Wage Labour and Capital
KARL MARX

Shortly after adumbrating the materialist concepticn of history in the 1844
manuscripts and formulating it comprehensively in Part I of The German
Ideology, Marx turned to the economic studies that were going te preoc-
cupy him in the ensning years. This did not signify any change of interests
or outlook but was the logical outgrowth of the position taken in his ear-
lier writings. If the thesis on “alienated labor’’ was to be made scientifically
cogent and if the expectation of coming proletarian revolution was to be
based upon it, he needed to show the capital-labor relationship, which he
took to be the core of the bourgeois socio-economic system, to be dialecti-
cally self-destructive, i.e,, transitory by virtue of its inner dynamics of devel-
opment. The first work in which he attempted this analysis was Wage La-
bour and Capital.

Having first presented it in lectures to a German workers’ society in
Brussels in December, 1847, Marx printed the work in April, 184q, in the
Neue Rheinische Zeitung, of which he was editor-in-chief. Severzl pam-
phlet editions appeared in later years. In editing it for the German edition
of 1891 (the version that appears here), Engels made some changes in the
text, mainly centering in the substitution of the phrase “labour power” for
the term “labour” in contexts in which Marx had originally spoken of the
worker's sale of his labour to the capitalist. This, as Engels explained in his
preface to the 1891 edition, brought the teasoning of the pamphlet into
line with the analysis of the capital-labor relationship as Marx had refined
it by 1859, when he published A Contribution to the Critique of Political
Eeonomy.

Despite this, it may be said that what Marx produced in the lectures of
late 1847 was the future argument of Capital in embryo. The work appears
here in condensed form,

I

From various quarters we have been reproached with not having
presented the economic relations which constitute the material
foundation of the present class struggles and national struggles. We
have designedly touched upon these relations only where they
directly forced themselves to the front in political conflicts.
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* #* *

Now, after our readers have seen the class struggle develop in
colossal political forms in 1848, the time has come to deal more
closely with the economic relations themselves on which the exist-
ence of the bourgeoisie and its class rule, as well as the slavery of
the workers, are founded.
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Now, therefore, for the first question: What are wages? How are
they determined?

If workers were asked: “How much are your wages?” one would
reply: “I get a mark a day from my employer”; another, -“I-get two
marks,” and so on. According to the different trades to wh_:ch they
belong, they would mention different sums of money which they
receive from their respective employers for the performance of a par
ticular piece of work, for example, weaving a yard of linen or type-
setting a printed sheet. In spite of the variety of their statements,
they would all agree on one point: wages are the sum of money
paid by the capitalist for a particular labour time or for a particular
output of labour. _

The capitalist, it seems, therefore, buys their labour with money.
They sell him their labour for money. But this is merely the
appearance. In reality what they sell to the capitalist for money is
their labour power. The capitalist buys this. labour power for a day,
a week, a month, etc. And after he has bought it, he uses it by
‘having the workers work for the stipulated time. For the same sum
with which the capitalist has bought their labour power, for exam-
ple, two marks, he could have bought two pounds of sugar or 2 def-
inite amount of any other commodity. The two marks, with which
he bought two pounds. of sugar, are the price of the two pounds of
sugar. The two marks, with which he bought twelve hours’ use of
labour power, are the price of twelve hours’ labour. Labour power,
therefore, is a commodity, neither more nor less than sugar. The
former is measured by the clock, the latter by the scales.

#* L *

Labour power is, therefore, 2 commodity which its possessor, the
wage-worker, sells to capital. Why does he sell it? In order to live.
But the exercise of labour power, lgbour, is the worker's own
life-activity, the manifestation of his own life. And this life-activity
he sells to another person in order to secure the necessary means of
subsistence. Thus his life-activity is for him only a means to enable
him to exist. He works in order to live. He does not even reckon
" labour as part of his life, it is rather a sacrifice of his life. It is a
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commodity which he has made over to another. Hence, 2k, the
product of his activity is not the object of his activity. “Viat he
produces for himself is not the silk that he weaves, nct th.c gold
that he draws from the mine, not the palace that he builds, What
he produces for himself is wages, and silk, gold, palace resolve
themselves for him into a definite quantity of the means of subsist-
ence, perhaps into a cotton jacket, some copper coins and a lodging
in a cellar. And the worker, who for twelve hours Weaves, Spins,
drills, turns, builds, shovels, breaks stones, carries loads, ete.~does
he consider this twelve hours’ weaving, spinning, drilling, turning,
building, shovelling, stone breaking as a manifestation of his life, as
life? On the contrary, life begins for him where this activity ceases,
at table, in the public house, in bed. The twelve hours' labour, on
the other hand, has no meaning for him as weaving, spinning, drill-
ing, etc, but as earnings, which bring him to the table, to the
public house, into bed. If the silk worm were to spin in order to
continue its existence as a caterpillar, it would be a complete
wage-worker. Labour power was not always a commodity. Labour
was not always wage labour, that is, free labour. The slave did not
sell his labour power to the slave owner, any more than the ox sells
its services to the peasant. The slave, together with his labour
power, is sold once and for all to his owner. He is a commodity
which can pass from the hand of one owner to that of another. He
is himself a commodity, but the labour power is not his commod-
tty. The serf sells only a part of his labour power. He does not
receive a wage from the owner of the land; rather the owner of the
land receives a tribute from him.

The serf belongs to the land and tums over to the owner of the
land the fruits thereof. The free labourer, on the other hand, sells
himself and, indeed, sells himself piecemeal. He sells at auction
eight, ten, twelve, fifteen hours of his life, day after day, to the
highest bidder, to the owner of the raw materials, instruments of
labour and means of subsistence, that is, to the capitalist. The
worker belongs neither to an owner nor to the land, but eight, ten,
twelve, fifteen hours of his daily life belong to him who buys them.
The worker leaves the capitalist to whom he hires himself whenever
he likes, and the capitalist discharges him whenever he thinks ft, as
soon as he no longer gets any profit out of him, or not the antici-
pated profit. But the worker, whose sole source of livelihood is the
sale of his labour power, cannot leave the whole class of purchasers,
that is, the capitalist class, without renouncing his existence. He
belongs not to this or that capitalist but to the capitalist class, and,
moreover, it is his business to dispose of himself, that is, to find a
purchaser within this capitalist class.
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Wages will rise and fall according to the relation of supply and
demand, according to the tum taken by the competition between
the buyers of labour power, the capitalists, and the sellers of labour
power, the workers, The fluctuations in wages correspond in general
to the fluctuations in prices of commodities, Within these fluctuc
tions, however, the price of labour will be determined by the cost
of production, by the labour time necessary to produce this com-
modity—labour power, :

What, then, is the cost of production of labour power?

It is the cost required for maintaining the worker as a worker
and of developing him into a worker.

The less the period of training, therefore, that any work re-
quires the smaller is the cost of production of the worker and the
lower is the price of his labour, his wages. In those branches of
industry in which hardly any period of apprenticeship is required
and where the mere bodily existence of the worker suffices, the cost
necessary for his production is almost confined to the commodities
necessary for keeping him alive and capable of working. The price
of his lebour will, therefore, be determined by the price of the
necessary means of subsistence.

Another consideration, however, also comes in. The manufactarer
in caleulating his cost of production and, accordingly, the price of
the products takes into account the wear and tear of the instru-
ments of labour: If, for example, a machine costs him 1,000 marks
and wears out in ten years, he adds 100 marks annually to the price
of the commodities so as to be able to replace the wom-out
machine by a new one at the end of ten years. In the same way,
in calculating the cost of production of simple labour power, there
must be included the cost of reproduction, whereby the race of
workers is enabled to multiply and to replace worn-out workers by
new ones. Thus the depreciation of the worker is taken into
account in the same way as the depreciation of the machine.

The cost of production of simple labour power, therefore,
amounts to the cost of existence and reproduction of the worker.
The price of this cost of existence and reproduction constitutes
wages. Wages so determined are called the wage minimum. This
wage minimum, like the determination of the price of commodities
by the cost of production in general, does not hold good for the
single individudl but for the species. Individual workers, millions of
workers, do not get enough to be able to exist and reproduce them-
selves; but the wages of the whole working class level down, within
their fluctuations, to this minimum.

Now that we have arrived at an understanding of the most gen-
eral laws which regulate wages like the price of any other commod-
ity, we can go into our subject more specifically,
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II

Capital consists of raw materials, instruments of lzbour and
means of subsistence of all kinds, which are utilised in order o pro-
duce new raw materials, new instruments of labour and new means
of subsistence. All these component parts of capital are creations of
labour, products of labour, aceumulated Ilabour. Accumulated
labour which serves as a means of new production is capital.

So say the economists,

What is a Negro slave? A man of the black race. The one expla-
nation is as good as the other.

A Negro is a Negro. He only becomes a slave in certain relations.
A cotton-spinning jenny is a machine for spinning cotton. It
becomes capital only in certain relations. Torn from these relation-
ships it is no more capital than gold in itself is money or sugar the
price of sugar,

In production, men not only act on nature but also on one
another. They produce only by co-operating in a certain way and
mutually exchanging their activities. In order to produce, they enter
into definite connections and relations with one another and only
within these social connections and relations does their action on
nature, does production, take place.

These social relations into which the producers enter with one
another, the conditions under which they exchange their activities
and participate in the whole act of production, will naturally vary
according to the character of the means of production. With the
invention of a new instrument of warfare, firearms, the whole inter.
nal organisation of the army necessarily changed; the relationships
within which individuals can constitute an army and act as an army
were transformed and the relations of different armies to one
another also changed.

Thus the social relations within which individuals produce, the
socigl relations of production, change, are transformed, with the
change and development of the material means of production, the
productive forces. The relations of production in their totality con-
stitute what are called the social relations, society, and, specifically,
a society at a definite stage of historical development, a socicty with
a peculiar, distinctive character. Ancient society, feudal society,
bourgeois society are such totalities of production relations, each of
which at the same time denotes a special stage of development in
the history of mankind.

Capital, also, is a social relation of production. It is @ bourgeois
production relation, a production relation of bourgeois society. Are
not the means of subsistence, the instruments of labour, the raw
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materials of which capital consists, produced and accumulated
under given social conditions, in definite social relations? Are they
not utilised for new production under given social conditions, in
definite social relations? And is it not just this definite social char-
acter which turns the products serving for new production into
capital?

Capital consists not only of means of subsistence, instruments of
labour and raw materials, not only of material products; it consists
just as much of exchange values. All the products of which it con-
sists are commodities. Capital is, therefore, not only a sum of mate-
rial products; it is a sum of commodities, of exchange values, of
social magnitudes.

