in court circles. The
celebration of students at Wartburg commemorating Luther's
burning af a papal bull convinced the king and the conserva-
tives that subversive activity was present. Moreover, the
Carlsbad decrees of Metternich led the Prussian monarch to
similar moves., Consequently, Hardenberg and Humbolt, liberal
ministers, were cdismissed., The liberal movement was defeated.
The French Revolution 1s seen ag the source for liberal
ideas with which Prussia had to contend. What, then were the
ideals of the French Revolution? What were some of the ideas
of which Napoleon made the Prussians so acutely aware?
He A, L. Fisher summarizes the work and thoughts of the men

of the Revolutions.



The working faith of the best men of the French
Revolution was the legecy of the Eighteenth century
philosophy, belief in scientific progress, in grow-

ing material comfort, in natural rights, in relig-

ious toleration, and the ultimate triumph of good

sense throughout the world. It was a philosophy -

which took little heed of the various temperaments

and idiosyncrasies of men or nations, regarding

humanity as something homogeneous through place

and time, capable of being nourished by the same

food and rescued by the same condltions, believing

that in politics as in physics, there was a mathe-

matical aprt of discovery and scientific certainty

of truth,l
However, there is one part of this analysis of the French
Revolution which must be emphasized., The ideas of the
Revolution were not a direct heritage from the philosophes
of the eighteenth century. The philosophes believe in a sta-
tic and unchanging socilety which was rationally based and or-
dered, This was the solution to the problems of the age.2
However, the French Revolution "had at least one tenuous kind
of unity, one determining and constant factor in its climate
of opinion: change--change in manners, morals, institutions,
business, art..."? It was a combination of these factors of
natural rights and laws coupled with the idea of change whic¢h
was the essence of the French Revolution,

The Napoleonic system was the tool for the spread of the
ideas of the French Revolution and, of course, for the foster-
ing of the ambitions of Napoleon. Herein is seen one of the
reasons for the perversion of the ideals of the revolution,
Napoleon's aspirations and the ideals of the revolutions are
not necessarily similar, It may be important first to note

how the Napoleonic system applied to Germany in its theory and




practice,

The ancient institution of the Holy Roman Empire had
passed, Outmoded and archaic as it was, it served a useful
function as protectof of the weak against the strong and as a
safeguard of traditional rights against the despotism of the
princes.4 Napoleon disregarded the desires of the people for
"natural rights" and instead instituted a "federation of men
and money." "The small people want to be protected against
the big; the big want to govern according to their fancy;
now as I only want a federation of men and money, and as it is
the big people and not the small pecople who can give me the
one and the other I leave the former in peace and the latter
must get on as best they can."® This is a direct coﬁtradic-
tion of Napoleon's promise to the Rhineland confederation:
"Under our rule, the rights of man will be restored and all
the obstacles to material progress raised by the selfishness
of prince or noble, of priest or guild will crumble at a ‘touch."6
What is the importance of this obvious discrepancy between the
ideals of the French Revolution and of the policies of Napoleon?“

During the preceding period in German history, there was

E
l

Napoleon carried out many reforms, however. He provided
the states with French type constitutions and legal codes,
reduced the number of sovereign princes, simplified the political
geography, secularized the ecclesiastical states, bullt up Baden,
Bavaria, and Wurtenburg, and abolished the Holy Roman Empire.
Moreover, although many of the reforms were destroyed when the
0ld houses returned to rule, a good deal of the legal system
seemed reasonable in comparison to the previous "hybrid" system,
and was kept in many instances--kept to provide a stronger basils
for sutocratic rule.
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a tendency in German politiecs toward dualism, i.e, the German
people gravltated either toward Austria or Prussia. Would the
German people now turn to Napoleonic France? Only long con-
ciliation could work this out.7 The men of Napoleon's bureau-
cracy saw the answer: "They saw their best work shattered be-
fore their ideals--the ideal of exploitation conquering the
ideal of beneficence, the enthusiasm of the governed passing
into acquiescence, and the acquiescnece into concentrated hate."8
The masses under the Napoleonic system were left out of its
benefits; yet it was these peovle to whom the French Revolution
appealed., They turned from France, who should have attracted
them, and turned to Prussia for inspiration and leadership.

