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Oviginully written at the request of a small group of rdlicals known as the Communist
Leage, the Manifesto of the Cominunist Party (154%) has hecome the most funons,
und pulmpq the most influential, statement of Karl Mard's views. In other writings Marx
(1818-1883) delves more deeply into phulosophicad, economic, and social issues, bnt
none of these is as comprehensive or cear as the Manifesto. The clurity may he due
largely Lo Friedrich Engels (1820-1895), Marx's longtine friend and collaborator. bot
the ideus were chiefly Mars's—as Engels himsell acknowledged. Beginning with the
statement, “The history of all hitherto existing society is the hlstow of class stmgeales,”
the Manifesto sets out Murx's materialist cone eption of listory i hold terms, then dmwb
on this analysis of history and economics to otler o program for radical change. If some
af Marx's and Engels’s proposals no looger seem radical—a “heavy progressive or grad-
nated income tax,” tor example, or “free education for all children in public sc 1001\ —
this is a stgn of he changes since 1848, But even by today’s standards, same of their pro-
Pmal‘iAh)r exmuple, dhohtu)n of property m land” and “equal liabilitv of all to
labour"—tnay seem very radical indeed.
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Boectre 15 haunting Europe—the spectre of
B munis. Al the powers of old Europe
P'entered into a holy aliance to exorcise this
i tre: Pope und Crzar, Metter nich and Guizot,

ach Radicals and German policre—spies.

ften

fants in pmwrr‘ Whue the ()ppoqtmn thdt
; not hur]ed b;\ck “lf-‘ bmndmgﬁ re pmaLh of

N éﬁersaries?

Two things result from this fuct.

I Communism is already acknowledged by
| European Powers to be itself a Power.

“IL Tt is high time that Communists shonld
B:openly, in the face of the whole world, publish
their views, their aims, their tendencies, and
meet this nursery tale of the Spectre of
¥ Comuumism with a Manifesto of the party itsetf
- To this eud, Communists of various wation-
‘dities  have assembled in London, and
{ sketched the following Manifesto, ta he pub-
lished in the English, Prench German, ltalian,
; Flemish and Damqh Janguages.

I BOURGEOIS AND PROLETARIANS

T}lf hhtnr\' of all hitherto e\lstmﬁ suuet\’ is
the listory of class struggles.

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian,
lord and serf, auild-inaster and journeyinan, in
dward, appressor wnd oppressed, stood in con-
Stant oppasition to ane another, carried on an
untnterrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a
fight that each time ended, either in a levnlu—
Honary re-constitution of society at large, or in
the common ruin of the (ontendmg dasses

In the earlier epochs of history, we {ind al-
most everywhere o complicated arvangement
of society into varions orders, a manifold ora-
dation of social rank. In ancient Rome we
have patricians, knights, plebeians, slaves: in
the Middle Ages, feuddl tords. vassals. guild-
masters, journeymen, apprentices, sevts: in al-
most all of these classes, again, subordinate
gradations,
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MANIFESTO OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY

The modern bourgeois society that has
sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has
not done away with class antagonisms. 1t has
but established new classes, new conditions of
oppression, new forts of struggle in place of
the old ones.

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie,
possesses, however, this distinctive feature: it
has simplified the class antagonisins: Society as
a whole 15 more and more splitting up iuto two
great hostile camps, inta two great classes di-
rectly facing each other: Bourgeowsie and
Proletariat,

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang
the chwrtered burghers of the earliest towns.
From these burgesses the first elements of the
bourgeoisie were developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of
the Cape, opened up fresh ground for the ris-
ing bourgeoisie. The Fast-Indian and Chinese
markets, the colonisation of America, trade
with the colonies, the increase in the means of
exchange and in commodities generally, gave
to cotnmerce, to navigation, to industry, anim-
pulse never hefore kiown, and thereby, to the
revolutionary element in the tottering feudal
society, a rapid development.

The {enda] system of industry. under which
industrial pmduztmn wits m(mnpohsed by
closed gnilds, now no longer sufliced for the
grawing wants of the new markets. The manu-
facturing system took its ptace. The guildmas-
ters were pushed on one side by the manufac-
turing  middle  class; labour
between the different corporate guilds van-
ished in the fuce of division of lubour in each
single worksliap.

Meuntime the markets kept ever growing.
the demand ever rising. Even manufacture no
longer sufficed. Thereupon, steam and ma-
chinery revolutionised industrial production.
The place of manufacture was taken by the gi-
ant, Modern Industry, the place of the mdus-
trind middle class, by industrial millionaires,
the leaders of whole industrial armies, the
modern bourgeois.

division of
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Maodern industry has established the wurld-
market, for which the discovery of Anwrica
paved the wav. This market has given an im-
melse dcvelopment fo commerce, to naviga—
tion, to communication by land. This develop-
ment has, i its turu, reacted an the extension
of industry; and in proportion us industry,
comrerce, navigation, railways extended, in
the same proportion the hourgeoisic devel-
oped, increased its capital, and pushed inta the
background every class handed down trom the
Middle Ages.

We see, therefore, how the modern bour-
geoisie is itself the product of a long course of
developmeni, of a sevies of revolutions in the
modes of production and of exchange.

Each step in the development of the bour
gecisie was accompanied by a corresponding
political advance of that class. An oppressed
cluss under the sway of the fendal nobility, an
armed and sell-goveming association in the
mediacval commune: here independent wrban
republic {as in Italy and Germany;, there tax-
able “third estate” of the mouarchy (as in
Francel, afterwards, in the period of mamufac-
turc proper, serving either the semi-feudal or
the absolute monarchy as a counterpoise
against the nobility, and, in {act, corner-stoue
of the great monarchies in general, the bour-
geoisie has at last, since the establishment of
Modern Industry and of the world-market,
canquered for itself, in the modern represen-
tattve State, exclusive political sway. The exce-
ative of the modern State is but 1 committee
for tmanaging the comman afluirs of the whole
bourgesisie.