Capital remains the same, whether we put cotton in place of
wool, rice in place of wheat or steamships in place of railways, pro-
vided only that the cotton, the rice, the steamships—the body of
capital—have the same exchange value, the same price as the wool,
the wheat, the railways in which it was previously incorporated.
The body of capital can change continually without the capital suf-
fering the slightest alteration.

But while all capital is a sum of commodities, that is, of
exchange values, not every sum of commodities, of exchange values,
is capital,

Every sum of cxchange values is an exchange value. Every sep-
arate exchange value is a sum of exchange values. For instance, a
house that is worth 1,000 marks is an exchange value of 1,000
marks. A piece of paper worth a pfennig is a sum of exchange
values of one-hundred hundredths of a pfennig. Products which are
exchangeable for others are commodities. The particular ratio in
which they are exchangeable constitutes their exchange value or,
expressed in money, their price. The quantity of these products can
change nothing in their quality of being commodities or represent.
ing an exchange value or having a definite price. Whether a tree is
large or small it is a trece. Whether we exchange iron for other
products in ounces or in hundred-weights, does this make any
difference in its character as commodity, as exchange value? It is a
commodity of greater or lesser value, of higher or lower price,
depending upon the quantity.

How, then, does any amount of commodities, of exchange value,
become capital?

By maintaining and multiplying itself as an independent social
power, that is, as the power of a portion of society, by means of its
exchange for direct, living labour power. The existence of a class
which possesses nothing but its capacity to labour is a necessary
prerequisite of capital,

It is only the domination of accumulated, past, materialised
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labour over direct, living labour that turns accumulated lal.our into
capital,

Capital does not consist in accumulated labour serving living
labour as a means for new production. It consists in living labour
serving accumulated labour as a means of maintaining and multi-
plving the exchange value of the latter.

What takes place in the exchange between capitalist and wage-
worker? :

The worker receives means of subsistence in exchange for his
labour power, but the capitalist receives in exchange for his means
of subsistence labour, the productive activity of the worker, the
creative power whereby the worker not only replaces what he con-
sumes but gives to the accumulated labour a greater value than it
previously possessed. The worker receives a part of the available
means of subsistence from the capitalist. For what purpose do these
means of subsistence serve him? For immediate consumption. As
soon, however, as I consume the means of subsistence, they are irre-
trievably lost to me unless T use the time during which I am kept
alive by them in order to produce new means of subsistence, in
order during consumption to create by my labour new values in
place of the values which perish in being consumed. But it is just
this noble reproductive power that the worker surrenders to the capi-
talist in exchange for means of subsistence received. He has, there-
fore, lost it for himself.

Let us take an example: a tenant farmer gives his day labourer
five sitver groschen a day. For these five silver groschen the labourer
works all day on the farmer’s field and thus secures him a return of
ten silver groschen. The farmer not only gets the value replaced
that he has to give the day labourer; he doubles it. He has therefore
employed, consumed, the five silver groschen that he gave to the
labourer in a.fruitful, productive manner. He has bought with the
five silver groschen just that labour and power of the labourer which
produces agricultural products of double value and makes ten silver
groschen out of five. The day labourer, on the other hand, receives in
place of his productive power, the effect of which he has bargained
away to the farmer, five silver groschen, which he exchanges for
means of subsistence, and these he consumes with greater or less
rapidity. The five silver groschen have, therefore, been consumed in
a double way, reproductively for capital, for they have been
exchanged for labour power which produced ten silver groschen,
unproductively for the worker, for they have been exchanged for
means of subsistence which have disappeared forever and the value
of which he can only recover by repeating the same exchange with
the farmer. Thus capital presupposes wage labour; wage labour pre-
supposes capital. They reciprocally condition the existence of each
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other; they reciprocally bring forth each other.

Does a worker in a cotton factory produce merely cotton textiles?
No, he produces capital, He produces values which serve afresh to
command his labour and by means of it to create new values.

Capital can only increase by exchanging itself for labour power,
by calling wage labour to life. The labour power of the wage-worker
can only be exchanged for capital by increasing capital, by strength-
ening the power whose slave it is. Hence, increase of capital is
increase of the proletariat, that is, of the working class.

The interests of the capitalist and those of the worker are, there-
fore, one and the same, assert the bourgeois and their economists.
Indeed! The worker perishes if capital does not employ him. Capi-
tal perishes if it does not exploit labour power, and in order to
exploit it, it must buy it. The faster capital intended for produc-
tion, productive capital, increases, the more, therefore, industry
prospers, the more the bourgeoisie enriches itself and the better
business is, the more workers does the capitalist need, the more
dearly does the worker sell himself.

The indispensable condition for a tolerable situation of the
worker is, therefore, the fastest possible growth of productive capital.

But what is the growth of productive capital? Growth of the
power of accumulated labour over living labour, Growth of the
domination of the bourgeoisie over the working class. If wage
labour produces the wealth of others that rules over it, the power
that is hostile to it, capital, then the means of employment,
the means of subsistence, flow back to it from this hostile power,
on cendition that it makes itself afresh into a part of capital, into
the lever which hurls capital anew into an accelerated movement of
growth,

To say that the interests of capital and those of the workers are
one and the same is only to say that capital and wage labour are
two sides of one and the sume relution. The one conditions the
other, fust as usurer and squanderer condition each other.

As long as the wage-worker is a wage-worker his lot depends
upon capital. That is the much.vaunted community of interests
between worker and capitalist.

v

If capital grows, the mass of wage labour grows, the number of
wage-workers grows; in a word, the domination of capital extends
over a greater number of individuals. * * #

* *” #

To say that the worker has an interest in the rapid growth of
capital is only to say that the more rapidly the worker increases the
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wealth of others, the richer will be the crumbs that fall {0 iim, the
greater is the number of workers that can be employed a1:d called

into existence, the more can the mass of slaves dependeni on capi-
tal be increased.

We have thus seen that:

Even the most favourable situation for the working class, the
most rapid possible growth of capital, however much it may
improve the material existence of the worker, does not remove the
antagonism between his interests and the interests of the bour
geoisie, the interests of the capitalists. Profit and wages remain as
before in inverse porportion.

If capital is growing rapidly, wages may rise; the profit of capital
rises incomparably more rapidly. The material position of the
worker has improved, but at the cost of his social position. The
social gulf that divides him from the capitalist has widened.

Finally:

To say that the most favourable condition for wage labour is the
most rapid possible growth of productive capital is only to say that
the more rapidly the working class increases and enlarges the power
that is hostile to it, the wealth that does not belong to it and that
tules over it, the more favourable will be the conditions under
which it is allowed to labour anew at inereasing bourgeois wealth,
at enlarging the power of capital, content with forging for itself the
golden chains by which the bourgeoisie drags it in its train.

v

Are growth of productive capital and rise of wages really so insep-
arably connected as the bourgeois economists maintain? We must
not take their word for it. We must not even believe them when
they say that the fatter capital is, the better will its slave be fed.
The bouigeoisie is too enlightened, it calculates too well, to share
the prejudices of the feudal lord who makes a display by the bril-
liance of his retinue. The conditions of existence of the bourgeoisie
compel it to calculate.

We must, therefore, examine more closely:

How does the growth of productive capital affect wages?

If, on the whole, the productive capital of bourgeois society
grows, a more manifold accumulation of labour takes place. The
capitals increase in number and extent. The numerical increase of
the capitals increases the competition between the capitalists. The
increasing extent of the capitals provides the means for bringing
more powerful labour armies with more gigantic instruments of war
into the industrial battlefeld.

One capitalist can drive another from the field and capture his
capital only by selling more cheaply. In order to be able to sell
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more cheaply without ruining himself, he must produce more
cheaply, that is, raise the productive power of labour as much as
possible. But the productive power of labour is raised, above all, by
a greater division of labour, by a more universal introduction and
continual improvement of machinery. The greater the labour army
among whom labour is divided, the more gigantic the scale on
which machinery is introduced, the more does the cost of -produc-
tion proportionately decrease, the more fruitful is labour. Hence, a
general rivalry arises among the capitalists to increase the division
of labour and machinery and to exploit them on the greatest possi-
ble scale,

If, now, by a greater division of labour, by the utilisation of new
machines and their improvement, by more profitable and extensive
exploitation of natural forces, one capitalist has found the means of
producing with the same amount of labour or of accumulated
labour a greater amount of products, of commodities, than his com-
petitors, if he can, for example, produce 2 whole yard of linen in
the same labour time in which his competitors weave half a yard,
how will this capitalist operate?

He could continue to sell half a yard of linen at the old market
price; this would, however, be no means of driving his opponents
from the field and of enlarging his own sales. But in the same
measure in which his production has expanded, his need to sell has
also increased. The more powerful and costly means of production
that he has cailed into life enable him, indeed, to sell his commodi-
ties more cheaply, they compel him, however, at the same time to
sell more commodities, to conquer a much larger market for his
commodities; consequently, our capitalist will sell his half yard of
linen more cheaply than his competitors.

The capitalist will not, however, sell a whole yard as cheaply as
his competitors sell half a yard, although the production of the
whole yard does not cost him more than the half yard costs the
others. Otherwise he would not gain anything extra but only get
back the cost of production by the exchange. His possibly greater
mcome would be derived from the fact of having set a larger capital
into motion, but not from having made more of his capital than
the others. Moreover, he attains the object he wishes to attain, if
he puts the price of his goods only a small percentage lower than
that of his competitors, He drives them from the field, he wrests
from them at least a part of their sales, by underselling them. And,
finally, it will be remembered that the current price always stands
above or below the cost of production, according to whether the
sale of the commodity occurs in a favourable or unfavourable indus-
trial season. The percentage at which the capitalist who has
employed new and more fruitful means of production sells above
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his real cost of production will vary, depending upon whe'ier the
market price of a yard of linen stands below or above iis hitherto
customary cost of production.

However, the privileged position of our capitalist is not of long
duration; other competing capitalists introduce the same machines,
the same division of labour, introduce them on the same or on a
larger scale, and this introduction will become so general that the
price of linen is reduced not only below its old, but below its new
cost of production.

The capitalists find themselves, therefore, in the same position
relative to one another as before the introduction of the new means
of production, and if thev are able to supply by these means double
the production at the same price, they are now forced to supply the
double product below the old price, On the basis of this new cost
of production, the same game begins again. More division of
labour, more machinery, enlarged scale of exploitation of machinery
and division of labour. And again competition brings the same
counteraction against this result,

We see how in this way the mode of production and the means
of production are continually transformed, revolutionised, how the
division of labour is necessarily followed by greater division of
labour, the application of machinery by still greater application of
machinery, work on a large scale by work on a still larger scale.