The dichotomy between the theory and practice of the ideals of
the revolution served to strengthen the Prussian revival,

There 1s another dichotomy which the revolution fostered
and which served to destroy it. This was the discrepancy bet-
ween the cosmopolitan ideas of the philosovhes and the obvious
nationalism which the revolution demonstrated in the levee en
masse and the more organic relationships which were evident in
the republic, The spread of cosmopolitanism by nationalistic
means could only serve to spread nationalism with its still
obvious dire results,

What can be said then about the reform movement in
Prussia? Obviously it was a failure 1f one is to judge it as
a movement toward liberalism, The constitutional crisis of

1819 repudiated the liberal reforms of Stein and Hardenberg,




innocuous as some of them were, But why was it a failure?

The answer 1s a complex one with its roots back to the French
Revolution and before., The constitutional crisis of 1819 can-
not be understood without considering this. One factor which
must be considered is that there was the obvious discrepancy
between the ideals of the French Revolution and the practices
as personified in the Napoleonic system., This discrepancy
turned the Germans from the revolution and its ideals and only
brought them into opposition to it. Another factor is the
attempt by the French to create a general liberal European
system based on the cosmopolitan ideas of the rhilosophes by

nationalistic means, The levee en masse and the wars of the

Revolution enhanced nationalism rather then internationalism,
Another factor for the failure is that the historical trad-
itions of Germany and its condition in time would not allow

the imposition of liberal ideas without changing them to Ti%
German experience, This 1s a pragmatic proof of the invalidity
of the cosmopolitan ideas as represented in the Napvoleonic
system, The impact of new ideas upon the German state brought

" as Toynbee would say.

about not a revolution but an "enormity,
The liberal ideas reestablished the power in the hands of the
defenders of the status quo. The status quo was strenghtened
by the new ideas of efficieney and rational government. The
absolute government of Frederick the Great was replaced by a

new government even stronger and more powerful,

What is the nature and the importance of the "enormity"




created by these factors? The failure of the liberal movement
which reached its end in 1819 precluded the events during the
rest of German history. This generalization is imprecise, but
perhaps it can throw light on later aspects of German history,
The years 1848, 1871, 1918, and 1945 are all dates which were
determinéd largely by the misstep the German people made in
1819, The year 1819, not 1848, must be considered the turning
point in German history, if there are turning points. The
failure of the reform movement which had begun so hopefully

in 1806 only to fail so ingloriously in 1819 must be considered
as the derermining factor of Prussian and German history. The
new status of power provided by the perverted ideas of reform
was never successfully challenged. However, the failure of

the reforms in 1819 must be seen as failures which were bound
to ocecur given the exlisting situation in Prussia at the time

of the French Revolution, The failure of the Prussian reform
movement in 1819 seems to have set Germany and Germen liberalism
on a path from which it did not stray. However, this failure
did not eliminate a strong liberal tendency from German thought.,
It ies found in the revolutions of 1848, Louls Namier and

A, J, P Taylor seem to have caught the real meaning of these
revolutions. Namier calls it the "The Revolution of the
Intellectuals." It was a brilliant and fragile movement with
the romantic idealism of liberal humanitarianism., But here

was 1ts weakness:

States are not created or destroyed, and frontiers



redrawn or obliterated, by argument and majority
votes; nations are freed, united, or broken by
bPlood and iron, and not by a generous application
of liberty and tomato sauee... "The revolution of
the intellectuals" exhausted itself without achie-
ving concrete results: 1it left its imprint only in
the realm of ideas.,?

The revolutions were also complex events, but the conclusion
wae the same as in 18l9--failure of the liberal movement,
But as 1819 set the path for the failure of liberal ideas,
1848 sounded its death knell, Taylor notes, perhaps too
strongly, but cogently, that:
1848 was the decisive year of Germany and so of
European history: it recapitualted Germany's past
and anticipated Germeny's future. Echoes of the
Holy Roman Empire merged into a prelude of the Nazi
"New Order"; the doctrines of Rousseau and the doc-
trines of Marx, the chade of Luther and the shadow
of Hitler, Jjostled each other in a bewildering
succession, Never has there been a revolution so .
inspired by a limitless faith in the power of ideas;
never has a revolution so discredited the vower of
ideas in its result. The success of the revolution
discredited conservative ideas, After it, nothing
remained but the idea of force, and this idea 0
stood at the helm of German history from then on. L
The year 1848 was a decisive year in German history. But
the events of 1848 were unavoidable. It could have occurred
no other way. I doubt that there are any real turning points
in history. There are only periods where factors long pre-
sent meet in a casually connected way to bring about the
inevitable results, Liberalism in some form survived, but it
was in a much altered form, The task now is to examine liber-
alism and the lack of liberalism after it has been set on its

way by the events of 1789, 1819, and 1848,
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The revolutions of 1848 and the reactions of 1848 must
now be studied. If the humaniterien liberalism of Stein and