The bourgeoisic, historically, bas played a
most revolutionary part.

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the up-
per hand, has pul an end to all fendal, patriar-
chal, idyllic relations. It hus pitilessly torn
asunder the wotlev feudal ties that bound man
to his “natural superiors.” and has left vemain-
ing no other nexus between inan uad man thao
naked sell-interest, than callous “rash pay-
ment.” I has drowned the most heavenly ec
stasies of religious fervour, of chivalrous en-
thusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism, in the

icy waler of egohistical caleulation. It has re.
solved personal warth into exchange value, and
i place of the numberless indeteasible char.
tered treedoms. hus set up that single, uncon.
scionable freedom-—Free Trade Tu one word,
{or exploitation, veiled by religious and politi
cal tusions, it has substitited naked, shams.
less, divect, bruta! eaploiration.

The hourgenisic hay stripped of its halo ey,
ery occupation hitherto hononred and lonked
up to with reverent awe. It Lhas converted the
physician, the lawyer, the piiest, the poet, the
man of science, into ity puaid wage-labourers,

The Lourgeoisie has torm eway {rom the
family its sentimental veil, and has reduced the
family relation to a mere mosey relation.

The bourgeoisie has disclosed how it came
to pauss that the brutal display of vigour in the
Middle Ages, which Reactionists so much ad-
mire, found its fitting complement in the most
slothful indolence. Tt has been the ficst to show
what mian’s activity can bring abouat. It has sc.
complished wonders far surpassing Eayptian
pyramids, agueducts,  and  Gothie
cathedrals: it has conducted expeditions thet |

Roman

put in the shade all former Eacduses of nations
and crisades.

The bourgeoisie cannot exist without con-
staatly revolutionising the instruments of pro-
duction, and thereby the relations of prodve -
tinn, and with them the whole relations of 3
sociely. Conservation ul the old modes of pro- 7
duction in unaltered form was, on the contvary, -
the first condition of existence for all earlier
industrial classes. Constunt revolutionising of ;
production, uninterrupted disturbance of all
social conditions, everlasting uncertuinty and
agitation distinguish the bourgeuis epoch from';
all sarbier nnes, All fised. fast-frozen relations,
with their train of ancient and venerahle preju-,
dices and opinions, are swept away. all new:
formed ones become antiquated before they,
ean ossify. All that is solid meles into air, al
that is holy is profuned, and man is at last €0%°
petled to face with sober senses, bis real C‘J“d‘.-
tions of tife. and his relations with his kind. 4

The nced of a constantly expanding marke
for its products chases the bourgeoisic avert




1o surface of the glube. It must nestle ev-
here, settle evervwhere, estublish connex-
F s e\.ner}where
E The hourgeotsie has through its exploitation
r the world-market given a cosmopolitan
paracter to productinu and consumption in
\Qeg}r comntry. To the great chagrin of Reac-
¥ onists, it has drawn {rom under the feet of in-
Gustry the nationa] ground on which it stood.
Al old-established national industries have
been destroyved or are daily being destroved.
Thev are disiodged by new industries, whose
ntroduction becomes a life and death ques-
tion for all civilised nations, by industries that
ro longer work up 111(116(*110114 raw material,
mt raw material drawn from the remotest
zones: industries whese products are con-
Fsumed, not only at home, but in every quarter
o the globe. In place of the old wants, satis-
& fed by the Produ\'tlcmq of the country, we find
. new wunts, requiring tor their satisfaction the
products of distant lands and climes. fn pld(e
g of the 0ld local and national seclusion and self-
E suf!”iciency, we have intercourse i every direc-
§. tion, universal mterdependence of natious. And
as in material, so also i intellectnal produc-
“tion. The intellectual creations of individual va-
tions bocome common property. National one-
sidedness and  narkow-mindedress  become
more wnd more imphssible. and from the nu-
mergus national and local literatures, there
arisces o world literature.,
The bourgenisie, by the rapid improvement

of all instruments of production, by the im-
Mmensely factlitated weans of communication.
draws (ul even the most barbarian, nations into
m'.-}hszmon. The cheap prices of its commaodi-
Hes are the lieavy artillery with which it batters
down all Chinese walls, with which it f[orces

the harbarians intenselv obstinate hatred of

foreigners to capitulate. It compels all nations,
on pain of extinclion, to adopt the bourgeois
mode of production; it compels them to iutro-
(}uce whut it calls civilisation into their midst,
. to hecome bourgeois themselves. In oue
\’\(Jld it creates a wer ld atter its own image.
The bourgeoisie has subjected the country
to the rule of the towns. It has created enor-
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mous cities, has gredtlv increased the whban
population as compared with the rural, und has
thus rescued a considerable part of the popula-
tion from the idiocy of rural life. Just as it has
made the country dupendent on the towns, so
it has made barbarian and semi-barbarian
countries dependent on the civilised ones. na-
tions of peasants on vations of bourgeois. the
Eust ot the West.

The bourgeoisie keeps more anud more doing
away with the scattered state of the population,
ol the means of production, and of property.
It has agglomerated population, centralised
means of production. and has concentrated
property in a few hands. The necessary conse-
quence of this was political contralisation.
Independent. or but loosely connected prov-
inces, with separale jmterests, laws, gavern-
ments and systems of taaalion. became lumped
toget‘her into one nation, with one government,
one code of laws, one national class-interest,
one trontier and one customs-tariff.

The bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce
one handred years. has created more massive
und inore colossal productive forces than have
all preceding geuerations together. Snbjection
of Nature's forces to man, machinery, applica-
tion of chemistry to industyy and agricultnre.
steam-navigation, ; electric  tele-
graphs, clearing of whole continents for culti-

railways,

vation, canatisation of rivers, whole popula-
tions conjured ont of the ground—what
carlier century had even a pwwutnmnt that
such pmdmh\o forees slumbered in the lap of
social Tubour?

We see thens the means of pl'O(,hu;'tl'O_ll and
of exchange. on whose foundation the bour-
geotsie built itsell up, were sererated in fendal
society, At o certain stage in the development
of these means of production wnd of exchange,
the conditions under which feadal society pro-
duced md exchanged, the fendal organisation
of agriculture and mmuf.{ctmmg 111(111%1\ in
one word, the feudal relations of property be-
came no longer compatible with the already
developed pfodm-:]w‘ forces; thiev became so
wany fetters, They had to be burst asunder:
they were burst asunder.
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Into their place stepped free competition,
accompanied by o social and politicai constitu-
tion adapted to it. and by the economical and
politicul swav ol the bourgeois class,

A similar movement is going on betore our
own eves. Modern bourgeois society with its

relations of production. of exchange and of

property, a society that has conjured up such
gigantic means ol production and of exchange,
is like the sorcerer, who is ne longer able to
couttrol the powers of the nether world whom
he has called up by his spells. For many a
decade pass the history ot ndwstry and com-
merce is but the history of the revolt of mod-
em productive forces against modern condi-
tions of production, aguinst the property
relutions that are the conditions for the exis-
tence ol the bourgeoisie and of its rale. It is
enouyh to mention the commercial crises that
by their periadical return put on its trial, each
time more threateningly, the evstence of the
entire bonrgeois society. n these crises a great
part not only of the existing products, bat also
of the previously created productive forces, are
periodically destroved. In these crises there
breaks out an epidemic that, in all curlier
epochs, would have seemed an absurdity—the
epidemic of ovor-production. Society suddendy
finds itself put back into a state of mowmentary
barbartsm; it appears as if a famine, a universal
war of devastation had cut off the supply of ev-
ery means of subsistence; industry and com-
meree  seem  to be  destroyed; and  why?
Because there is ton much civilisation, too
much meuns of subsistence, too wmuch indus-
try, too much commerce. The productive
forces at the disposal of suciety wo longer tend
to further the development of the conditious of
hourgeois property; on the contrary, they have
become too powerful for these conditions, by
which they are lettered and so soon as they
overcome these fetters, they bring disorder
inta the whole of bourgeas society, endanger
the existence of hourgeais praperty. The con-
ditions of bourgeois society are too narrow to
comprise the wealtl created by thewr. And how
dewes the bourgeoisie get over these crises? On

the one hand by enforced destruction of a vnass
of pluductiv(‘ forces; on the other, by the con-
quest of new markets, and by the more thor.
ough exploitation of tae old ones. That s to
say. by paving the wayv [or more extensive and
more destructive erises, and by diminishing
the means whereby crises wre prevented, ;

The weapons with which the bourgeoisie
felled feudalism to the gronnd are now turned
agrainst the hourgeoisie itself.

But not onh has the bourgeoisie torged the
weapons that bring death to itselt; it has also
called firto existence the men who are Lo wiely]
those weapons—the modern working (s
the proletartans.

In proportion as the bourge-oisie, i, capi-
tal, is develnpﬁd, in the same proportion is the
proletariat, the modern working cluss, devel-
oped-—a class of labourers, who live only so
leng as thev find work. and who find work only
su long as their labanr increases capital. These
labourers, who anust sell themselves puece-
meal, are a commodity, like every ather article
ol commmenrce, und are consequently exposed to
all the vicissitudes of conpetilion, to all the
flictuations of the market.

Owing to the extensive use of wuchinery
and to division of labanr, the work of the pro-
letarians hus lost all fudividual character, and
consequently, all churm for the workman. He
hecomes an appenduage of the machine, and it
is mﬂy the most simple] mast monolonons, and
most easily acgnired knack, that is required of
him. Henee, the cost of production of a work-
man is restricted, almost entively. to the means |

c PN AT

of subsistence that he requires for his muinte-
nance, and for the propagation of his race. But
the price of a commnodity, and therefore alsn of“
lubour, is equal to its cost of production In’:
proportion. theretore, as the repulsiveness of
the work increases. the wage decreases. Nay
more, in proportion as the use of machinery
and divisicn of labour increases, i the sawme ;
propottion the burden of tail also increases
whether by prolongation of the wurking ]m‘urS,:
by increase of the work exacted tn a given time
or by increased speed of the machinery, e



odern industry has cowverted the little
skshop nf the patriarchal master into the
eai factory of the industrial capitalist. Masses
Jabourers, crowded inte the factory, are or-
sed like soldiers. As privates of the indus-
pial army they are placed under the comniand
of perfoct hierarchy of officers and sergeants.
ot only are lhe) slaves of the l)r)nrucum class,
nd of the bowrgenis State; they are daily and
agurly enslaved by the machine. by the over-
peker, and. above all, by the sudividinal bour-
o cois manufacturer himself. The ware openly

{:this despotism proclaims gair to be its end and
aim, the more petty, the more hateful and the
more embittering it is,

The less the skill and exertion of strength
implied m manuat labour, ir other words, the
more modern industry hecomes developed,
the more is the labour of mwen superseded by
' that of women. Diffcrences of age and sex Lave
ne longer any distinctive soctal validity tor the
working class. All are instruments of labour,
T mwre or less (‘.XPF}IISiVP to wse, according (3]
their age and sex

No sooner is the exploitation of the labourer
by the manufacturer, so far. at an end, that he
receives his wages in cash, than he is set upon
by the other partions of the bourseoisie, the
landlord, the shopkeeper, the pawnbroker, cte.