That is the law which again and again throws bourgeois produc-
tion out of its old course and which compels capital to intensify the
productive forces of labour, becquse it has intensified them, it, the
law which gives capital no rest and continually whispers in its ear:
“Go on! Go on!”

This law is none other than that which, within the fluctuations
of trade periods, necessarily levels out the price of a commodity to
its cost of production.

However powerful the means of production which a capitalist
brings into the field, competition will make these means of produc-
tion universal and from the moment when it has made them uni-
versal, the only result of the greater fruitfulness of his capital is
that he must now supply for the same price ten, twenty, a hundred
times as much as before, But, as he must sell perhaps a thousand
times as much as before in order to outweigh the lower selling price
by the greater amount of the product sold, because a more exten-
sive sale is now necessarv, not only in order to make more profit
but in order to replace the cost of production—the instrument of
production itself, as we have seen, becontes more and more expen-
sive—and because this mass sale becomes a question of life and
death not only for him but also for his rivals, the old struggle
begins again all the more violently the more fruitful the already dis-
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covered means of production are. The division of labour and the
application of machinery, therefore, will go on anew on an incom-
parably greater scale.

Whatever the power of the means of production employed may
be, competition seeks to rob capital of the golden fruits of this
power by bringing the price of the commodities back to the cost of
production, by thus making cheaper production—the supply of ever
greater amounts of products for the same total price—an impera-
tive law to the same extent as production can be cheapened, that
is, as more can be produced with the same amount of labour. Thus
the capitalist would have won nothing by his own exertions but the
obligation to supply more in the same labour time, in a word, more
difficult conditions for the augmentation of the value of his capital,
While, therefore, competition continually pursues him with its law
of the cost of production and every weapon that he forges against
his rivals recoils against himself, the capitalist continually tries to
get the better of competition by incessantly introducing new
machines, more expensive, it is true, but producing more cheaply,
and new division of labour in place of the old, and by not waiting
until competition has rendered the new ones obsolete.

If now we picture to ourselves this feverish simultancous agita-
tion on the whole world market, it will be comprehensible how the
growth, accumulation and concentration of capital results in an
" uninterrupted division of labour, and in the application of new and
the perfecting of old machinery precipitately and on an ever more
gigantic scale.

But how do these circumstances, which are inseparable from the
growth of productive capital, affect the determination of wages?

The greater division of labour enables one worker to do the work
of five, ten or twenty; it therefore multiplies competition among
the workers fivefold, tenfold and twentyfold. The workers do not
only compete by one selling himself cheaper than another; they
compete by one doing the work of five, ten, twenty; and the divi-
sion of labour, introduced by capital and continually increased,
compels the workers to compete among themselves in this way.

Further, as the division of labour increases, labour is simplified.
The special skill of the worker becomes worthless. He becomes
transformed into a simple, monotonous productive force that does
not have to use intense bodily or intellectual faculties, His labour
becomes a labour that anyone can perform. Hence, comtpetitors
crowd upon him on all sides, and besides we remind the reader that
the more simple and easily leamed the labour is, the lower the cost
of production needed to master it, the lower do wages sink, for, like
the price of every other commodity, they are determined by the
cost of production.

Therefore, as labour becomes more unsatisfying, more repulsive,
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competition increases and wages decrease. The worker Irics to keep
up the amount of his wages by working more, whether by working
longer hours or by producing more in one hour, Drives by want,
therefore, he still further increases the evil effects of the division of
labour. The result is that the more he works the less wages he
receives, and for the simple reason that he competes to that extent
with his fellow workers, hence makes them into so many competi-
tors who offer themselves on just the same bad terms as he does
himsel, and that, therefore, in the last resort he competes with
himself, with himself as ¢ member of the working class.

Machinery brings about the same results on a much greater scale,
by replacing skilled workers by unskilied, men by women, adults by
children. It brings about the same results, where it is newly intro-
duced, by throwing the hand workers on to the streets in masses,
and, where it is developed, improved and replaced by more produc-
tive machinery, by discharging workers in smaller batches. We have
portrayed above, in a hasty sketch, the industrial war of the capital-
ists among themsclves; this war has the peculiarity that its battles
dre won less by recruiting than by discharging the army of labour.
The generals, the capitdlists, compete with one another as to who
can discharge most soldiers of industry.

The economists tell ws, it is true, that the workers rendered
superfluous by machinery find new branches of employment.

They dare not assert directly that the same workers who are dis-
charged find places in the new branches of labour. The facts cry
out too loudly against this lie. They really only assert that new
means of employment will open up for other component sections

-of the working class, for instance, for the portion of the young

generation of workers that was ready to enter the branch of indus-
try which has gone under, That is, of course, 2 great consolation for
the disinherited workers. The worshipful capitalists will never
want for fresh exploitable flesh and blood, and will let the dead
bury their dead. This is 2 consolation which the bourgeois give
themselves rather than one which they give the workers. If the
whole class of wage-workers were to be abolished owing to machin-
ery, how dreadful that would be for capital which, without wage
labour, ceases to be capital!l

Let us suppose, however, that those directly driven out of their
jobs by machinery, and the entire section of the new generation that
was already on the watch for this employment, find a new oceu-
pation. Does any one imagine that it will be as highly paid as that
which has been lost? That would contradict all the laws of econom-
ics. We have scen how modern industry always brings with it the
substitution of a more simple, subordinate occupation for the more
complex and higher one,

How, then, could a mass of workers who have been thrown out
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of one branch of industry owing to machinery find refuge in
another, unless the latter is lower, worse paid?

The workers who work in the manufacture of machinery itself
have been cited as an exception. As soon as more machinery is
demanded and used in industry, it is said, there must necessarily be
an increase of machines, consequently of the manufacture of
machines, and consequently of the employment of workers in the
manufacture of machines; and the workers engaged in this branch
of industry are claimed to be skilled, even educated workers.

Since the year 1840 this assertion, which even before was only
half true, has lost all semblance of truth because ever more versatile
machines have been employed in the manufacture of machinery, no
more and no less than in the manufacture of cotton varn, and the
workers employed in the machine factories, confronted by highly
elabarate machines, can only play the part of highly unelaborate
machines. '

But in place of the man who has been discharged owing to the
machine, the factory employs maybe three children and one
woman. And did not the man’s wages have to suffice for the three
children and a woman? Did not the minimum of wages have to
suffice to maintain and to propagate the race? What, then, does
this favourite bourgeois phrase prove? Nothing more than that now
four times as many workers’ lives are used up in order to gain a
livelihood for one worker’s family.

Let us sum up: The more productive capital grows, the more the
division of labour and the application of machinery expands. The
rnore the division of labour and the application of machinery
expands, the more competition among the workers expands and the
more their wages contract.

In addition, the working class gains recruits from the higher
strata of society also; a mass of petty industrialists and small ren-
tiers are hurled down into its ranks and have nothing better to do
than urgently stretch out their arms alongside those of the workers.
Thus the forest of uplifted arms demanding work becomes ever
thicker, while the arms themselves become ever thinner.

That the small industrialist cannot survive in a contest one of
the first conditions of which is to produce on an ever greater scale,
that is, precisely to be a large and not a small industrialist, is self-
evident. 7

That the interest on capital decreases in the same measure as the
mass and number of capitals increase, as capital grows; that, there-
fore, the small rentier can no longer live on his interest but must
throw himself into industry, and, consequently, help to swell the

~tanks of the small industrialists and thereby of candidates for the
proletariat—all this surely requires no further explanation.
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Finally, as the capitalists are compelled, by the mov:ment
described above, to exploit the already existing gigantic meuns of
production on a larger scale and to set in moticn il the
mainsprings of credit to this end, there is a corresponding increase
in industrial earthquakes, in which the trading world can only
maintain itself by sacrificing a part of wealth, of products and
even of productive forces to the gods of the nether world—in a
word, crises increase. They become more frequent and more
violent, if .only because, as the mass of production, and conse-
quently the need for extended markets, grows, the world market
becomes more and more contracted, fewer and fewer new markets
remain available for exploitation, since every preceding crisis has
subjected to world trade a market hitherto unconguered or only
superficially exploited. But capital does not live only on labour. A
lord, at once aristocratic and barbarous, it drags with it into the
grave the corpses of its slaves, whole hecatombs of workers who
perish in the crises. Thus we see: if capital grows rapidly, competi-
tion among the workers grows incomparably more rapidly, that is,
the means of employment, the means of subsistence, of the work-
ing class decrease proportionately so much the more, and, neverthe-
less, the rapid growth of capital is the most favourable condition
for wage labour.
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their life. Those conditions, like these relations, are on the one
hand prerequisites, on the other hand results and creations of the
capitalist process of production; they are produced and reproduced
by it. We saw also that capital—and the capitalist is merely capital
personified and functions in the process of production solely as the
agent of capital—in its corresponding social process of production,
pumps a definite quantity of surplus labour out of the direct pro-
ducers, or labourers; capital obtains this surplus labour without an
equivalent, and in essence it always remains forced labour—mno
matter how much it may seem to result from free contractual agree-
ment. This surplus labour appears as surplus value, and this surplus
value exists as a surplus product. Surplus labour in general, as
labour performed over and above the given requirements, must
always remain. In the capitalist as well as in the slave system, etc.,
it merely assumes an antagonistic form and is supplemented by
complete idleness of a stratum of society. A definite quantity of sur-
plus labour is required as insurance against accidents, and by the
necessary and progressive expansion of the process of reproduction
in keeping with the development of the needs and the growth of
population, which is called accumulation from the viewpoint of the
capitalist. It is one of the civilizing aspects of capital that it enforces
this surplus labour in a manner and under conditions which are
more advantageous to the development of the productive forces,
social relations, and the creation of the elements for a new and
higher form than under the preceding forms of slavery, serfdom,

"etc. Thus it gives rise to a stage, on the one hand, in which coer-

cion and monopolization of social development (including its mate-
ral and intellectual advantages) by one portion of society at the
expense of the other are eliminated; on the other hand, it creates
the material means and embryonic conditions, making it possible in
a higher form of society to combine this surplus labour with a
greater reduction of time devoted to material labour in general.
For, depending on the development of labour productivity, surplus
labour may be large in a small total working day, and relatively
small in a large total working day. If the necessary labour time =
3 and the surplus labour = 3, then the total working day = 6 and
the rate of surplus labour = 100%. 1f the necessary labour — g
and the surplus labour = 3, then the total working day = 12 and
the rate of surplus labour only 3335%. In that case, it depends
upon the labour productivity how much use value shall be pro-
duced in a definite time, hence also in a definite surplus labour
time. The actual wealth of society, and the possibility of constantly
expanding its reproduction process, therefore, do not depend upon
the duration of surplus labour, but upon its productivity and the
more or less copious conditions of production under which it is
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. performed. In fact, the realm of freedom actually beging only

where labour which is determined by necessity and mundane coi-
siderations ceases; thus in the very nature of things it lies bevoud
the sphere of actual material production. Just as the savage must
wrestle with Nature to satisfy his wants, to maintain and reproduce
life, so must civilized man, and he must do so in all social forma-
tions and under all possible modes of production. With his develop-
ment this realm of physical necessity expands as a result of his
wants; but, at the same time, the forces of production which satisfy
these wants also increase. Freedom in this field can only consist in
socialized man, the associated producers, rationally regulating their
interchange with Nature, bringing it under their common centrol,
instead of being ruled by it as by the blind forces of Nature; and
achieving this with the least expenditure of energy and under con-
ditions most favourable to, and worthy of, their human nature. But
it nonetheless still remains a realm of necessity. Beyond it begins
that development of human energy which is an end in itself, the
true realm of freedom, which, however, can blossom forth only
with the realm of necessity as its basis. The shortening of the
working day is its basic prerequisite.