Hardenberg was to receive its coup de grace in 1849 after its

brief revival of 1848, it is necessary then to exemine the
direction this liberalism took in the decisive years of 1848
and more importantly, to discover what toock its place. Rev-
olutions may be diverse and heterogeneous, but Sir Louids
Namier finds a certain unity in these movements in 1848:

«eothen the common denominator was ideological, and

even literary, and there was a basic unity and co-

hesion in the intellectual world of the European

continent, such as usually asserts itself in the

peak periods of its spiritual development, 1848

came not as an aftermath of war and defeat (as so

many revolutions in the following century), but

was the outcome of thirty-three creative years of

European peace carefully preserved on a consciously

counter-revolutionary basis. The revolutions was

vorn at leat as much of hopes as of discontents,ll

One of the most important facts to note about Germany is
the fact that Germany as a nation was not yet a unified state.
This problem of unification was to run through the entire
movement, and once it is ildentified the revolution begins to
have more meaning and significance, Undoubtedly, the German
people were great in art, thought, and culture. The simply
lacked national unity. A movement towerd natlional unity was
fostered in the wars of liberation in the preceding generatilon,
and 1848 found the time ripe for an expression of this feeling.l2
Foremost in the reveoclutionary ideelogy was the demand by the

middle classes for the government of the vardious states to be
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remodeled according toc the national principle., And it was the
middle class intellectuals from urban centers who seemed to be
the leaders of this movement., The basic conflict now can be
seen as a struggle between the dynastic principle in the states
and national sovereignty. The former was feudal in origin,
deeply rooted, but irrational; the latter was rational and
simple, but seecmed to be impractical in reality, The fight
resolved itself in a conflict between arbitrary rule and
autocracy as against popular sovereignty and national self-
government.13 However, the supporters of this cogently reasoned
principle of national sovereignty had to fight for their
principle in the territories of states based on historical
tradition and heri’t,a.g._v;e.ll'r The universal truth of the national
principle found its battle ground in the relativistic and
empirical truth of dynastic sovereignty.

It is this revolution in the realm of Frederick William IV
with which we are most concerned, Frederick William was not
adverse to all ehanges by any means, Pruscian kings had
fought a continuous battle against the provincialism and par-
ticularism of the Junkers and the bureaucracy for the Prussian
state, But, on the whole, he was a man for whom the urge of
the moment overrode his best natural impulses.15 Basically
he was a man of the past; embittered against revolutionary
ideas by the French Revolution and Napoleon, he resisted the
new Germany which was in the process of creation.t6 valentin

aptly describes him:
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s+ shie was a pedant, who liked to stress the im-

portance of little things, because he had no sym-

pathy with or understanding of, greatness...

People of talent whose instinet drove them to do

the right thing, irriteted his monarchial sensi-

bilities and arcused his obstinacy, against which

it was practically impossible to do anything.

Absolutism was in the very blood of this royal

philistine .17
Thiqpicture of Frederick William can be seen throughout these
two decisive years, His personality is always a factor in
the events whieh were to take place.

The revolution which broke out in March of 1848 was
sparked and dominated by the middle classess "The signifi-
cant factor of the middle class is its combination of ability
with a certain amount of property and a certain degree of
culture,"18 Even the lower classes wished only "to make their
way" within a constitutional system (they comprised no prol-
etariat and had little impact on the revolution)., New types
within the bourgeoisie were arising., One of these was a
patrician class, quite often with titles and means, They were
intellectually inclined and became moderately critical of the
government and the desires of reform. Another group were the
plutocrats who were the wholesale merchants and large manu-
facturers, Although they were few, they were energetic in
their rise to power. Thelr main aim was to protect and increase
their investments. To them, soclety had to be reoriented to
the capitalistic point of view, 1t must be noted that it was
these men who were to become quite conservative under

Bismarck once their desire for a capitalistic system was ob-

tained.19 One of their chief aims was to be the unification
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of Germany so that economics of capltalism could operate more
efficiently. They realized the limitations which were inherent
economically in states as small as Prussia and the even smaller
German states, It was these two groups which were to take the
lead throughout most of the revolution, They were never to
become revolutionary: the communist and socialist movements
with their revolutionary property ideas was to alienate these
groups from all revolutionary ideas.zo