The lower strata of the middie class—the
small fradespeaple. shopkeepers, and retired
tradesmen generally, the handicraftsmen and
peasants—all these sink grudually into the pro-
letariat, partly because their diminutive capital
does not suffice for the scale an which Modern
Industry is carried on, and is swarped in the
tompetition with the large capitalists, partiy
because their specialised  skill s rendered
warthless by new methods of productiou. Thus
the ')r(-]ehnf;t is recruited from all classes of
the population. "

The pl()l&f_drldt aues th]OuG}' varieus stages
of dew(lopment W 1th ity blrlh begins its strug-
tle with the howrgeoisie. AL [irst t]m coatest s
carrfed on by i wdividual Tabour ers, then by the
WO]kpec)p[c ofa factory, then by the operatives
of one trade, in one lncaht\ against the indi-
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vidual bourgeois wha directly exploits them.
They direct their attacks not against the bour-
geois conditions of prodncnon: but against the
instruments of production themselves; they
destroy imported wares that compete with
their labour, they smash to pieces machinery,
thev set factories ablaze, they seck to restore
by force the vanished status of the workman of
the Middle Ages.

Al this stage the labourers still form an inco-
herent mass scattered over the whole coumry,
and broken up by their mutual competition. It
anywhere they unite to form more compact
badies, this is not vet the consequence of their
own active union, but of the union of the Lour-
geoisie. which class, in order to attain its own
political ends, is compelled to sel the whole
proletariat in motion, and is moreover yet, for
a time, able to do so. At this stage, thercfore,
the proletarians do not fight their enemies, but
the enemies of their enemies, the rewmants of
absolute monarchy, the landowners, the nonin-
dustrial bourgenis, the petty bourgeoisie. Thus
the whole historical inovement is concentrated
in the hands of the bourgeoisie; every victory
so obtained is 4 victory for the bourgenisie,

But with the dmclopmcnt of industry the
pmletal idat nol orﬂy increases in number: it be-
comes concentrated in greater masses, its
strengtl grows, and it feels that strength more.
The vuarious interests and conditions of life
within the runks of the pl‘oh:f;ll'i'dt are move
wid more oqr.alisecl, in proportion as machin-
ery obliterates all distinctions of labour, and
nearly everywhere reduces wages to the same
low level. The growing competition among the
bourgeois, and the :esu]tmg commercial crises,
make the wages of the workers ever more {luc-
tuating The unceasing improvement of ma-
chinery, ever more rapidly developing, makes
their livelibood miore and more precarious; the
collisions between individual workmen and in-
dividual bourgeois take more and more the
churacter of collisions hetween two clusses.
Thereupon the workers begin to form combi-
nations (Trade Unions) against the bowgeois:
they club togetber in order to keep up the rate
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of wages: they tound permanent associations in
order to make provision beforehand for these
pucasivnal revolts, Here and there the contest
breaks ont into ricts.

Now and then the workers are victorious,
but only for a time. The real frwit of their bal-
les lies, not in the immediate result, bat in the
ever-expanding  union of the workers. This
anion is helped an by the toproved means of
commmicution that are created by modern in-
clustry and that place the workers of different
localities i contact with one another. Tt was
just this contact that wus needed to centralise
the numerous loeal struggles, all of the same
character, into oue national struggle between
clagses. But every cluss struggle s a political
struggle. And that wnion, to attain which the
burghers of the Middle Ages, with their wiser-
able highwavs, required centuries, the modern
proletarians. thanks to railways, achieve in a
few vears.

This organisation of the proletarians into a
cluss, and cansequen tly into a pn]il'i(:al party, is
continnally being upset again by the competi-
tion between the workers themselves. But it
ever rises up again, stronger, firmer, mightier.

It compels legislative recognition of particular

intetrests of the workers, b)f taki ng :ulv;mtage of

the divisions among the bourgeoisie itself. Thus
the ten-hours” bill in England was carried.

Altogether collisions hetween the classes of

the old society turther, in many ways, the
course ol development of the prolemndt. The
bourgeotsie finds itsell involved in 4 constant
battle. At frst with the aristocracy; later on,
with those portions of the bourgeuisie itself,
whose interests have becowe antagonistic to
the progress of illdmtry; at all times, with the
bourgeoisie of toreign countries. In all these
batties it sees itself compelied to appeal to the
proletariat, to ask for its help, and thus, to drag
it inte the political arenu. The bourgeoisie it-
selll therefore. supplies the proletariat with its
own elements of political and general eduen-
tion, in other words. it furnishes the proletariat
with w eapons for ﬁghtmﬂ the bourgeoisie.
Further,
sections of the rling classes are. by the ad-

as we have alreadv scen, entirve

vance of industry, precipitated inte the prole-
tariat, or are at least threatened in their condi-
tions of existence. These also supply the prole-
tariat with fresh elements of enlightenment
and progress.

Finailv. in tines when the class struggele
pears the decisive hour, the process of dissolu-
tion going on within the ruling class, in facer
within the whole range of sociely, assumes
such a violent, wlaring character, that & small
section of the ruling class ents itself adrift, and
joins the revolutionary cluss, the class that
holds the futwre i its hands. Just as. therefore,
at an earlier period, a section of the nohiliy
went over ta the lu'»ul'geﬂi:»'i(:, 56 NOW 1 portioﬁ
of the bowrgeoisic goes aver to the proletaria:
and in particular, a portion of the bonrgeois
ideologists, who have ratsed themselves to the
level of comprelending theoretically the his-
torical moveinent as a whole.