Classes

The owners merely of labour-power, owners of capital, and land-
owners, whose respective sources of income are wages, profit and
ground.rent, in other words, wagelabourers, capitalists and land-
owners, constitute then three big classes of modem society based
upon the capitalist mode of production.

In England, modern society is indisputably most highly and clas-
sically developed in economic structure. Nevertheless, even here the
stratification of classes does not appear in its pure form, Middle and
intermediate strata even here obliterate lines of demarcation every.
where (although ‘incomparably less in rural districts than in the
cities). However, -this is immaterial for our analysis, We have
seen that the continual tendency and law of development of the
capitalist mode of production is more and more to divorce the
means of production from labour and more and more to concen-
trate the scattered means of production into large groups, thereby
transforming labour into wagelabour and the means of production
into capital. And to this tendency, on the other hand, corresponds
the independent separation of landed property from capital and
labour, or the transformation of all landed property into the form of
landed property corresponding to the capitalist mode of production.

The first question to be answered is this: What constitutes a
class?7—and the reply to this follows naturally from the reply to




Manifesto of the Communist Party

MARX AND ENGELS

In 1836 German radical workers living in Paris formed a secret association
called “League of the Just.” At congresses in London in 1847 it changed
its name to “Communist League” and commissioned Marx and Engels,
who had recently become members, to draw up a manifesto on its behalf.
Both men prepared first drafts, Engels’ draft, preserved under the title
“The Principles of Communism,” was in the form of a catechism with
twenty-five questioris and answers, Marx is believed to have had the greater
hand in giving the Communist Manifesto its final form as both a program-
matic statement and a compressed summary of the Marxian theory of his-
tory. It was originally published in London in February, 1848, and brought
out in a French translation in Paris shortly before the insurrection of June,
1848, there. It has become the most widely read and influential single doc-
wment of modern socialism. The text given here is that of the English edi-
tion of 1888, edited by Engels.

Preface to the German Edition of 1872

The Communist League, an international association of workers,
which could of course be only a secret one under the conditions
obtaining at the time, commissioned the undersigned, at the Con-
gress held in London in November 1847, to draw up for publica-
tion a detailed theoretical and practical programme of the Party.
Such was the origin of the following Manifesto, the manuscript of
which travelled to London, to be printed, a few weeks before the
February Revolution.! First published in German, it has been
republished in that language in at least twelve different editions in
Germany, England and America. It was published in English for
the frst time in 1850 in the Red Republican, London, translated
by Miss Helen Macfarlane, and in 1871 in at least three different
franslations in America. A French version first appeared in Paris
shortly before the June insurrection of 1848 and recently in Le Soci-

1. The February Revolution in France, 1348.
469
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dliste of New York. A new transiation is in the course of prepara-
tion. A Polish version appeared in London shortly after it was first
published in German. A Russian translation was published in
Geneva in the sixties. Into Danish, too, {t was translated shortly
after its first appearance.

However much the state of things may have altered during the
last twenty-five years, the general principles laid down in this Mani-
festo are, on the whole, as correct today as ever, Here and there
some detail might be improved. The practical application of the
principles will depend, as the Manifesto itself states, everywhere
and at all times, on the historical conditions for the time being
existing, and, for that reason, no special stress is laid on the revolu-
tionary measures proposed at the end of Section II. That passage
would, in many respects, be very differently worded today. In view
of the gigantic strides of Modern Industry in the last twenty-five
years, and of the accompanying improved and extended party orga-
nisation of the working class, in view of the practical experience
gained, first in the February Revolution, and then, still more, in
the Paris Commune, where the proletariat for the first time held
political power for two whole months, this programme has in some
details become antiquated. One thing especially was proved by the
Commune, viz., that “the working class cannot simply lay hold of
the ready-made State machinery, and wield it for its own purposes.”
(See The Civil War in France; Address of the Generdl Council of
the International Working Men's Association, London, Trulove,
1871, p. 15, where this point is further developed.}? Further, it is
self-evident that the criticism of socialist literature is deficient in
relation to the present time, because it comes down only to 1847,
also, that the remarks on the relation of the Communists to the
various opposition parties (Section IV), although in principle still
correct, yet in practice are antiquated, because the political situa-
tion has been entirely changed, and the progress of history has
swept from off the earth the greater portion of the political parties
there enumerated.

But, then, the Manifesto has become a historical document
which we have no longer any right to alter. A subsequent edition
may perhaps appear with an introduction bridging the gap from
1847 to the present day; this reprint was too unexpected to leave us
time for that. '

London, June 24, 1872 Karl Marx Friedrich Engels

2. See Engels' comment, p, 627, below. [R, 7]

Manifesto of the Communist Party - 471

Preface to the Russian Edition of 188>

The first Russian edition of the Manifesto of the Communist
Party, translated by Bakunin, was published carly in the sixties? by
the printing office of the Kolokol. Then the West could see in it
(the Russion edition of the Manifesto) only a literary curiosity,
Such a view would be impossible today.

What a limited field the proletarian movement still occupied at
that time (December 1847) is most clearly shown by the last sec-
tion of the Manifesto: the position of the Communists in relation
to the various opposition parties in the various countries. Precisely
Russia and the United States are missing here. Tt was the time
when Russia constituted the last great reserve of all European reac-
tion, when the United States absorbed the surplus proletarian forces
of Europe through immigration. Both countries provided Europe
with raw materials and were at the same time markets for the sale
of its industrial products. At that time both were, therefore, in one
way or another, pillars of the existing European order.

How very different today! Preciscly European immigration fitted
North America for a gigantic agricultural production, whose com-
petition is shaking the very foundations of European landed
property—large and small. In addition it enabled the United States
to exploit its tremendous industrial resources with an energy and on
a scale that must shortly break the industrial monopoly of Western
Europe, and especially of England, existing up to now. Both cir
cumstances react in revolutionary manrner upon America itself. Step
by step the small and middle landownership of the farmers, the
basis of the whole political constitution, is succumbing to the
competition of giant farms; simultaneously, a mass preletariat and a
fabulous concentration of capitals are developing for the Arst time
in the industrial regions.

And now Russial During the Revolution of 1848-49 not only the
European princes, but the European bourgeois as well, found their
only salvation from the proletariat, just beginning to awaken, in
Russian intervention, The tsar was proclaimed the chief of Euro-
pean reaction. Today he is a prisoner of war of the revolution, in
Gatchina, and Russia forms the vanguard of revolutionary action in
Europe. '

The Communist Manifesto had as its object the proclamation of
the inevitably impending dissolution of modern bourgeois property.
But in Russia we find, face to face with the rapidly developing capi-
talist swindle and bourgeois landed property, just beginning to

3. The date is not correct; the edition referred to appeared in 1869.
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develop, more than half the land owned in common by the peas-
ants. Now the question is: Can the Russian obshchina,* though
greatly undermined, yet a form of the primeval common ownership
of land, pass directly to the higher form of communist common
ownership? Or, on the contrary, must it first pass through the same
process of dissolution as constitutes the historical evolution of the
West?

The only answer to that possible today is this: If the Russian
Revolution becomes the signal for a proletarian revolution in the
West, so that both complement each other, the present Russian

common ownership of land may serve as the starting-point for 2
communist development.

London, January 21, 1882 Karl Marx Friedrich Engels

Preface to the German Edition of 1883

The preface to the present edition I must, alas, sign alone, Marx,
thé man to whom the whole working class of Europe and America
owes more than to anyone else, rests at Highgate Cemetery and
over his grave the first grass is already growing. Since his death,
there can be even less thought of revising or supplementing the
Manifesto. All the more do I consider it necessary again to state here
the following expressly:

Tl?e basic thought running through the Manifesto—that eco-
nomic production and the structure of society of every historical
epoch necessarily arising therefrom constitute the foundation for
the political and intellectual history of that epoch; that conse-
quently (ever since the dissolution of the primeval communal owner-
ship of land) all history has been a history of class struggles, of
struggles between exploited and exploiting, between dominated and
dominating classes at various stages of social development; that this
struggle, however, has now reached a stage where the exploited and
oppressed class (the proletariat) can no longer emancipate itself
frf)m the class which exploits and oppresses it (the bourgeoisie)
w1tho.ut at the same time forever freeing the whole of society from
exploitation, oppression and class struggles—this basic thought
belongs solely and exclusively to Marx.

I have already stated this many times; but precisely now it is
necessary that it also stand in front of the Manifesto itself.

London, June 28, 1883 Friedrich Engels

4. Village community.
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MANIFESTO
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY

A spectre is haunting Europe—the spectre of Communism. All
the Powers of old Europe have entered into a holy alliance to exor-
cise this spectre: Pope and Czar, Metternich and Guizot, French
Radicals and German police-spies.

Where is the party in opposition that has not been decried as
Communistic by its opponents in power? Where the Opposition
that has not hurled back the branding reproach of Communism,
against the more advanced opposition parties, as well as against its
reactionary adversaries?

Two things result from this fact.

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

II. Tt is high time that Communists should openly, in the face of
the whole world, publish their views, their aims, their tendencies,
and meet this nursery tale of the Spectre of Communism with a
Manifesto of the party itself.