The revolutions of March were inspired by the February
revolution in Paris. This event was both fortunate and unfor-
tunate for 1t both encouraged the revolutionaries by the exam-
ple of success and deceived them by the intoxication of that
same success.21 It begen in earnest in Baden, with stormy
meetings also in Mannheim, Karlsruhe, and Heldelberg., In
Baden, the revolutionaries drew up a program which was to have
similar counterparts in most of the rest of the German states,
They proclaimed the aboliticn of arbitrary law, equal rights
for religious sects, t'rial by Jjury, the creation of a militia,
progressive income tax, and ministerial reforms, In Offenburg,
a unified program was made and mass demonstrations were held.
And, of more importance, declarations from Heidelberg called
for parliamentary government for all of Germany,.and for the
reconstruction of Germany along these lines, Although Prussia
and Austria were unshaken at this time, they felt it was

22

necesczary to consult for common safety. And well that they

should, for everywhere the petly princes were granting
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constitutions and.appointing liberal ministers. The Frankfort
piet issued a2 dcument of great importance appealing to the
national idea, It is recreated by Valenting
This document appealed as the "legal organ of the
national and political unity of Germany" to the
German governments and people, exhorted them to
work together harmoniously and loyally in the
interests of upholding invulnerability abroad,
and quiet and order, security and prosperity at
home, The Diet promised "to care for Germany's
securlity abroad as well as to further national
interests at home." Germany "must be raised to the
position wh%%h is hers of right among the nations
of Europe."

The revolution did not seem to be one of extremes--neither
autocracy nor democracy were completely crushed or victorious,24
It was only in Berlin that there was bloodshed, and it is to
this scene that we turn our attention. By March 18, the
revolution had recached Berlin itself. Large delegations came
from the provinces and the cilty to present thelr demands to
the king. It was to the Rhenlish and municipal delegations
that the king promised a liberal proclamation. Following this
action, the king promised the abolition of censorship (however
the newspapers were still restricted). He also called up a
united Diet and prorised a reorganization of the Federal
Constitution., As success and promise foliowed success and
promise, the protestants grew bolderg they demanded the
naming of a new and more liberal cabinet, Troops called in
to protect Berlin from demonstrators were grected with
demonstrations demanding their removal, However, the crowds

milling about the royal palace were fired upon by these
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troops and the revolution began in earnest. Up went the

parricades, while civilian forces prepvared to resist this

instance of brute force against the free and democratic spirit.25
The barricades seemed to have gone up guickly, but,

nonetheless, there did not seem to have been an international

or even preconceived conspiracy against the state as some con-

servative critics have claimed.26 Leaders of this strect

fighting were varied, but, although differing in aims and

interests, they seemed to represent the intellectual leader-

ship of Germany. One was Dr., Rutenberg who later became

editor of the Staatszeitung. Another was Dr. Lowenberg who

led the radical students, Dr, Woeniger organized the mass

petition, Urban was the veterinarian who lead the actual

street fighting. Levin Weiss was referred to as the "Philos

sopher." But unlike the French Revolution there were no

real leaders. The king, adopting a paternalistic attitude,

which might be called characteristic of'him, viewed the fighting

as a misunderstanding and a misfortune, Prittwitz's troops

found it imposcsible to achleve a rapid victory. The only

solution was to bombard the town, but the king thought that

this was an atrocity and decided to reczll the troops.

Frederick William in his famous address, "To my deazr Berliners,"

put the entire blame on strangers and foreigners, Negotla-

tions with the insurrectionists provided for the gradual

withdrawal of troops and the tearing down of the barricades.2r

Following this, the king granted the demand for arms and reform,
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and reviewed the insurgents as they carried out their dead
for burial, The revolution was succegsful and the rebels
misht well have agreed with Valentints later statement on
rebellions: "A revolution has always had that measure of his-
torical justification:which is given to it by the fallure of
governing powers."28

April was a time of optimism; the barricades and revol-
ution had been Jjustified 2s a means of effecting a political
purpose, Berlin seemed to take the lead in effecting a free
Germaﬁy. The people ruled in the diets, conscious of their
own hard won power.29 The pre-parliament had met at
Heidelberg, composed of fifty-three liberals who decided to
set a representative body for the whole of Germany to be elected
by direct manhood sufferage. Although the body met without
any violence or advocacy of social-revolutionary reforms,
it did make 2 pajor declaration: "...that the decision on
the future constitution of Germany should rest solely and en-
tirely with the National Assembly to be elected by the people."30
By implication, the princes were to be left out and the national
principle was asserted, The groups which took the lead now
were liberal, deriving their ideals from the French and
English revolutions, Internmational in scope, they were moulded
by local influences, t April may be called the highwater mark
of the revolution--sentiment for and confidence in the rev-
olution scemed to be everywhere,