Of all the elasses that stand face to fuce with
the bourgeolsie teday, the proletariat alone is g
really revolutionary class. The other classes de-
cay and tinally disuppear i the face of Modern
Industry; the proletariat is its special and es.
sential produet,

The lower middie class. the small manufac-
turer, the shopkeeper, the artisan, the peasant,
all these light against the bourgeoisie, to save
from extinction their esistence as fractions of
the middle class. They are therefore not reve-
Intionarv. but conservative. Nay more, they are
reactionary, for they try to roll back the wheel
of history. If by Clmnce they are revolutionary,
they are so only in view of their impending
transfer into the proletariat. they thus defend
not their present, but their fature interests,’
they desert their own standpoint to place
thewselves at that of the prolemrmt

The “dangerous class,” the social senm, ﬂlﬂt
pas‘m/clx rotting wass thrown off by the lowest
fayers of old society, may, here and there, be
swept into the movenent b_v i pmle arian rev-*
olution: its conditions of life, however, prept?
it far more for the part ofa bubul tood of reac”
tionary intrigue. f"

In the conditions of the proletariat, those D, 4
old society at large are already ‘ict? J’
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hped, The proletarian is without property;
relation to his wile and children has no
Priger anything in common with the bourgeois
mﬂy-re]a’(iuns; modern  industrial  labour,
Fiodern sshjection to Capital, the same in
Eogland as in France, in America as in
Fermany, has stripped hin of overy trace of
- tional character. Law, morality, religion, arc
%o him so many bourgeois prejudices. behind
E.ich lurk in ambush just as many bourgeois
nterests.

All the preceding classes tliat got the upper
and, sought to fortify thetr already acquired
fstatus by subjecting society at large to their
k conditions of appropriation. The proletarians
¥eannot become masters of the productive
forces of society, except by abolishing their

f ovn previous mode of appropriation. and
E thereby also every other previvus mode of ap-
{ propriation. They have nothing of their own to
- secure andd to tortify; their mission is to destroy

all previous sccurities for, and (nsurasices of,
individual property.

All previous  historical movements were
movements of minoritics, or in the interests of
minorities. The proletarian movement is the
self-consciouns, independent movement of the
mmense majority, in the interests of the im-
mense majority. The proletariat, the lowest
sratim of our preseut society, cannot stir,

“cannot raise itself up, without the whale super-

incumbent strata of official societv being
Sprung into the air,

Though not in substance. yet in form. the
Strugale of the proletariat with the bourgeaisie
15 at first 4 national struggle. The proletariat of
fach country must, of course, first of all settle
Mmalters with its own bourgeoiste,

In depicting the most general phases of the
d(‘vcloPment of the proletarial, we traced the
more or less veiled civil war, raging within ex-
isting society, up to the puint where that war
breaks out into open revolution, and where the
vinlent overthrow of the bourgeoisie lays the
foundation for the swav of the prodetariat.

Hitherto, every form of snclety has been
buased, as we have already seen, on the antago-
nism of oppressing aud oppressed classes. But
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in order to oppress a class, certain conditions
must be assured to it under which it can, at
least, continue its slavish existence. The serf,
in the period of serfdom, raised himself to
membership in the commune, just a5 the petty
bourgeois. under the yoke of feudal abso-
lutiszn, managed to develop into a bourgeois.
The modern labourer, on the contrary, instead
of rsing with the progress of industry. sinks
deeper and deeper below the conditions of ex-
istence of his own class. He becomes a pauper,
and pauperism develops more rapidly than
population and wealth. And bere it becomes
evideut, that the hourgeoisie js unfit auy
longer to be the ruling class in society, and to
ilmpose its conditinns of existence upon society
as an over-riding law. It is unfit to rule because
it is incompetent to assure an existence to ity
slave within his slavery, because it cannot help
letting him sink into such a state, that it has to
feed him, instead of heing ted by him. Society
can no fonger live under this bourgeoisie, m
other words, its existence is no longer compati-
ble with society.

The essential condition for the existence,
and for the sway of the bourgeois class, is the
{ormation and augmentation of capital: the
condition for capital is wage-labour. Wage
labour rests exclusively on competition be-
tween the labourers. The udvance of industry,
whose involuntary promoter s the bourgeoisie,
replaces the isolation of the labourers, due to
competition, by their revolutionary combina-
tion, due to association. The development of
Modern Industry, theretore, cuts from under
its feet the very foundation on which the bour-
geoisie produces and appropriates products.
What the bourgeoisie, therefore, produces,
above all, is its own grave-diggers. 1ts fall and
the victory of the proletariat are equally in-
evituble,

11 PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS

In what relation do the Communists stand to
the profetarians as a whole?

The Commuuists do not form a separate
party opposed ta other working-class parties.
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Thev have no interests separate and apart
from those of the proletariat as a whole.

Thc}' An not ge P any secrarian pr[uciplcs
of their own, by which ta shape and monld the
proletarian muvement.

The Commmusts are distinguished from the
other working-class parties by this only: (1) In
the national struggles of the proletarians of the
different countries, they point out and bring to
the front the comimon interests of the entire
protetariat, independently of all nutionulity. (2)
In the various stages of developiient which the
struggle of the working elass against the bour-
aoisie has to pass t.hrrn_&gh, t]me_y always and ev-
cr}*\-\fhere represent the interests of the move-
ment as a whole.

The Commumists, therefore, ure on the one
hand, practically, the maost advanced and reso-
lute section of the working-class parties of ev-
ety country, thal section which prshes forward
all others, on the other hand. theoretically.
they have over the sreat mass of the proletariat
the advantage of clearly understanding the line
of march, the conditions, and the uhlmdte gen-
eral resnlts of the proleturion movement.