To this end, Communists of various nationalities have assembled
in London, and sketched the following Manifesto, to be published
in the English, French, German, Italian, Flemish and Danish lan-
guages. '

I. Bourgeois and Proletarians®

The history of all hitherto existing society® is the history of class

struggles.
Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf,

5. By bourgeoisie is meant the class of been the primitive form of society
modern  Capitalists, owners of the everywhere from India to Ireland. The
means of social production and employ- inner organisation of this primitive
ers of wage-iabour. By proletariat, the  Communistic society was laid bare, in
class of modern wage-labourers whe,  its typical form, by Morgan’s crowning
having no means of preduction of their  discovery of the true nature of the
own, are reduced to selling their la-  genms and its relation to the fribe. With

bour-power in order to live. [Engels,
English edition of 1888]

6, That is, all writfen history. In 1847,
the pre-history of society, the social or-
ganisation existing previous to recorded
history, was all but unknown. Since

then, Haxthausen discovered common .

ownership of land in Russia, Maurer
proved it to be the social foundation
from which all Teutonic races started
in history, and by and by village com.
munities were found to be, or to have

the dissolution of these primaeval com-
munities society begins to be differen-
tiated into separate and finally antag-
onistic classes. I have attempted to
retrace this process of dissolution in:
“Der Ursprung der Familie, des Privat-
eigenthums und des Staats” [The Ori-
gin of the Family, Private Property
and the State], Ind edition, Stuttgart
1886. [Engels, English edition of
1888)
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guild-master” and journeyman, in a word, oppressor and oppressed
stood in constant opposition to one another, carried on an uniater.
rupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended
either in a revolutionary re-constitution of society at large, or in
the common ruin of the contending classes. ,

In Fhe carlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere a
compl;cated arrangement of society into various orders, a manifold
gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians
knfghts, plebeifms, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords vassals,
gulld-maste'rs, Journeymer, apprentices, serfs; in almost all ‘of these
classes, again, subordinate gradations.

The modem bourgeois socicty that has sprouted from the ruins
of feudal society has not done away with clash antagonisms. It has
but established new classes, new conditions of oppressio;l new
forms of struggle in place of the old ones. ’

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however, this
distinctive feature: it has simplificd the class antago;'lisms: S(;ciety
25 a whole is more and more splitting up into two great hostile
ai?%sgollzttgr;cxf) great classes directly facing each other: Bourgeoisie
o i‘;:n;aiifésste;iswifs t}lliic?x/[n“igle Ages sprang the chartered burghers
bourgeoisic were doveloma ese burgesses the first elements of the

The discovery of America, the rounding of the Cape, opened u
fresh ground for the rising bourgeoisie. The East-Indian ang
C:hmese rr'mrkets, the colonisation of America, trade with the colo-
nies, the increase in the means of exchange and in commodities
generally, gave to commerce, to navigation, to industry, an impulse
never befpre known, and thereby, to the revolutionary element in
the tottering feudal society, a rapid development.

The feudal' system of industry, under which industrial production

was monopolised by closed guilds, now no longer sufficed for the
growing wants of the new markets. The manufacturing system took
its plalce. Th‘e guild-masters were pushed on one side by the manu-
f;r.;turmtg m:_clidle cla_ws; division of labour between the different
co gplr;r:v grE:]:oc;s' vanished in the face of division of labour in each
_Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the demand ever
nsing. Even manufacture no longer sufficed. Thereupon, steam and
machinery revolutionised industrial production. The pla::e of manu-
facture-was taken by the giant, Modern Industry, the place of the
mdustr}al middle class, by industrial millionaires, the leaders of
whole industrial armies, the modern bourgeois. ,

7. Guild-master, that is, a full b i i
of a guild, a master within, notn;.erl?eaeé ?;Saﬂgm}d' Engels, Engiish edition of
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Modem industry has established the world-market, for which the
discovery of America paved the way. This market bas given an
immense devclopment to commerce, to navigation, to communica-
tion by land. This development has, in its turn, reacted on the
extension of industry; and in proportion as industry, commeice,
navigation, railways extended, in the same proportion the bourgeoi-
sie developed, increased its capital, and pushed into the background
every class handed down from the Middle Ages.

We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoisie is itself the prod-
uct of a long course of development, of a series of revolutions in

" the modes of production and of exchange.

Each step in the development of the bourgeoisic was accompa-
nied by a comesponding political advance of that class. An
oppressed class under the sway of the feudal nobility, an armed and
self-governing association in the mediaeval commune;? here inde-
pendent urban republic (as in Italy and Germany), there taxable
“third estate” of the monarchy {as in France), afterwards, in the
period of manufacture proper, serving either the semi-feudal or the
absolute monarchy as a counterpoise against the nobility, and, in
fact, corner-stone of the great monarchies in general, the bourgeoi-
sie has at last, since the establishment of Modern Industry and of
the world-market, conquered for itself, in the modern representative
State, exclusive political sway. The executive of the modern State is
but a committee for managing the common affairs of the whole
bourgeoisie.

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

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an
end to all feudal, patriarchal, idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn
asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his “natural supe-
riors,” and has left remaining no other nexus between man and
man than naked self-interest, than callous “cash payment.” 1t has
drowned the most heavenly ecstasies of religious fervour, of chival-
rous enthusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism, in the icy water of
egotistical calculation. It has resolved personal worth into exchange
value, and in place of the numberless indefeasible chartered free-
doms, has set up that single, unconscionable freedom—-Free Trade.
In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious and political illu-
sions, it has substituted naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation.

8. “Commune” was the name taken, in
France, by the nascent towns even be-
fore they had conquered from their
feudal lords and masters local self-
government and political rights as the
@Third Estate.” Generally speaking,
for the economical development of the
bourgeoisie, England is here taken as
the typical country; for its political

development, France. [Engels, English
edition of 1583]

This was the name given their urban
communities by the townsmen of Italy
and France, after they had purchased
or wrested their initial rights of self-
government from their feudal lords.
[Engels, German edition of 1890]
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The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto
honoured and looked up to with reverent awe. It has converted the
physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, the man of science, into
its paid wage-labourers.

The bourgeoisie has torn away from the family its sentimental
veil, and has reduced the family relation to 2 mere money relation.

The bourgeoisie has disclosed how it came to pass that the brutal
display of vigour in the Middle Ages, which Reactionists so much
admire, found its fitting complement in the most slothful indo.
lence. It has been the first to show what man's activity can bring
about. It has accomplished wonders far surpassing Egyptian pyra-
mids, Roman aqueducts, and Cothic cathedrals; it has conducted
expeditions that put in the shade all former Fxoduses of nations
and crusades,

The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly revolutionising
the instruments of production, and thereby the relations of produc-
tion, and with them the whole relations of society, Conservation of
the old modes of production in unaltered form, was, on the contrary,
the first condition of existence for all earlier industrial classes. Con-
stant revolutionising of production, uninterrupted disturbance of all
social conditions, everlasting uncertainty and agitation distinguish
the bourgeois epoch from all earlier ones. All fixed, fast-frozen rela-
tions, with their train of ancient and venerable prejudices and opin-
ions, are swept away, all new-formed ones become antiquated before
they can ossify. All that is solid melts into air, all that is holy is pro-
faned, and man is at last compelled to face with sober senses, his
real conditions of life, and his relations with his kind.

The need of a constantly expanding market for its products chases
the bourgeoisie over the whole surface of the globe, It must nestle
everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connexions everywhere.

The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of the world-market
given a cosmopolitan character to production and consumption in
every country. To the great chagrin of Reactionists, it has drawn
from under the feet of industry the national ground on which it
stood. All old-established national industries have been destroyed or
are daily being destroyed. They arc dislodged by new industries,
whose introduction becomes a life and death question for all civi-
lised nations, by industries that no longer work up indigenous raw
material, but raw material drawn from the remotest zones; indus-

tries whose products are consumed, not only at home, but in every
quarter of the globe. In place of the old wants, satisfied by the pro-
ductions of the country, we find new wants, requiring for their satis-
faction the products of distant lands and climes. In place of the old
local and national seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse
in every direction, universal inter-dependence of nations. And as in
material, so also in intellectual production. The intellectual creations
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of individual nations become common property. National cnricﬁi
ness and narrow-mindedness become more. and more ““f"?‘ffi ,
and from the numerous national and local literatures, there arises a
Ie. _
wo"}l'ﬁehlt)zr::;eoisie, by the rapid improvement of all mstrum.en:.soﬁf
production, by the immensely facilitated means of communica '}[" o
draws all, even the most barbarian, nations mto 01v1h.sa}:10r;l._ he
cheap prices of its commodities are the }Teavy artillery wntb “{) ic it
batters down all Chinese walls, with which it forces the bar arlla :
intensely obstinate hatred of foreigners to capitulate. It ccémpi 5 ?O_
nations, on pain of extinction, to adopt the bourgeois n]m ;3. 0 ?nto
duction; it compels them to introduce what it calls civilisation o
their midst, i.e., to become bourgeois themselves. In one word,
es a world after its own image. ‘
cre’?;e bourgeoisie has subjected the country to the rule oé :1}112
towns. It has created enormous cities, has greatly :nlcr:lrease he
urban population as compared wit.}} the rural, anld .has t.fus reicEfe
a considerable part of the population from the idiocy o rura't ha'
Just as it has made the country dependen’_c on the towns, so hl as
made barbarian and semi-barbarian countries dependent on t eEcwt-
ilised ones, nations of peasants on nations of bourgeois, the Eas
West, .
On'lic'ﬁz boﬁigeoisie keeps more and more doing away wth the r:icat;
tered state of the population, of the means of production, alf'l c())'
propertv. It has agglomerated populatton', centralised mean}f of pr
duction, and has concentrated property in a few hands. The n;cei-
‘sary consequence of this was political (l:entrallsatlon: Indepenlen ,
or but looselv connected provinces, with separate interests, zliwts,
governments and systems of taxation, became lumped togethe;‘m c;
one nation, with one government, one cocie 'Offf laws, one nationa
i ne frontier and one customs-taritt. ,
da'?l“s}:gtljcr)is:ée?)isie, during its rule of scarce one hundred years,h has
created more massive and more colossal'prqductwe forces, tl;an a:e
all preceding generations together. Subjection of Nature Sd orces u;’-
man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry ar} agric "
ture, steam-navigation, railways, electric telegr'faphs, clearing
whole continents for cultivation, canalisation pf rivers, whole popu-
lations conjured out of the ground—what earlier century hﬁd ?ven :;
presentiment that such productive forces slumbered in the lap o
i 17
Soc\lfvalelasbezuthen: the means of produqtiOn and of exchange,d on
whose foundation the bourgeoisie built itself up, were generate 21
feudal society. At a certain stage in the deyc?]opment of tth,}:la xgne.':} a;
of production and of exchange, the conditions un_der' whlcf eu 1
society produced and exchanged, the feudal organisation ? a}grtt.cl]l_t S
ture and manufacturing industry, in one word, the feudal relatio
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of property became no longer compatible with the already devel-
oped productive forces; they became so many fetters. They had to
be burst asunder; they were burst asunder.

Into their place stepped free competition, accompanied by a
social and political constitution adapted to it, and by the economi-
cal and political sway of the bourgeois class.