On May 18, the Frankfort National Aszembly met for the
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first time, It was the only parliament in German history
which had been freely elected by the people. As might have
been imagined, it was a middle class body, composed of many
lawyers, professors, doctors, Jjudges, officials and business-
men, The lower classes were not represented; only one rep-
resentative could have been called a peasant.’2 But it met
after the hours of action had passed and, being away from the
true centers of decision, "this proud and courageous body
suffered a truly German fate of having been strongest as an
- idea, and growing ever feebler as its work and belng came
nearer to realization."?3 The debstes of this group were of
a high order, but it was soon to be seen that high ideals and
logic are not infallible.34 It is perhaps to the credit of
this body that it did nothing radical and promoted no ter-
rorism, However, the parliament and the revolution were to
prove something more important than the success or failure of
this body. The people of Germany were to come to ask for
something more than what this parliament was to give them:

They were the power, the future, These masses could

be led, they could be welded into unity. They could

be beaten down, starved out, by means of all the

superior military-political, and economic potencies

of which the Revolution had left the o0ld powers in

possessiony but even the mightiest individual could

not again destroy the entity of these masses as a

social and political power,- >
The parliamentary liberal and the barricade fighters of 1848
prepared the way for Bismarck's Real Politik and a new type

of politics was to become important in Germany.

The Frankfort assembly had to concern itself with many
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and varied problems of the German nation, One of these was
the problem of minorities and more particularly, the problem
of the Polish minorities.of Eastern Prussia, The handling

of this problem has led one historian to conclude that German
liberalism was more verbal than real.,36 The idea of the
national principle was turning inte the more harsh imperialis-
tic nationalism., There was now to be seen the fundamental
contradiction in the German liberal movement: mnationality

was 211l right for the Germans but not for other people.when

it conflicted with the interests of Germany. One representative
stated the position this way: "The right of peopleé to seg-
regate themselves according to nationality is a brand-new
right recognized novhere...In politics, only possession is
decisive and regognized by the nations, "7 At first, the lib-
erals espoused the Polish cause, but outbreaks in Poland and
other Slavic states nurtured the ideal of Germenism, This
brought about the above statement and others., German liberal-
ism, as it was the ideology of the middle class, either claimed
that the partition of Paland was the "mission" of Germany, or,
more harshly, '"the right of the stronger; the right of con-
quest, is Germany's right."38 The seeds sowvn by Napoleon were
brought out into the open by these expressions of nationalism

and Real Politik.’9 And it was to have an effect upon later

times and places: "Acid nationalisms based on language (on
plenty of it and little in it) originate mainly with urban

middle-class intellectuals: and this is why 1848 is of such

WASHINGTON & LEE UNIVERSITY

AEXINGTON, VA
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supreme importance in the growth of European nationalisms."Ao
The Frankfort ascembly was to wear itself out on other

problems besides the minority one; Although thelr aims were
cléar enough, the means to realize these aims were never clear-
ly established, The ascembly had two possible courses to fol-
low., They could either take the power energetically to pro-
mote the constitution, or they could ally themselves with a
large state., The fact 1s that they did neither well.41
Archduke John of Austria, who had been chosen to head a uni-
fied military force, was virtually powerless. The assembly
was characterized by working with and against Prussia, This
was evident on the matter of defense. A navy was to be built
on Prussian lines and guidance; but defense forces were to be
set up to counterbalance Prussian forces.42 And when Prussia
was forced to back down at the Malmo by the great powers over
the Schleswig-Holstein affair, the assembly could neither
decide to support or condemn Prussia, Finally, when the
ascembly offered Frederick William the crowvn of a united
Germany, the king had little sympathy with this rather inde-
cisive group and, following his absolutistic though unsure
ideals, he turned down the offer. The fact was that this
rationalistic and philosophical body completely underestimated
the forces which were at work, The dynamics of dynastic
particularism, the dynamics of power as expressed in foreign
policy, and the dynamics of the social revoluticnary and