The immediate atrmi of the Communists is
the same as that of all the other prolcturiuu
partics: forpation of the proletariat inlo a
class, vverthrow of the hourgeois supremacy.
congnest of political power by the proletariat.

The theoretical conclusions of the Commun-
nists are in no way based on ideas or principles
that have been invented, or discovered, by this
or that would-be universal reformer.

They merelv vxpress, in general terms, ac-
tual relations springing Irom an esisting class
struggle\ fromn a histerieal movesent going on
under our very eyes. Tae abolition of existing
property relations is not at all a distinetive fea-
ture of Comtutnism.

All property relations in the past have cou-
doually been subject to hustarical change conse-
yuent upon the change in historical conditions.

The French Bevelution, for exunaple, abol-
ished teudal property in fvonr of bourgeots
property.

The distinguishing feature of Communism
is not the ahnlition of property generally, bnt

the abolition of hourgeois property. Bul mod-
ern bourgeois private property is the tinal ang
most complete expression of the system of pro.
and appropriating products. that i
on the exploitation

ducing
bused oa class amturrrmi'ims,
ot the muny by the few.

In this sense, the theory ot the Communisty
way be summed op in the single sentence:
Abolition of private property.

We Comutunists have heen rﬁproacher{ with
the desire of abolishing the right of personally
acquiring property as the frait of a wan’s own
labour whicl property is allezed o be the
gronndwork ol all pt_tx(m.d xeedom activity
and independeuce.

Hard-won. sell-acquired, self-earned prop-
mt\ 1o you nean the DropeTty of the petty
artisan el ol the small peasant, a form of
praperty that preceded the bourgeois form?
There is no need to abolish that: the develop-
went of industry bas to a great extent already
destroyed it, and is still dtshmmg it daily

Or do yon mean modern bourgenis private
property?

But does wage-labour ereate any property
10r the fabourer? Not a bit. It creates capital,
e that kind of property which cxploits wage- -‘*
lubour, and which cannot inerease except upon
conddition of begerting a new supplv of wage-
labour lor fresh exploitation. Property, in its
present fonn, is based on the antagopism of
capital and wage-labour. Let us eximine hoth
sides of this antagonism.

To be a capitalist. s to have not only a
pure]y personal, but 4 social stafus in produe-

tion. Capital is a collective product, and only ﬁ
by hc uulred action nf muny l)lL“l‘an]’h nay, in

mt‘m’omq of S0 tv, (,(].ll it be set in motion.
Capital is, therefore mot a personal, it I 2
social power. .
When, therefore, capital is converted into
comaman property, into the property of Al
members of society, pelsolmf pmpt‘riv is ‘Dt
thereby Cransformed into social property. Itis &
only the social character of the property ¢ that is -
rlmm,?d It Joses its cluss-character. Let us
now take wage-labour.



he average price of wage-labour is the
jmum wage, fe, that quantom of the
-ezms of subsistence, which is ubsolutely req-
site 0 keep the Tabourer in bare existence ax
B laboureT What, theretore, the wage-labourer
3ppromum"’ bv means of ins ]rﬂ!um merely
flices to pm!uuo and reprodnce a bare exis-
tence. We by no means intend te abolish this
i nersonal appropriation of the products of
flabonr. an appropriation that is made for the
I maintenance and reproducton of boman life.
and that leaves no surplns wherewith to com-
mand the lubour of others. Al that we want to
- do away with, is the miserable character of this
'appropriati(m, under which the labourer Jives
“merely to increuse capitad, aud is allowed to
live only in so far as the interest of the ruling
class requires it
‘ In baurgeois society, Hving labour is but a
f meas lo incerease acenaulated Jabour. In
i Compmunist society, accumulated labowur is but
a wenns to widen, to errich. to promote the
exstence of the labourer, Tu hourgeois society,
therefore, the past dominates the present; 1in
Communist society, the present dominates the
pust. In l:ourgmm society capital is indepen-
dent and hus mdwxduahtv while the living per-
i is dependent and has no indiv 1dul-11]1/\.

And the abolitivn of this state of things is
called by the hourgeots, abolition of individual-
ity and freedom! And rightly <o, The abolition
of b ourgenis U)d]\ldll;llll\* bnumems nudepen-
denee, and bourgeois {recdom is usdoubtedly
cnmr‘d Al

s Areedom is meant. under the present
bom geois conditions of production. tree trade,

=

free sel) ling and buying.
But if selling and buying disappears. free
S*‘llm” and buvm&, (l]\rlFllt’gll\ also. This talk

(lh(mf free selling and buying, and alt the other

“Brave words” of our bou: "Zenisie about free-
dom in general, have a meaning, it any, only in
contrast with restricied wihnrf and bmmff
with the fettered traders of the Middle Ages,
but have no meaning when apposed to the
Communistic abolition of buying and selling,
of the bourgesis conditions ol pmduuhon, (mc]

of the bumg,eume itself
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You are hornified at our intending to do
awiy with private property. But in your oxist-
ing society, private propertv is already done
awiy with for nine-tenths of the p{apu]atmn its
existevce {or the few is solely due to its non-
existence in the Dhands of those wine-tenths.
You reproach us, therefore, with intending to
do away with a form of property, the necessary
condition {or whose existence is the non-exis-
tence of any property for the immnense major-
ity of society.

In ane word, vou reprouch us with intend-
ing lu do away with your property. Precisely so;
that is just what we intend.

From the moment wheu labour can no
longer be couverted into capital, money, or
rent, into a soecial power capame of being mo-
nopetised, i.e., from the moment when individ-
ual property can no longer he transtormed into
bourgeois property, into capital, from that mo-
meut. you sav, individuality vanishes.