A similar movement is going on before our own eyes. Modern
bourgeois society with its relations of production, of exchange and
of property, 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 powers 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 prop-
erty relations that are the conditions for the existence of the bour-
geoisie and of its rule. It is enough to mention the commercial
crises that by their periodical return put on its trial, each time more
threateningly, the existence of the entire bourgeois society. In these
crises a great part not only of the existing products, but also of the
previously created productive forces, are periodically destroyed. In
these crises there breaks out an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs,
would have seemed an absurdity—the epidemic of over-production,
Society suddenly finds itself put back into a state of momentary bar-
barism; it appears as if a famine, a universal war of devastation had
cut off the supply of every means of subsistence; industry and com-
merce seem to be destroyed; and why? Because there is too much
civilisation, too much means of subsistence, too much industry, too
much commerce. The productive forces at the disposal of society no
longer tend to further the development of the conditions of bour-
geois property; on the contrary, they have become too powerful
for these conditions, by which they are fettered, and so soon as they
overcome these fetters, they bring disorder into the whole of bour-
geois society, endanger the existence of bourgeois property. The con-
ditions of bourgeois society are too narrow to comprise the wealth
created by them. And how does the bourgeoisie get over these
crises? On the one hand by enforced destruction of a mass of pro-
ductive forces; on the other, by the conguest 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 jtself.

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 modem working class—the proletarians.

In proportion as the bourgeoisie, i.¢., capital, is developed, in the

P
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same proportion is the proletariat, the modern working <%uss, devel-

. e ol
. oped—a class of labouress, who live only so long as they find work,

and who find work only so long as their labour increases capital,
These labourers, who must sell themselves piece-meal, are a com-
modity, like every other article of commerce, and are consequeptly
exposed to all the vicissitudes of competition, to all the fluctuations
of the market. o

Owing to the extensive use of machinery and to division of labour,
the work of the proletarians has lost all individual character, and
consequently, all charm for the workman. Hel becomes an appen-
dage of the machine, and it is only the most m;nple, most monoto-
nous, and most easily acquired kmack, that is reqmvred of him.
Hence, the cost of production of a workman is restncte'd, alr_nost
entirely, to the means of subsistence that he requires fqr his mainte-
nance, and for the propagation of his race. But t}'le price of a com-
modity, and therefore also of labour,? is equal to its cost of produc-
tion. In proportion, therefore, as the repulsiveness of the work
increases, the wage decreases, Nay more, in proportion as the use of
machinery and division of labour increases, in the same proportion
the burden of toil also increases, whether by prolongation of the
working hours, by increase of the work exacted in a given time or by
increased speed of the machinery, etc. '

Modern industry has converted the little workshop (?E the patriar-
chal master into the great factory of the industrial capitalist. Masses
of labourers, crowded into the factory, are organised like soldiers. As
privates of the industrial army they are placed under the command
of a perfect hierarchy of officers and sergeants. Not only are they
slaves of the bourgeois class, and of the bourgeois State; they are
daily and hourly enslaved by the machine, by the over-looker, and,
above all; by the individual bourgeocis manufactu%’er himself. The
more openly this despotism proclaims gain to be its end and aim,
the more petty, the more hateful and the more emblttermg it is,

The less the skill and exertion of strength implied in manual
labour, in other words, the more modern industry becomes devel-
oped, the more is the labour of men superseded by that of women.
Differences of age and sex have nc longer any distinctive social
validity for the working class. All are instruments of labour, more or
less expensive to use, according to their age and sex.

No sooner is the exploitation of the labourer by the manufac-
turer, so far, at an end, that he receives his wages in cash, than he
is set upon by the other portions of the bourgeoisie, the landlord,
the shopkeeper, the pawnbroker, etc.

The lower strata of the middle class—the small tradespeople,
shopkeepers, and retired tradesmen generally, the handicraftsmen

9. Subsequently Marx pointed out that the worker sells not his labour but his
labour power.
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and peasants—all these sink gradually into the proletariat, partly
bec'ause their diminutive capital does not suffice for the s,cale on
Whl.Ch Modem Industry is carried on, and is swamped in the com-
petition with the large capitalists, partly because their specialised
skill is rendered worthless by new methods of production. Thus the
proletariat is recruited from all classes of the population.

‘ Tl}e proletariat goes through various stages of development. With
its birth begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie. At first the contest
is carried on by individual labourers, then by the workpeople of a
facto_ry, .tl:len by the operatives of one trade, in one locality, against
the. individual bourgeois who directly exploits them. Théy direct
th.e{r attacks not against the bourgeois conditions of production, but
against the instruments of production themselves; they de;troy
imported wares that compete with their labour, they smash to pieces
machmf:ry, they set factories ablaze, they seek to restore by force
the vanished status of the workman of the Middle Ages.

At this stage the labourers still form an incoherent mass scattered
over the whole country, and broken up by their mutual competi-
tion. If anywhere they unite to form more compact bodies, this is
not yet the consequence of their own active union, but of the union
of the'bourgeoisie, which class, in order to attain its own political
ends, is compelled to set the whole proletariat in motion, and is
morcover yet, for a time, able to do so. At this stage, theref'ore the
proletarians do not fight their enemies, but the enemies of their
enemies, thfe remnants of absolute monarchy, the landowners, the
non-industrial bourgeois, the petty bourgeoisie. Thus the whole his.
torical movement is concentrated in the hands of the bourgeoisie;
every victory so obtained is a victory for the bourgeoisie. ’
~ But with the development of industry the proletariat not only
Increases in number; it becomes concentrated in greater masses, its
strength grows, and it feels that strength more. The various interests
and conditions of lifc within the ranks of the proletariat are more
and more equalised, in proportion as machinery obliterates all dis-
tinctions of labour, and nearly everywhere reduces wages to the
same low 'level. The growing competition among the bourgeois, and
the resulting commercial crises, make the wages of the workers ever
more ﬂuc.:tuatmg. The unceasing improvement of machinery, ever
more rapidly developing, makes their livelihood more and more pre-
canous;'the co]Iisi_ons between individual workmen and individual
bourgeois take more and more the character of collisions between
two classes. Thereupon the workers begin to form combinations
(Trades Unions) against the bourgeois; they club together in order
to keep up the rate of wages; they found permanent associations in
order to make provision beforehand for these occasional revolts
Here and there the contest breaks out into riots, .
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Now and then the workers are victorious, but only for s time.
The real fruit of their battles lies, not in the immediate result, but
in the ever-expanding union of the workers. This union i3 hiclped on

by the improved means of communication that are created by
modern industry and that place the workers of different localities in
contact with one another. It was just this contact that was needed
to centralise the numerous local struggles, all of the same character,
into one national struggle between classes. But every class struggle is
a political struggle. And that union, to attain which the burghers of
the Middle Ages, with their miserable highways, required centuries,
the modem proletarians, thanks to railways, achieve in a few years,

This organisation of the proletarians into a class, and conse-
quently into a political party, is continually being upset again by
the competition between the workers themselves. But it ever rises
up again, stronger, firmer, mightier. It compels legislative recogni-
tion of particular interests of the workers, by taking advantage of the
divisions among the bourgeoisie itself. Thus the ten-hours” bill in
England was carried.

Altogether collisions between the classes of the old society further,
in many ways, the course of development of the proletariat. The
bourgeoisie finds itself involved in a constant battle. At first with
the aristocracy; later om, with those portions of the bourgeoisie
itself, whose interests have become antagonistic to the progress of
industry; at all times, with the bourgeoisie of foreign countries. In
all these battles it sees itself compelled to appeal to the proletariat,
to ask for its help, and thus, to drag it into the political arena. The
bourgeoisie itself, therefore, supplies the proletariat with its own ele-
ments of political and general education, in other words, it fur
nishes the proletariat with weapons for fighting the bourgeoisie,

Further, as we have already seen, entire sections of the ruling
classes are, by the advance of industry, precipitated into the prole-
tariat, or are at least threatened in their conditions of existence.
These also supply the proletariat with fresh elements of enlighten-
ment and progress.

Finally, in times when the class struggle nears the decisive hour,
the process of dissolution going on within the ruling class, in fact
within the whole range of society, assumes such a violent, glaring
character, that a small section of the ruling class cuts itself adrift,
and joins the revolutionary class, the class that holds the future in
its hands. Just as, therefore, at an earlier period, a section of the
nobility went over to the bourgeoisie, so now a portion of the bour-
geoisie 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,

Of all the classes that stand face to face with the bourgeoisie
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today, the proletariat alone is a really revolutionary class. The other

classes decay and finally disappear in the face of Modern Industry;

the proletariat is its special and essential product,

The lower middle class, the small manufacturer, the shopkeeper,
the artisan, the peasant, all these fight against the bourgeoisie, to
save from extinction their existence as fractions of the middle class,
They are therefore not revolutionary, but conservative. Nay more,
they are reactionary, for they try to roll back the wheel of history, If
by chance they are revolutionary, they are so only in view of their
impending transfer into the proletariat, they thus defend not their
present, but their future interests, they desert their own standpoint
to place themselves at that of the proletariat,

The “dangerous class,” the social scum, that passively rotting
mass thrown off by the lowest layers of old society, may, here and
there, be swept into the movement by a proletarian revolution; its
conditions of life, however, prepare it far more for the part of a
bribed tool of reactionary intrigue.

In the conditions of the proletariat, those of old society at large
are already virtually swamped. The proletarian is without property;
his relation to his wife and children has no longer anything in
common with the bourgeois family-relations; modern industrial
labour, modern subjection to capital, the same in England as in
France, in America as in Germany, has stripped him of every trace
of national character. Law, morality, religion, are to him so many
bourgeois prejudices, behind which lurk in ambush just as many
bourgeois interests.

All the preceding classes that got the upper hand, sought to for-
tify their already acquired status by subjecting society at large to
their conditions of appropriation. The proletarians cannot become
masters of the productive forces of society, except by abolishing
their own previous mode of appropriation, and thercby also every
other previous mode of appropriation. They have nothing of their
own to secure and to fortify; their mission is to destroy all previous
securities for, and insurances of, individual property.

All previous historical movements were movements of minorities,
or in the interests of minorities. The proletarian movement is the
self-conscious, independent movement of the immense majority, in
the interests of the immense majority. The proletariat, the lowest
stratum of our present society, cannot stir, cannot raise itself up,
without the whole superincumbent strata of official society being
sprung into the air. '

Though not in substance, yet in form, the struggle of the prole-
tariat with the bourgeoisie is at first a national struggle. The prole-
tariat of each country must, of course, first of all settle matters with
its own bourgeoisie.