communistic idea could not be satisfied by this group.
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Something more powerful and destructive was to take its place.43
Finally, however, the parliament did create an Imperial
Constitution., It must be said to the credit of this institu-
tion that even in 1849 the document represented the best spi-
rit and vigor of 1848. The first power of the government was
to be in the hands of the Emperor, who was empowered to make
treaties, war, peace, control movements of the army and navy,
to supervise the highways and post. He was to have a civil
list and responsible ministers and the right to dissolve the
Reichstag, which was to be composed of a house of states and
a house of people., Essentially, the Emperor was to be a
unifying factor over and against the petty princes and the
Reichstag. A third factor was the Imperial court of Justice,
which wae to provide a unity of law and Jjustice for the realm 44
However, there were compromises which were to weaken this
unitary constitution., Although the individual states had to
give up envoys and consuls, they retained‘representative
bodies which were to be chosen by themselves, Imperial law-
giving was under certain restraints, and taxes could only be
levied in case of need., In addition, the house of states was
a conservative body which could act against decisions made by
the representatives of the people who were elected by univer-

sal, direct, and secret ballot. Throughout, however, this

Ut

document was to express the Germen democratic spiri‘b.l‘L
However conservative the work of the Frankfort parliament

might have been, there were more conservative forces at work.
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The counter-revolution in Austria was a signal for Prussia to
do the same thing and to do it without any bloodshed. The
fact of the matter was that the masses had lost interest in
the Frankfort parliament, which had ceased to win concessions
and rights for them.46 One the other hand, the upper middle
clagses feared loss of influence and allied themselves with
the dynastic and bureaucratic interests.47 The final blow

to the hopes of the parliament came when the king refused to
accept the'emperorship, despite moments of hesitation and
confusion, After this, attention was now turned to the indi-
vidual states and herein lay Germeny's weakness: "“CGermany
was once more poor in its richness, small in its greatness,
yet great in pettiness, rich in wretchedness...Particularism
wes the true curse of Germany.“48 The revolution had falled;
it only waited for Prussia to strike the blow.

The counter-revolutionary forces now reached their peak
and forced conservative alterations in the constitution. The
nobility was preserved, the death penalty retained, the right
of franchise limited, free instruction of the needy denied,
and the veto for the Imperial council restored, But even now,
Prussia would not accept the constitution and, following
Prussia's lead, Saxony refused the constitution. ZFrussian
troops were sent to Dresden to support the conservative govern-
ment there. Soon revolution broke out in Wurtemberg and Baden,
where even the military Joined the insurgents, But nothing

could stop Prussia and the fortress of Rastalt was the last

to hold out.49 It was Pruscsia which destroyed Germen
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patriotism which she herself had developed.so well in the
preceding gene ation,50 This Badensian Cradle Song expresses
the bitterness which was directed at Prussia:

Sleep, my child, don't cry,

The Prussian's going by.

He killed your father at his door,

He made your wretched mother poor.,
Keep very still, if you'd be wise,

Cr he'll find ways to shut your eyes,
Sleep, my child, don't cry,

The Prussian's going Dby.

Force upon force wag to be the prime mover in German politics

from now on.
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The defeat of liberalism at Rastalt was to set liberal-
ism on a new course., The liberal movement which had its roots
in the Enlightenment and the French Revolution was to abandon
its humanistic idealism which charecterized the period from
Stein to the Frankfort parliament and to adopt the integral
type of nationalism which was to find its greatest exponent
in Bismarck,. The task, therefore, is to examine liberalism
as a concept before and after this period and to assess the
reasons for its change of course and the significance of this
change,

Basically the liberalism which was developed in Germany
durins and after the Napoleonic wars was in opposition to the
liberalism and nationalism of Jacobinism, For the principlces
of revolution and reason were substitutes for the ideas of
history and tradition., The idea of history as an evolutionary
movement was propounded most naturally by vhilosophers of his-
tory, such as Hegel and Herdér, who were to take the lead in
developing a "liberal" philosophy. Although much of the
thought which was to come from this reaction against Jacobinism
was conservative, ther also arose from this movement a middle
group of liberzl nationalists.

