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The World in the Age of Western Dominance

The Scientific Socialism of Marx and Engels
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65 v Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels,
THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO

No document in the history of socialism rivals the importance of the Communist
Manifesto, coauthored by Karl Marx (1818~1883) and Friedrich Engels (1820-
1895) and published in 1848. The son of a German lawyer, Marx, after studying
philosophy at the University of Berlin, became a journalist and radical politician
in the 1840s. Engels, the son of a prosperous German textile manufacturer, was
an ardent critic of capitalism despite the fortune he built from managing a texzile
mill in Manchester, England. The two men met in Paris in 1844, and in 1847 they
both joined the Communist League, a revolutionary society dominated by Ger-
man radicals living in exile in France and England. They wrote the Manifesto to
publicize the league’s program. After 1848 the two men remained friends, with
Engels providing the impoverished Marx with enough money to carry on his writ-
ing and political activities while residing as an exile in London. Both Marx and
Engels continued to write on behalf of socialism, but Marx’s works, especially his
1864 masterpiece, Das Kapital (Capitalism), assumed the greater role in shaping
modern socialist thought. Furthermore, Marx'’s views of history, human behav-
ior, and social conflict have influenced not just politics but also philosophy, reli-
gion, literature, and all the social sciences.

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. How do Marx and Engels define class, and what do they mean by the class
struggle? .

2. According to Marx and Engels, how is the class struggle in nineteenth-

- century Europe usique?

3. In their view, what characterizes the bourgeoisie?

4. Why do Marx and Engels believe that bourgeois society is doomed and that
the bourgeoisie will be the cause of their own destruction?

5. On what grounds do the authors dismiss the importance of ideas as a force
in human affairs? Ultimately, what is the cause of historical change in their
view?

6. What do you believe explains the popularity and influence of the Commu-
nist Manifesto among workers and those who sympathized with their
plight? :

7. How does the Communist Manifesto's vision of the past and future resemble
that of Condorcet’s Skeich of the Progress of the Human Mind (source 38)?
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I. THE BOURGEOISIE
AND PROLETARIAT

The history of all hitherto existing society is the
history of class struggles.

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord
and serf, guild-master and journeyman, in a
word, oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant
opposition to one another, carried on an unin-
terrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight
that each time ended, either in a revolutionary
reconstitution of society at large, or in the com-
mon ruin of the contending classes. . . .

The modern bourgeois society that has
sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not
done away with class antagonisms. It has but
established new classes, new conditions of op-
pression, new forms of struggle in place of the
old ones.

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, pos-
sesses, however, this distinctive feature: It has
simplified the class antagonisms. Society as a
whole is more and more splitting up into two
great hostile camps, into two great classes di-
rectly facing each other — bourgeoisie and pro-
letariat. '

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the
chartered burghers of the earliest towns. From
these burgesses the first elements of the bour-
geoisie were developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of the
Cape, opened up fresh ground for the rising bour-
gebisie. The East-Indian and Chinese markets,
the colonization of America, trade with the colo-
nies, the increase in the means of exchange and

in comrnodities generally, gave to commerce, to -

pavigation, to industry, an impulse never before
known, and thereby, to the revolutionary element
in the tottering feudal society, a rapid develop-
ment.

The feudal system of industry, in which in-
dustrial production was monopolized by closed
guilds, now no longer sufficed for the growing
- wants of the new markets. The manufacturing
systemn took its place. The guild-masters were
pushed aside by the manufacturing middle class;

division of labor between the different corporate
guilds vanished in the face of division of labor in
each single workshop.

Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the

. demand ever rising. Even manufacture no longer

sufficed. Thereupon, steam and machinery revo-
lutionized industrial production. The place of
manufacture was taken by the.giant, modern
industry, the place of the industrial middle class
by industrial millionaires, the leaders of whole
industrial armies, the modern bourgeois. . . .

We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoi-
sie is itself the product of a long course of devel-
opment, of a series of revolutions in the modes
of production and of exchange. . . .

The bourgeoisie, historically, has played a most
revolutionary part.

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the up-
per hand, has put an end to all feudal, patriar-
chal, idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn
asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man
to his “natural superiors,” and has left no other
nexus between man and man than naked
self-interest, than callous “cash payment.”- . . It
has resolved personal worth into exchange value,
and in place of the numbetless indefeasible char-
tered freedoms, has set up that single, uncon-
scionable freedom — Free Trade. In one word,
for exploitation, veiled by religious and politi-
cal illusions, it has substituted naked, shame-

less, direct, brutal exploitation..”. . .