In depicting the most general phases of the development of the

i
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proletariat, we traced the more or less veiled civil war, 1-1Lng wxﬂutz;)
existing society, up to the point. where that war brc;'v.)n: out (;ri]sj(e
open revolution, and where the Vlf()l;ﬂt ov?rtthr?tv of the hourge
foundation for the sway of the proletanat.
jayls-l?ggerto, every form of society has l?een based, as (\lvelahzlgse
already scen, on the antagonism of oppressing qnd oppressl;e c Ssred.
But in order to oppress a class, certan_‘x coqdltxong musg € as L:r ed
to it under which it can, at least, contlrlme its slavish ex1st]e.ncc?. e
serf, in the period of serfdom, raised l?n'nse]f to membirs ulf) ;n dxq ]
commune, just as the petty bourg_ems, under thel }’OT? 0 ege;n
absolutism, managed to develop into a bourgeois. The mo "
labourer, on the contrary, instead of rising w1ti} 'the pfrogfetss of
industry, sinks deeper and deeper below the condlhons_ o e(;\?s e]n i
of his own class. He becomes a pauper, and paupgrllinl. cvse S‘Fi,
more rapidly than population and wealth. And here it ec$me o
dent, that the bourgeoisic is unfit any longer to be the ruling ;: as
in society, and to impose its conditions of existence upon so?e ir 2
an over-riding law. It is unfit to rule bf:cause it is incompeten t
assure an existence to its slave within his slaver}_f, because 1:1t :13:}111?;
help letting him sink into such a state, that it hai‘to eri] r tlhis,
instead of being fed by him. Society can no longer live unde e
bourgeoisie, in other words, its existence is no longer compati
mt%h?zzteyﬁtial condition for the existence, and for the sway c{f ﬂ'le
bourgeois class, is the formation and augmentation of capnia ; ;eiep
condition for capital is wage-labour. Wage-labour rests Eex.c 51515\“?
on competition between the labourers. 'Tth.e advance o. in lut_ Y,
whose involuntary promoter is the bourgeoisie, replaces the isola ]1?1‘.
of the labourers, due to competition, by their revolutionary (ciorrl
nation, due to association. The development of Modern In_ ;mtﬁf,
therefore, cuts from under its feet the very foundation on wbhm ) the
bourgeoisie produces and appropriat;s Products. VVhat‘ the Oﬁrg{zglll-
sie, therefore, produces, above all, is its own grave-diggers. Its
and the victory of the proletariat are equally inevitable.

I1. Proletarians and Communists

In what relation do the Communists stand to the proletarians as

’ v"j[}'lhogeéommunists do not form a separate party opposed to other
wofrﬁfgjjz lrjgtilstsérests separate and apart from those of the pro-
1et%l}aetya;oan‘;?(:l%?:hanyrﬁgiﬁzg gézceﬁlgit?f their own, by which
to%}glzp%?::nﬂ?ﬁsts arzpdistinguished from the other working-class
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parties by this only: (1) In the national struggles of the proletari-
ans of the different countries, they point out and bring to. the front
the common interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all
nationality. (2) In the various stages of development which the
struggle of the working class against the bourgoisie has to pass
through, they always and everywhere represent the interests of the
movement as a whole.

The Communists, therefore, are on the one hand, practically, the
most advanced and resolute section of the working-class parties of
every country, that section which pushes forward all others; on the
other hand, theoretically, they have over the great mass of the prole-
tariat the advantage of clearly understanding the line of march, the
conditions, and the ultimate general results of the proletarian move-
ment, '

The immediate aim of the Communists is the same as that of all
the other proletarian parties: formation of the proletariat into a
class, overthrow of the bourgeois supremacy, conquest of political
power by the proletariat.

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

They merely express, in general terms, actual relations springing
from an existing class struggle, from a historical movement going on
under our very eyes. The abolition of existing property relations is
not at all a distinctive feature of Communism.

All property relations in the past have continually been subject to
historical change consequent upon the change in historical condi-
tions, :

The French Revolution, for example, abolished feudal property
in favour of bourgeois property.

The distinguishing feature of Communism s not the abolition
of property generally, but the abolition of bourgeois property. But
modern bourgeois private property is the final and most complete
cxpression of the system of producing and appropriating products,
that is based on class antagonisms, on the exploitation of the many

by the few,

In this sense, the theory of the Communists may be summed up
in the single sentence: Abolition of private property.

We Communists have been reproached with the desire of abol-
ishing the right of personally acquiring property as the fruit of a
man’s own labour, which property is alleged to be the groundwork
of all personal freedom, activity and independence.

Hard-won, self-acquired, scif-earned property! Do you mean the
property of the petty artisan and of the small peasant, a form of
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is form? There is no neced to
operty that preceded the bourgeols
Elr)o%shythat; t11)1e development of mr'iust}'y h.as to a great extent
already destroyed it, and is still destroying it daily. ,
Or do you mean modern bourgeois private propert{.b . Not s
But does wage-labour create anykp{c&perfty for thtey aiv }?ilifréxp]oits
, . , g oper
. Tt creates capital, i.e, that kind of pr ex
Efl:ge-]abour and I::vhic:h cannot increase vs:xfcr:p}t1 upo]n.fotri\;irlltu;nmgf
i , - for fresh exploitation. -
tting a new supply of wage-labour . .
Eft%fe in %ts present form, is based on the antagomsm Qf capital and
wag,e-labour. Let us examine both sides of this antagonism. | bat s
To be a capitalist, is to have not on]yna pgrely p(e]:rs:tnz;r,ld e
1 1 i ital 1 tive product,
1 status in production. Capital is a collect
f)ocfllne united agtion of many members, nay, in the last reiort, 2n'1[}1,
bi the united action of all members of society, can 1t be set 1
motion. o _
ital i 1, it is a social power.
Capital is, therefore, not a personal, 1t .
V\;llgclan therefore, capital is converted into common property, mto(i
the prop’erty of all members of society, personal propm:t%«’ )1?1 ; .
thereby transformed into social property. It is only the social cha
ter of the property that is changed. It loses its class-character.
Let us now take wage-labour. ‘ o .

The average price of wage-labour is the minimum wage, .e., thi;
vantum of the means of subsistence, which is absolutely reqt;lm
?o keep the labourer in bare existence as a 1aboun_=,r. What, teffr;
fore, the wage-labourer appropriates by means of his lagour, m ean);
suffices to prolong and reproduce a bare existence. V\{le ¥ né) 135 ns
intend to abolish this personal apprgpnfahortlh of t ien tg:;n‘ée o

iati i e ma
bour, an appropriation that is made tfor :
lrz roduction lz)Pf) human life, and that leaves no surplus wherew?'tcﬁ t_c;
colznmand the labour of others. All that we want to do awa%; lw}1] : h]e
the miserable character of this appropration, undilr w1'1c -
labourer lives merely to increase capital, and is al_l:)we to live only
in so far as the interest of the ruling class requires it. ‘
N in bourgeois society, living labour is but a means to mcrease gc:ua
mulated labour. In Communist society, accumulated lfait)gurl ;153 ! uur '
i i the existence of the .
means to widen, to enrich, to promote . e
In bourgeois society, therefore, the past dominates the p{)esenté ;:‘;
Communist society, the present dominates the past. In }c:_l.llrg oS
society capital is independent and has 1(;1d:;f.1duahty, while
ivi i mdividuality.
living person is dependent and has no individu: _
1WArg1dP the abo]itfon of this state of things is called by] the b'cl)"l;:e
geois, abolition of individuality and freedom! Apd nghti y so. he
abolition of bourgeois individuality, bourgeois independence,
bourgeois freedom is undoubtedly aimed at.




486 - Revolutionary Program and Strategy

By freedom is meant, under the i
_ , resent bo iti

prcl);lutct‘lfon,ufree trade, free selling ang buying. wrgeoss conditions of
ut if selling and buying disappears, free sellin ing di
. \ and bu -
?tnlllnearjba]so. This ,t’a]k about free selling and bu%(ing, andy IZIgl f}llse
havzr rave‘worgls of our bourgeoisie about freedom in general
a meaning, if any, only in contrast with restricted selling and

buying, with the fettered traders of the Middle Ages, but have no |

S:I?r;;rlxﬁn\ghz? t:f})plc;:;ec'l to the Communistic abolition of buying
g € bourgeois conditi i
botmens it geois conditions of production, and of the
ert;i(’og atre. horrified at our intending to do away with private prop
- But in your existing society, private i '
' _ , property is already don
Efl::yi w:t? ]for nine-tenths of the population; its existence f);r thz
tenthz S% cc:uy élue tOhltS m})ln—existence in the hands of those nine-
. reproach uws, therefore, with intendin, i
\ g to do away with
?hzorl?;nozxirtzperty, fthe necessary condition for whose existej;u‘:,\:el is
- nce i jori
cocicty of any property for the immense majority of
In one word, you re ith i
. you reproach us with intending to do i
yori;r prop;rty. Precisely so; that is just what we ingtend. ey it
Capilg;n IIt1 Ofrzl er;lo(r::elgt :vl.ne? labour Ican no longer be converted into
. , , Or rent, into a social power capable of bei
olised, i.e., from the momen 1 indiviinz] properte can s
, e, t when individual
. 1 . property can
_ }f;)]n%er be transformed‘mt_o bourgeois property, into Iz:ap?(tal frorxlr?
E‘IY moment, you say, individuality vanishes. ,
Othe?up:mjt, :ﬁerefo}ie, I;:onfess that by “individual” you mean no
rson than the bourgeois, than the middl
' €0is, e-class o
property. ‘This person must, indeed, be swept out of the . Oé
made impossible, : e
prgzl?lr;rsnsfn;sor;e?;priﬁi r;o.tn:ian of the power to appropriate the
c ;A at it does is to deprive him of th
subjugate the labour of others b . et
means of such a iati
It has been objected that u . tion of prvate o
; pon the abolition of privat
allAworkd\yl]] cease, and universal laziness will ovcrtl:kgau: Propery
to t;coii ing to .thlS, bourgepis society ought long ago to I:IEVB gone
bo o eacgisir;hroi%h sheer d]dleness; for those of its members who
, nothing, and those who acqui hi
work. The whole of this objection i B her exmrtin o the
jection is but another expression of th
tautology: that there can no longer be any wage—labc?ur whe 0tht .
is no longer any capital. n e
ané’di ;;1]-2;?'2?? urged agailnst the Communistic mode of producing
1ating material products, have, in th
urged against the Communistic mod, ; g ot e
urgec es of producing and appropriat-
ing mtellectual products. Just as, to the bourgeoigs, the ggapl;r;:-

Manifesto of the Communist Party + 487

ance of class property is the disappearance of production itself, so
the disappearance of class culture is to him identical with the disap-
pearance of all culture.