This movement combined both nationalism and liberalism,
Its exponents thought each nationality should have an inde-
pendent state of its own. Divided nationalities should be
joined into one state and Imperial states should be divided

into their constituent nationalities, If every national astate
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should be free, likewise the citizens of these states must be
free, Especially, they must have personal liberties, such as
speech, press, worship, and association., Economic liberties
were also important; there should be freedom of contract, pro-
fession, and trade, And most importently there must be pol-
itical freedom. They espoused the principle of representative
democracy whereby assemblies would be chosen by equal, univer-
sal, and secret sufferage. But, 1t must be remembered, that
these principles were advocated by the middle classes who had
no burning fervor for "natural rights,® but maintained them
to be the evolutionary end of society. Liberal principles
were to be promoted by the liberal institutions of free pop-
ular education, short term militia, popular jJjournalism, and
patriotic societies.52

One of the leading exponents of this type of liberalism
in Germany was Karl Theodor Welcker., As a student he had been
fired by the patriotism which had awakened Germany during
Nepoleon's victories. It is interesting to note that he was
trained in history and jurisprudence. The key to his phil-
osophy is his belief in the evolutionary history o? mankind,
Political development, he perceived, was like the individual's
development from childhood to youth and menhood. Governments
had proceeded from despotism, to theocracy, and were now teo
come to the legal state, It w2s accompanied by a changing
method of soclal control from force and fear to faith and now

to reason and liberty. Liberty, for him, meant a trust in the
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ablility of the individual to develop the greatest possible
virtue and happiness, Within the legal state, men could realize
themselves and their potentialities, The legal state was,
therefore, a constitutional state in which the liberties were
listed and guarenteed. The citizens of the state should take

an active role in insuring the guarantees of individual 1lib-
erties, However, he was definitely opposed to revolution as

a means of realizing this state and this state was to be com-
posed of not more than one nationality which must be in itself
highly developed.

The "Declaration of the Fundamental Rights of the German
People," which was issued from the Frankfort Parliament, was
in part created by Welcker. Like the French Declaration of
the Rights of Man and of the Citizen, it espoused national
popular sovereignty, personal liberties, and denunciation of
nobility and elass privileges, Yet it 1s a more restricted
document emphasizing the German nation and omitting any
reference to natural rights and the right of revolution.
Liberalism was then to be peaceful and traditional.53

Having looked at Theodor Welcker as a theroticlan, it
might be well to look at Heinrich von Gagern, the leader of
the Frankfort parliament. He too helieved that each nation
and every. individual should exercise the right of self-
determination, within the traditions of the historical past.
His philosophy is noted by Hanes Kohn:

The emphasis upon individual nationality and its
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rights and the high evaluation of popular traditions
and of the vernacular--the vision of a future peace-
ful world, in which each natlonality would dwell in
liberty in its wwn place, each awakened by the high
message of humanity, each cultivating it own way,
all, whether large or small, equal and competing

eacefully for the common good of mankind--the faith
of a haermonious synthesization of the rights of the
individual with his loyalty to the national commun-
ity and its 2uties to mankind: these were the new
elements, o2 -

Von Gagern led the parliament with ability and incorporated
his ideas into the work of the parliament., But, finally,
he was not able to combat the tide of more practical and more
realistic nationalism and politics which were coming into
Germany as a reaction to the revolutions of 1848,

Although Welcker was a professor, supporters were found
in every walk of 1life., Politicians such as Gagern, Schmerling,
and Lasker, industrialists such as Hansemann and Mevissen and

econonmists such as Prince-Smith and Faucher endorsed these

=

rinciples, Differing, as any large group will, they as-

sumed in general that each nationality should be a separate
political unit with an independent constitutionl government

ending despotism, aristocracy, and ecclesiastical influence.

They believed that each state in serving its ewn interests

would be serving the interests of humanity as a whole by

national policies of free-trade, anti-militarism, anti-imperialism
and international cooperation., They borrowed heavily from the
romantic movement., The had sympathy for the underdog and the
oppressed. And, in doing so, they revived interest in the

past, in national heroes and legends, But peaceful as they
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mnight have been, they lived in a lese than pacific world, To
promote thelr principles they encouraged people to fight for
unity and freedom; but here was the cause of their failure,
Once the sword had been taken up, it was difficult to lay

dowvn, Nationalism grew in strength while liberalism becam

o

weaker, The deed became more important then the idea and led
to the more harsh type of liberalism which was to become
prominent after the reactions of 1849,55

Without 2 doubt liberal nationalism lived on, but the
new form of intefral nationalism was to take its place as the
most important movement in the last half of the nineteenth
century. Charles Maurras was a Frenchman of this type and
describes the movement in his own words as "the exclusive
pursuit of national policies, the absolute maintenance of
national integrity and the steady increase of national power--
for a nation declines when it loses its military might."56
Therefore, it i1s seen to be a jingoistic and militant movement
which has its heirs in the twentieth century. In general, it
distrusts minorities, other nations, and internatiocnalism,
based on mutual respect and cooperation.57