" "We see then: the means of production and of
exchange, on whose foundation the bourgeoisie
built itself up, were generated in feudal society.
At a certain stage in the development of these
means of production and of exchange, the con-
ditions under which feudal society produced and
exchanged, the feudal organization of agricul-
ture and manufacturing industry, in one word,
the feudal relations of property became no longer
compatible with the already developed produc-
tive forces; they became so many fetters. They
had to be burst asunder; they were burst asunder.
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Into their place stepped free competition, ac-
companied by a social and political constitution
adapted to it, and by the economic and political
sway of the bourgeois class.

A similar movement is going on before our
own eyes. Modern bourgeois society with its re-
lations of production, of exchange and of prop-
erty, a society that has conjured up such gigantic
means of production and of exchange, is like the
sorcerer who is no longer able to control the pow-
ers of the nether world whom he has called up
by his spells. For many a decade past the history

of industry and commerce is but the history of

the revolt of modern productive forces against
modern conditions of production, against the
property relations that are the conditions for the
existence of the bourgeoisie and of its rule. It is
enough to mention the commercial crises that
by their periodical return put the existence of
the entire bourgeois society on its trial, each time
more threateningly. In these crises a great part
not only of the existing products, but also of the
previously created productive forces, are periodi-
cally destroyed. In these crises there breaks out
an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs, would have
seemed an absurdity — the epidemic of over-
production.

And how does the bourgeoisie get over these
crises? On the one hand, by enforced destruc-
tion of a mass of productive forces; on the other,
by the conquest of new markets, and by the more
thorough exploitation of the old ones. That is to
say, by paving the way for more extensive and
more destructive crises, and by diminishing the

.means whereby crises are prevented.

The weapons with which the bourgeoisie felled
feudalism to the ground are now turned against
the bourgeoisie itself.

But not only has the bourgeoisie forged the
weapons that bring death to itself; it has also
called into existence the men who are to wield
those weapons — the modern working class —
the proletarianps. . . .

Modern industry has converted the little work-
shop of the patriarchal master into the great fac-

tory of the industrial capitalist. Masses of labor-
ers, crowded into the factory, are organized like
soldiers. As privates of the industrial army they
are placed under the command of a perfect hier-
archy of officers and sergeants. Not only are they
slaves of the bourgeois class, and of the bour-
geois state; they are daily and hourly enslaved
by the machine, by the overseer, and, above all,
by the individual bourgeois manufacturer him-
self. The more openly this despotism proclaims
gain to be its end and aim, the more petty, the
more hateful and the more embittering it is. . . .

The lower strata of the middle class — the
small tradespeople, shopkeepers, and retired
tradesmen generally, the handicraftsmen and
peasants — all these sink gradually into the pro-
letariat, partly because their diminutive capital
does not suffice for the scale on which modern
industry is carried on, and is swamped in the
competition with the large capitalists, partly
because their specialized skill is rendered worth-
less by new methods of production. Thus the
proletariat is recruited from all classes of the
population. E

But with the development of industry the pro-
letariat not only increases in number; it becomes
concentrated in greater masses, its-strength
grows, and it feels that strength more. The vari-
ous interests and conditions of life within the
ranks of the proletariat are more and more equal-
ized, in proportion as machinery obliterates all
distinctions of labor, and nearly everywhere re-
duces wages to the same low level. The growing
competition among the bourgeois, and the re-
sulting commercial crises, make the wages of the
workers ever more fluctuating. The unceasing
improvement of machinery, ever more rapidly
developing, makes their livelihood more and
more precarious; the collisions between indi-
vidual workmen and individual bourgeois take
more and more the charaéter of collisions berween
two classes. Thereupon the workers begin to form
combinations (trade unions) against the bour-
geois; they club together in order to keep up the
rate of wages; they found perma;nent associations




Chapter 8 The West in the Age of Industrialization and Imperialism 279

in order to make provision beforehand for these
occasional revolts. Here and there the contest
breaks out into riots. _

Now and then the workers are victorious, but
only for a time. The real fruit of their battle lies,
not in the immediate result, but in the ever ex-
panding union of the workers. This union is
helped on by the improved means of communi-
cation that are created by modern industry, and
that place the workers of different localities in
contact with one another. It was just this con-
tact that was needed to centralize the numerous
local struggles, all of the same character, into one
national struggle between classes. . . .