That culture, the loss of which he laments, is, for the enormous
majority, a mere training to actas a machine.

But don't wrangle with us so long as you apply, to our intended
abolition of bourgeois property, the standard of your bourgeois
notions of freedom, culture, law, &c. Your very ideas are but the
outgrowth of the conditions of your bourgeois production and bour-
geois property, just as your jurisprudence 1s but the will of your class
made into a law for all, a will, whose essential character and diree-
tion are determined by the economical conditions of existence of
vour class.

The sclfish misconception that induces you to transform into
eternal laws of nature and of reason, the social forms springing from
your present mode of production and form of property—historical
relations that rise and disappear in the progress of production—this
misconception you share with every ruling class that has preceded
you, 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 radical flare up at this in-
famous proposal of the Communists.

On what foundation is the present family, the bourgeois family,
based? On capital, on private gain. In its completely developed
form this family exists only among the bourgeoisie. But this state of
things finds its complement in the practical absence of the family
among the proletarians, and in public prostitution.

The bourgeois 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 chil-
dren by their parents? To this crime we plead guilty.

But, you will say, we destroy the most hallowed of relations, when
we replace home education by social.

And your education! Is not that also social, and determined by
the social conditions under which you educate, by the intervention,
divect or indirect, of society, by means of schools, &c.? The Com-
munists have not invented the intervention of society in education,
they do but seek to alter the character of that intervention, and to
rescue education from the influence of the ruling class.

The bourgeois clap-trap about the family and education, about
the hallowed co-relation of parent and child, becomes all the more
disgusting, the more, by the action of Modern Industry, all family
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ties among the proletarians are torn asunder, and their children

transformed into simple articles of commerce and instruments of

labour. )

But you Communists would introduce community of women,
screams the whole bourgeoisie in chorus.

The bourgeois sees in his wife a mere instrument of production.
He hears that the instruments of production are to be exploited in
common, and, naturally, can come to no other conclusion 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 women as mere instruments of production,

For the rest, nothing is more ridiculous than the virtuous indig-
nation of our bourgeois at the community of women which, they
pretend, is to be openly and officially established by the Commu-
nists. The Communists have no need to introduce community of
women; it has existed almost from time immemorial,

Our bourgeois, not content with having the wives and daughters
of their proletarians at their disposal, not to speak of common pros-
titutes, take the greatest pleasure in seducing each other’s wives.

Bourgeois marriage is in reality a system of wives in common and
thus, at the most, what the Communists might possibly be re-
proached with, is that they desire to introduce, m substitution for a
hypocritically concealed, an openly legalised community of women,
For the rest, it is selfevident that the abolition of the present sys-
tem of production must bring with it the abolition of the commu-
nity of women springing from that system, i.e., of prostitution both
public and private.

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

The working men have no country. We cannot take from them
what they have not got. Since the proletariat must first of all ac-
quite political supremacy, must rise to be the leading class of the
nation, must constitute itself the nation, it is, so far, itself national,
though not in the bourgeois sense of the word,

National differences and antagonisms between peoples are daily
more and more vanishing, owing to the development of the bour-
geoisie, to freedom of commerce, to the world-market, to uniformity
in the mode of production and in the conditions of life correspond-
ing thereto.

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

In proportion as the exploitation of one individual by another is
put an end to, the exploitation of one nation by another will
also be put an end to. In proportion as the antagonism between
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classes within the nation vanishes, the hostility of one natici to an-

ill come to an end. N ‘
Ot}'lflz:, gllua(i‘(;es against Communism mad_e from a rel.xgloa,ls, a p;ngo:
sophical, and, generally, from an ideological standpoint, are not de

i erious examination. -

Ser;)lggsoift Srequirc deep intuition to comp'rehend Fhat man sh:deaes;
views and conceptions, in one word, man’s consciousness, c Ianigl .
with every change in the condiltilofns? of his material existence, in his

i i nd in his social life? _

Som\E}hI:tlaetilsoensdﬁesd the history of ideas prove, than that {ntellectual
production changes its character in proportion as mater:a{[)prod:}::-
tion is changed? The ruling ideas of each age have ever been the
i ' ing class.

lde&s}l'?:r:t;g;ﬂlzgspeak of ideas that revolutionise society, tl';ey fdo
but express the fact, that within the old society, the e]emerlldsl g a
new one have been created, and that the dissolution of -the o d i cleats
keeps even pace with the dissolution of the old conditions of exist-
eni;/-'hen the ancient world was in its last throes, -thfs ancient reli-
gions were overcome by Christianity. When .Chrtshan ideas suc-
cumbed in the 18th century to rationalist ideas, feuda! .soci}‘e}fy
fought its death battle with the then revolutionary bourg?msm. xfi
ideas of religious liberty and freedom of conscience merely gave eof
pression to the sway of free competition within the domain
kng?fdsgiii)tedly," it will be sid, “seligous, moral, philosophica
and juridical ideas have been modiﬁeq in the cours_e.of h:s'torlca n{:‘i—
velopment. But religion, hmorallity, philosophy, political science, a

tly survived this change.” '
1a‘F:r"'l'c':l?fr::rsetElanre,ybesides, eternal tm%hs, such as Freedom,_}ustlce, .etc.,
that are common to all states of society. But Communism abohshe;
eternal truths, it abolishes all religion, and all morghty, mste_ad‘ 0
constituting them on a new basis; it therefore acts in contradiction
historical experience.” ‘

tO éghlzlatﬁd}(;les this acclilsation reduce itself to? The history qf all
past saciety has consisted in the development gf class anta%omsms,
antagonisms that assumed different forms at dlﬁerent.epoc s.

But whatever form they may have taken, one fact is Fommont }t]o
all past ages, viz., the exploitation of one part of society by the
other. No wonder, then, that the soma} consciousness of p_:a}s!tl ages,
despite all the multiplicity and variety it displays, moves wit ]m ce;:
tain common forms, or general ideas, which cannot c0fnp]ete y va
ish except with the total disappearance of cias§ antagonisms. b tradi

The Communist revolution is the most radical rupture wit rfla i
tional property relations; no wonder that its development involves
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theB rnto;t radic;l rupture with traditional ideas
ut let us ha i is objecti
Iy ve done with the bourgeois objections to Commu-
W
worki?] ;acxizs:ee;: e;bov;, thz;lt the first step in the revolution by the
lass, 0 raise the proletariat t iti i
cla%1 to win the battle of demoIZracy. ? the position of ruling
o e ﬁmlet‘anat will use its political Supremacy to wrest, by de-
Ef Pr,o gucffolﬁt?i ftli?mhthed bmf:rgeoisie, to centralise all inst;un{ents
: ¢ hands of the State, e, of th letari
ganised as the ruling class: increase t} 1 of produetin
forcfics 2o vapial Pgé o and to increase the tota] of productive
course, in the beginning, this can
th ; not be effected
means of despotic inroads on the rights of property, and orfxt%cep EOIl)'l)-/

th 3 [
i :o;gélrj; ;)rf :I}:z g;dov;em‘erllt, ?Iutstnp themselves, necessitate further
: oclal order, and i
en'tf‘lg.ly revolutionising the mode of prgc;i:t?gsmdable @ means of
NeS:StII-Z?:sS;EiS tx;;xll of cougse be different in different countries
: € most advanced [ i i
e prit!t)y senerally amaiecne countries, the following will
1. Abdlition of property ; icati
land b oot Purpp:) Se}:sa ¥ in land and application of al] rents of
2. A heavy progressive or i
av graduated inco
3. ébohtlon.of all right of mheritance, e tax
;4. Confsc;a_-tmp of the property of all emigrants and rebels
. 't' enllgl lsatxo_n of credit in the hands of the State, b Iﬁe
; 1(031;?1 tma}ir:ktmth Sftaie capital and an exclugive mor;op};Iy
6. ation of & 2 icati :
in the hany oatiom State,e means of communication and transport

7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by

the State; the bringing (vati

H EIng mnto cultivation of waste.] d-the j
prc;veénent O.i_: t}'w: soil generally in accordance wit;];dz’oa Ny
5 Biqual liability of all to Jabour. Establishment of olrosies:
Tmes, especially for agriculture. e

gd. Combi'nation of agricultu
gradual abolition of the distinction between town and country

ans of

r-

tio\_x;v '?lfith ipdustria] production, &c., &c.
€n, in the course of development, class distinctions have dis-

appeared, and all production has b
. - e '
4 vast association of the whole natioiln f]?: ablic pomer qpinds of
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iat during its contest with the bourgeoisic is compelled, by the foce
of circumstances, to organise itself as a class, if, by means of 2 reve-
lution, it makes itself the ruling class, and, as such, sweeps awav by
force the old conditions of production, then it will, along with these
conditions, have swept away the conditions for the existence of class
antagonisms and of classes generally, and will thereby have abol-
ished its own supremacy as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society, with its classes and class an-
tagonisms, we shall have an association, in which the free develop-
ment of each is the condition for the free development of all.

I11. Socialist and Communist Literature
1. REACTIONARY SOCIALISM
A. Feuddl Socialism

Owing to their historical position, it became the vocation of the
aristocracies of France and England to write pamphlets against
modemn bourgeois society. In the French revolution of July 1830,
and in the English reform agitation, these aristocracies again suc-
cumbed to the hateful upstart. Thenceforth, a serious political con-
test was altogether out of the question. A literary battle alone re-
mained possible. But even in the domain of literature the old cries
of the restoration period! had become impossible.

In order to arouse sympathy, the aristocracy were obiiged to lose
sight, apparently, of their own interests, and to formulate their in-
dictment against the bourgeoisie in the interest of the exploited
working class alone. Thus the aristocracy took their revenge by sing-
ing lampoons on their new master, and whispering in his ears sinis-
ter prophecies of coming catastrophe.

In this wav arose Feudal Socialism: half lamentation, half lam-
poon; half echo of the past, half menace of the future; at times, by
its bitter, wittv and incisive criticism, striking the bourgeoisie to the
very heart’s core; but always ludricrous in its effect, through total in-
capacity to comprehend the march of modern history.

The aristocracy, in order to rally the people to them, waved the
proletarian alms-bag in front for a banner. But the people, so often
as it joined them, saw on their hindquarters the old feudal coats of
arms, and deserted with loud and irreverent laughter.

One section of the French Legitimists? and “Young England™3
exhibited this spectacle,

1. Not the English Restoration 166¢ te  Bourbon dynasty.

1689, but the French Restoration 1814 3, A group of British Conservatives—
to 1830. [Engel;, English edition of aristocrats and men of politics and
1888] literature—formed about 1842, Prom-
2, The party of the noble landowners, inent among them were Disraeli, Thom-
who advocated the restoration of the as Carlyle, and others.