You must, therefore, confess that by “indi-
vidual” yon mean no other person than the
bourgeots, than the middle-class owner of
property. 'This person wmust, indeed, be swept
out of the way. and made impossible

Communisya deprives no man of the power
to appropriate the products ot society: all that
it does is to deprive bim of the power to sub-
jugate the labour of others by means of such
apprepriation,

It has boen objected that upon the abolition
of private property all work wit! cease, and nni-
versal Laziness will overtake us.

According to this, bourgeois society ought
long ago to have sone to the dogs through
shecr Jrllenets for thme of its members who
work, acquure nothing, and those who acquire
anvthing. do not work. The whole of this objec-
fion is but another expression ot the Ldutulogv
thut there cun no longer be unv wage-lubour
when there is no longer wny capital.

All objections urged agaiost the Communis-
fic mode of producing and appropriating mate-
rial pmduc:ts‘ luve, in the same way, been
wrged against the Communistic modes of pro-
ducing and appropriating intellectual products.
Just as, to the bourgeois, the disappearance of
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class property is the disappearance of produc-
tion itself, so the disappearance of class culture
is to him identical with the disappearance of all
culbire.

That culture, the loss of which he Lunents,
is, [or the enormous majority, a mere training
to act as a machine.

Bat don't wrangle with us so long as vou ap-
ply. to onr intended abolition of bourgeois
property, the standard of your bourgeois no-
ticur of freedom, culture, faw, &e. Your very
ideas are but the out-growth of the conditions
of your bourgeuis production and bourgeois
property, just as your jurisprudence is but the
will of your cluss made into a law for all, a will,
whaose essential character and direction arve de-
terinined by the ecancinical conditions of exis-
tence of your class.

The selfish misconception that induces you
to transform nto eternul laws of nature and of
reason, the social forms springing [tom vour
present mode of production and form of prop-
erty—historical relations that rise and disap-
pear in the progress of production—this mis-
conception vou share with every ruling class
that has preceded von. What you see clearly in
the case of ancient property, what you admit in
the case of feudal property, you are of course
forbidden to admit in the case of your own
bourgeois form of property.

Abolition of the family! Even the most radi-
cal flare np at this infamous proposal of the
Communists.

On what foundation Is the present family,
the bourgeots fumily, based? On capital, on
private gain. Iun its completely developed
form this family exists only among the bour-
geoisie. But this state of things finds its com-
plerient in the practical absence of the family
among the proletarians, and in public prosti-
tuticn,

The bourgenis family will vanish as a matter
of course when its complement vanishes, and
both will vanish with the vanishing of Capital.

Do you charge us with wanting to stop the
exploitation of children by their parents? To
this crime we plead guilty.

But, you will say, we destroy the most hal-
lowed of relations, when we replace home edu-
cation hy social,

And your edncation! Is not that alsa social,
and determined by the social conditions under
which you edncate, by the ixitervention, direct
or indirect, of society, by means ot schools,
&c.? The Communists have not invented the
intervention ot society in education; they dq
hut seek to alter the character of that intervep
tion, and to rescue education from the infly-
ence of the ruling class.

The bourgeois elap-trap ahout the family angd
education, about the hallowed co-relation of par-
ent and child, becomes all the more disgusting_
the mare, by the action of Modern Industry, all
famsly ties anong the proletarians are torn asun-
der, and their children transtormed into simple
articles of comnmerce and instruments of labour,

But you Communists would introduce com-
munity of women, sereams the whole bour
geoisie in chorus,

The bourgeois sees in his wife a mere in-
strument ol production. He hears that the in.
struments of production are to be exploited in
common, and, naturally, can come to no other
conclusinn than that the lot of being common
to all will likewise fall to the women.

He has not even a suspicion that the real
point aimed at is to do away with the status of
womnen as mere instruments of preduetion.

For the rest, nothing is more ridiculous than 2
the virtoous indignation of our bourgeois at
the community of women which, they pretend,
is to be openly and officially astablished by the §
Cotmunists. The Comwmunists have no need f
to introduce eommunity of women; it has ex-
isted almost from time immemaorial.

Our bourgeais, uot content with having the
wives and daughters of their proletarians at,
their disposal, nut to speak of common prosti-
tutes, take the greatest pleasure in seducing
each other's wives. i

Bourgeois marriage is in reality a system of,
wives in common and thus, at the most, what
the Commuuists might possibly be reproache
with, is thut they desire to introduce, in ¢ s




tion {07 ¢ hypocritically concealed, an openly
egah‘sed conununity of \\-’O!T.l en. FLfr Lhe rest, it
sse]F_eVideul that the abolition of the present
stem of production must bring with it the
holition of the community of women spring-
ng from that svstemn, i.e., of prostitution hoth
ublic and private.

The Communists are further reproached with

Jesiring to abolish countries and nationality.
The working men Liave e country, We can-
pot take froue thern what they have nat got.
Since the proletariat must {irst of all acquire
political supremacy. mmst rise to be the leading
i cluss nf the nation, must constitute itself the
© nation, it is. so far, itsell national, though not
‘inthe bourgeais sense of the word.
National differences and autagonisms be-
tween peoples ure daily more and mere vanish-
ing, owing to the developmenf of the bour-
geoisie, to freadom of commerce, to the
world-market, to uniformity in the mode of
production and in the conditiens of life cerre-
sponding thercto.

g The supremacy of the prolelariat will cause
them to vanish still faster. United action, of the
leading civilised countries at least, is ane of the
fi_rs‘r conditions for the emancipation of the
proletariat,

In proportion as the exploitation of one in-
dividua) by another is put an end to. the ex-
ploitation of one nation by another will also be
Put an end to. Tn proportion as the antagonism

between classes within the nation vanishes. the
bostility of one nation to another will come to
an end.