This organization of the proletarians into a
class, and consequently into a political party, is
continually being upset again by the competi-
tion between the workers themselves. But ic ever
rises up again, stronger, firmer, mightier. . . .

Further, as we have already seen, entire sec-
tions of the ruling classes are, by the advance of
industry, precipitated into the proletariat, or are
at least threatened in their conditions of exist-
ence. These also supply the proletariat with fresh
elements of enlightenment and progress.

Finally, in times when the'class struggle nears
the decisive hout, the process of dissolution go-
ing on within the ruling class, in fact within the
whole.range of old society, assumes such a vio-
lent, glaring character, that a small section of
the ruling class cuts itself adrift, and joins the
revolutionary class, the class that holds the fu-
ture in its hands. Just as, therefore, at an earljer
periafl, a section of the nobility went over to the
bourgeoisie,-so now a portion of the bourgeoisie
goes over;to the proletariat, and in particular, a
portion of the bourgeois ideologists, who have

raised themselves to the level of comprehending

theoretically the historical movement as a whole.

II. PROLETARIANS
AND COMMUNISTS

The distinguishing feature of communism is not
the abolition of property generally, but the abo-

lition of bourgeois property. But modern bour-
geois private property is the final and most com-
plete expression of the system of producing and
appropriating products that is based on class
antagonisms, on the exploitation of the many by
the few. o

In this sense, the theoty of the Communists
may be summed up in the single sentence: Abo-
lition of private property. . . . ,

You are horrified at our intending to do away
with private property. But in your existing soci-
ety, private property is already done away with
for nine-tenths of its population; its existence
for the few is solely due to its nonexistence in
the hands of those nine-tenths. You reproach us,
therefore, with intending to do away with a form
of property, the necessary condition for whose
existence is the nonexistence of any property for
the immense majority of society.

In one word, you reproach us with intending
to do away with your property. Precisely so; that
is just what we intend. . ..~

The Communists are further reproached with
desiring to abolish countries and nationality.

The working men have no country. We can-
not take from them what they have not got. . . .

National differences and antagonism between
peoples are daily more and moré vanishing, ow-
ing to the development of the bourgeoisie, to
freedom of commerce, to the world market, to
uniformity in the mode of production and in the
conditions of life corresponding thereto.

The supremacy of the proletariat will cause
them to vanish still faster. United action of the
leading civilized countries at least, is one of the
first conditions for the emancipation of the pro-
letariat. )

In proportion as the exploitation of one indi-
vidual by another is put an end to, the exploita-
tion of one nation by another will also be put an
end to. In proportion as the antagonism between
classes within the nation vanishes, the hostility
of one nation to another will come to an end.

The charges against communism made from a
religious, a philosophical and, generally, from an
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ideological standpoint, are not deserving of seri-

ous examination.

Does it require deep intuition to comprehend
that man’s ideas, views, and conceptions, in one
word, man’s consciousness, change with every
change in the conditions of his material exist-
ence, in his social relations and in his social life?

‘What else does the history of ideas prove, than

that intellectual production changes its charac-
" ter in proportion as material production is
changed? The ruling ideas of each age have ever
been the ideas of its ruling class. . . .

IV. POSITION OF THE
COMMUNISTS IN RELATION
TO THE VARIOUS EXISTING
OPPOSITION PARTIES

The Communists turn their attention chiefly to
Germany, because that country is on the eve of a
bourgeois revolution that is bound to be carried

out under more advanced conditions of European
civilization and with a much more developed
prolerariat than that of England was in the sev-
enteenth, and of France in the eighteenth cen-
tury, and because the bourgeois revolution in
Germany will be but the prelude to an immedi-
ately following proletarian revolution.

In short, the Communists everywhere support
every revolutionary movement against the ex-
isting social and political order of things.

In 2ll these movements they bring to the front,
as the leading question in each, the property
question, no matter what its degree of develop-
ment at the time. . ..

The Communists disdain to conceal their views
and aims. They openly declare that their ends
can be attained only by the forcible overthrow of
all existing social conditions. Let the ruling
classes tremble at a communist revolution. The
proletarians have nothing to losé but their chains.
They have a world to win.

Working men of all countries, unite!
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