However, most distressingly it came from liberal nat-
ionalism., How then was this humanitarian and liberal move-
ment transformed into a militant and intolerant one? One
factor is the fact that the liberal nationalists took up the
sword to liberate oppressed nationalities, whether it was

themselves or another. In the case of 1848, peaceful and
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tolerant actlons were seen to fail in the face of the forces
of reaction., Bismarck was to prove pragmatically the value

of force. Integral nationalism was nurtured as much on the
failures of liberal nationalism 2s on its owvn successes., The
value of the force of arms to maintain indenendence was est-
ablished. Another factor was that once the liberals success-
fully achieved their indevpendence, their heads were turned by
that success. For example, the partial success which the
revolutions of 1848 had created led the Frankfort assembly to
deny the national principle to Poland. A third factor was the
establishment of liberal institutions such as public education,
free press and association,. Schools, press and associations
as they came more and mbre under the control of the national
state were used to inculcate the ideals of nationalism to the
masses. This movement appeals to the masses and operates with
their blessing and approval for the glory of the fatherland,
In doing so it becomes a religion., Although it is the child
of liberalism, liberalism after 1848 was unable to combat its

offspring.
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After the revolutions of 1848 and the reactions of 1849
the Prussian state continued to be much the same as it wae in
the previous period--not quite the same to be sure, but the
social structure had not been seriously changed or upset. In
Prusgsia the social and politiczl structure had assumed an as-
pect peculiar to that state, Indeed, it had similarities to
both Ruscsia and France, England and Austria; but, on the whole,
it must be said that its social structure was distinective and
different., It is this structure which existed between 1848
and 1870 which must now be examined,

The first group which should be considered 1s the Junkers,
Historically, they were the oldest group in Prussia--predating
even the Hohenzollerns., As England hacd their country squires
so did the east seven provinces of Prussia have their Junkers,
They differed from the rest »f the German nobility in that they
had mixed at an early date with the Slavic peoples who were
the original settlers and had been conquered by them., On
account of their conquest, they rapidly assumed an attitude
of command and domination over their subjects, who had been
made serfs, compelling these peasants to work their lands for
them and to perform other services which the squire deemed
necessary., In local affairs, the Junkers rapidly assumed
control through the power of the local diets and demanded to
be hereditary military and political advisors to the prince.
And through the lucrative grain trade which flowed througb

this part of north-central Eurcope, they gained the power of
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the purse. Through this power they were able to extend their
control over the dlets and the peasants.58

Although they were eventually controlled by the Hohen-
zollerns, they becam enthusiastic supporters of the crown and
were thus able to retain much of their powers. The Great
Elector granted them complete control over their local spheres.
The Junker, who was to become the symbol of authority and
obediance to the state, learned much of this loyalty to the
fatherland from servige in the army; these qualities he
passed on to his subjects at home, On the whole, the Junkers
were able to make an admirable compromise between feudalism
ond absclutism by gaining control over the local spheres and
by service to the state as a whole in service in bureaucratic
and court posts.59

In the nineteenth century the Junkers were challenged
again, this time by the liberal industrial capitalism of the
rising middle class and the materialistic profit motive., They
became agressive self-seekers, turning to the past =2nd the
romantic movement which fostered their existence, and putting
up a2 stout resistance. Even when limited by Stein and
Hardenberg's reforms,e.g. emancipation of serfs, citizen
armies, equal citizenship, and the limiting of their admini-
strative functions, their power was hardly impaired at the
local level and they were actually able to bring more land
under their control because of the land reforms. They
continued their policy of service and alliance to the king,

although they always remained separate from the royal influence.
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Thelr ideal of a corporate state, God-ordained, which had been
promoted by Lutheranism, was strengthened by the revolutions
of 1848, Bismarck, who was 2lso a Junker, brought them to
new power with a policy of realism and nationalism. Bismarck's
policies, which were to carry the Junkers further then they
wished, converted the upper middle class to their ideals.,
Throughout this period the Junkers were able to continue in
their tradition of control and service to state.éo

What were the careers the Junkers might follow in the
bureaucracy and administration of the Prussian state? As a
generalization, it might be said that they held general offices
rather than particular or technical offices for which they
lacked training. In addition, they often held court offices
which had great influence rather than those in the diplomatic
service because of the wide range of interests demanded by

these positions.6l It may well be asserted that the parti-
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