The charges against Communism  made
from a religious, a philosophical, and, gener-
al]y, from un ideclogical standpoint, are not
deserving of serious examination

Does it require deep intaition to compre-
hend that man's idess, views and conceptions,
T oone word. man’s consciousness, clanges
with every change in the conditions of his ma-
terial existence, in his social relations and in
his social life?

What else does the history of ideas prove,
than that intellectud! production changes its
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character in proportion &§ material production
is chiauged? The ruling ideas of each age have
ever been the ideas of its ruling class.

When people speak of ideas that revolu-
tionise society, they do but express the [act,
that within the old sociely, the clements of a
new one have been created. and that the disso-
lution of the old ideas keeps even pace with
the dissolution of the old conditions of exis-
tenee.

When the ancient world was in its last
throes, the ancient r(-ligmus were Overcome
by Christianity. When Christian ideas sue-
cuibed in the 18th century to rationalist
ideas, foudal society fouvght its death battle
with the then revolutionury bourgeoisie. The
ideas of religious liberty aud freedom of con-
science merely gave expression to the sway of
free competition within the domain of knowl-
edge.

"Undoubtedly,” it will be said. “religious,
moyal, philosoplical and juridical ideas have
been modified in the course of historical de-
velopment. But religion, morality. philosophy,
political science, and law, constantly survived
this change.”

“There are, besides, eternal traths, such as
Freedom, Justice, etc., lhat arc common to all
states of society. But Communism abolishes
eternal truths, it abelishes all religion, and all
morality, instead of constituting them on a new
basis: it therefore acts in contradiction ta all
past historical experience.”

What does this accusation reduce itself to?
Thke history of all past society has consisted in
the development of class antagonisms, antago-
nisnis that assumed different forms at different
epochs.

But whatever form they may have taken,
one fact is common to all past ages, vis., the
exploitation of one part of society by the otlier.
No wonder, then, that the social consciousness
of past ages, despite all the multiplicity and va-
riety it displays, moves within certain common
forms, or genersl ideas, which cannot com-
pletely vanish except with the total disappear-
ance of class antagonisms.
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The Communist revolution is the most radi-
cal rupture with traditional property relations;
no wonder that its development involves the
must radical rupture with traditional ideas.

But let us huve done with the bourgeois ob-
jections to Conmunuuisin.

Ve have seen above, that the first step in
the revolution by the working class, is to raise
the proletariat to the position of ruling class, to
win the battle of democracy.

The  proletariat will use  its  political
sapremacy lo wrest, by degrees, all capital
from the bourgeoisie. to centralise all instru-
nments of production in the Lands of the State,
ie.. ol the proletariat organised as the raling
class; and to increase the total of productive
forces as rapidly us pussible.

OF course, in thc beyginuing, this cannot he
effected except by means of despotic inroads
on the rights of property, and on the condi-
tions of bourgeois production; by meuns of
measures, theretore. which appear economi-
cally insufficient aud untenable, but which. in
the course of the wovement, outstrip them-
selves, necessitate further inroads wpon the
old secinl order, and are unavoidable as a
weuans of entirelv revolntivnising the mode of
production.

These mneasures will of course be different
in different countries.

Nevertheless in the most advanced countries,
the tollowing will be pretty generally applicable

1. Abolition of property in land and applica-
tion of all rents of land to public putposes.
. A heavy progressive or graduated in-

b

come tax.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

4. Confiscation of the property of all cwmi-
grunls and rehels.

. Centralisation of credit in the bands of
the State, by means of a national bank
with  State capital wnd an exclusive
manopuly.

6. Centralisat:on of the means of commu-

nication and transport in the hands of
the State.

b}

7. Extension of factories and instruments
of production owned by the State; the
bringing intn cultivation of waste-lands,
and the improvement of the soil gener-
allv in accordance with a common plan,

8. Equal labilitv ot all to labour. Estah-
listiment of industrial armies. especially
for agriculture. ’

9. Combmation ot agriculture with many-

tuctur: ng mdustries; grac Tual abalition of
the distinction br,tween own and coun-
try, by a more equable distribution of
the pupul;atiou aver the country

10 Free education tor all children in public
schools. Abolition of children’s factory
libour in its prescent form. Coubination
of education with industrial prodiiction,

c., &,

When, i the course of development, class
distinctions have disappeared, and all produe-
tion has been concentrated iw the hands of 3
vast association of the whaole nation, the pub-
lic power will lose its political charueter,
Political power. properly so called, is merely
the organised power of one class for oppress-
ing ancther. If the proletariat during its con-
test with the bourgeoisie is conipelled, by the
lorce of circumstunces, to organise itself as a
class, if, by meuns ol a revolution, it makes it-
self the ruling cluss, and, as such, sweeps away
by force the old conditions of production,
then it will, along with these conditions. have
swept away the conditions for the existence of

class aalagonisms and of classes generally, and
will thereby have abolished its own supremacy
as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society. with
its clagses and elass antagonisms. we shal] ave
an association, in which the free development
of each is the condition tor the free develop
ment of all

In shnﬁ the Cornmunists evewwht’re sup-
port every :evu[uhonarv movenent d(fdl'lbt the
existing social and puhtlmf otder of thm”?

In al these movements they bring to the, ;
front, as the leading quesiion in t'd(]’l the

¥



‘ropt’ﬁ)’ questi(_m, no matter what jts degree
of development at the time. ‘

| Finally, they lubour everywhere for the
anion and agreement of the democratic parties
of all countries.

The Communists disdain to conceal their
views and aims. They openly declare that their
ends can be attained only by the {orcible over-
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throw of all existing social conditions. Let the
vuling classes tremble at a Communistic revo-
lutiori. The proletariuns have nothing to lose
but their chains. They have a world to win.
WORKING MEN OF
ALL COUNTRIES,
UNITE!



