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MANIFESTO OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
[From the English edition of 1888, edited by FriedrEngels]

A spectre is haunting Europe--the spectre of Comsmu. All the Powers of old Europe have
entered into a holy alliance to exorcise this sge®ope and Czar, Metternich and Guizot, French
Radicals and German police-spies.

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

Two things result from this fact.

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

II. Itis high time that Communists should opentythe face of the whole world, publish their
views, their aims, their tendencies, and meetrthrsery tale of the Spectre of Communism with a
Manifesto of the party itself.

To this end, Communists of various nationalitiaséhassembled in London, and sketched the
following Manifesto, to be published in the Englisliench, German, Italian, Flemish and Danish
languages.
|. BOURGEOIS AND PROLETARIANS

The history of all hitherto existing societieghe history of class struggles.

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, loddsarf, guild-master and journeyman, in a
word, oppressor and oppressed, stood in const@aisdpn to one another, carried on an unintermpte

now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each teneéed, either in a revolutionary re-constitution of
society at large, or in the common ruin of the eoding classes.



In the earlier epochs of history, we find almogtrywhere a complicated arrangement of
society into various orders, a manifold gradatibsaxial rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians,
knights, plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Agesgd#duords, vassals, guild-masters, journeymen,
apprentices, serfs; in almost all of these classgsin, subordinate gradations.

The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted the ruins of feudal society has not done
away with class antagonisms. It has but estaldligsieev classes, new conditions of oppression, new
forms of struggle in place of the old ones. Ouwap the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, eowev
this distinctive feature: it has simplified the gdaantagonisms. Society as a whole is more and mor
splitting up into two great hostile camps, into tareat classes, directly facing each other: Bousgeo
and Proletariat.

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the emnad burghers of the earliest towns. From
these burgesses the first elements of the bouigesese developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of the Gageened up fresh ground for the rising
bourgeoisie. The East-Indian and Chinese martteds;olonisation of America, trade with the colapie
the increase in the means of exchange and in coitie®denerally, gave to commerce, to navigation, t
industry, an impulse never before known, and thgrebthe revolutionary element in the totteringdal
society, a rapid development.

The feudal system of industry, under which indakproduction was monopolised by closed
guilds, now no longer sufficed for the growing wanf the new markets. The manufacturing systerk too
its place. The guild-masters were pushed on ateelsy the manufacturing middle class; division of
labour between the different corporate guilds vaitsin the face of division of labour in each singl
workshop.

Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the denesed rising. Even manufacture no longer
sufficed. Thereupon, steam and machinery revaiigen industrial production. The place of
manufacture was taken by the giant, Modern Indu#tey place of the industrial middle class, by
industrial millionaires, the leaders of whole inttigd armies, the modern bourgeois.

Modern industry has established the world-marketywhich the discovery of America paved
the way. This market has given an immense devedopto commerce, to navigation, to communication
by land. This development has, in its time, redcte the extension of industry; and in proportien a
industry, commerce, navigation, railways extendedhe same proportion the bourgeoisie developed,
increased its capital, and pushed into the backgtoevery class handed down from the Middle Ages.

We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoisisa#f the product of a long course of
development, of a series of revolutions in the nsaafgproduction and of exchange.

Each step in the development of the bourgeoiseeagaompanied by a corresponding political
advance of that class. An oppressed class undethy of the feudal nobility, an armed and self-
governing association in the mediaeval communes imefependent urban republic (as in Italy and
Germany), there taxable "third estate” of the momag(as in France), afterwards, in the period of
manufacture proper, serving either the semi-feod#he absolute monarchy as a counterpoise agamst
nobility, and, in fact, corner-stone of the greatnarchies in general, the bourgeoisie has atdamste the
establishment of Modern Industry and of the worlarket, conquered for itself, in the modern
representative State, exclusive political swaye &kecutive of the modern State is but a commitiee
managing the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisi



The bourgeoisie, historically, has played a mesgblutionary part.

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the uppedhlaas put an end to all feudal, patriarchal,
idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn asundke motley feudal ties that bound man to his "ratur
superiors,” and has left remaining no other nexate/éen man and man than naked self-interest, than
callous "cash payment." It has drowned the moavérely ecstasies of religious fervour, of chivaou
enthusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism, in thewater of egotistical calculation. It has resalve
personal worth into exchange value, and in plade@humberless and feasible chartered freedormss, ha
set up that single, unconscionable freedom--Fradd.r In one word, for exploitation, veiled by gadus
and political illusions, naked, shameless, direaital exploitation.

The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo everyipation hitherto honoured and looked up to
with reverent awe. It has converted the physidiaalawyer, the priest, the poet, the man of sgemto
its paid wage labourers.

The bourgeoisie has torn away from the familysé@atimental veil, and has reduced the family
relation to a mere money relation.

The bourgeoisie has disclosed how it came to the$ghe brutal display of vigour in the Middle
Ages, which Reactionists so much admire, foundlttiag complement in the most slothful indolende.
has been the first to show what man's activitylwamg about. It has accomplished wonders far
surpassing Egyptian pyramids, Roman aqueductsGatitic cathedrals; it has conducted expeditions tha
put in the shade all former Exoduses of nationscuasades.

The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantiphationising the instruments of production,
and thereby the relations of production, and wiémt the whole relations of society. Conservatibthe
old modes of production in unaltered form, wastl@contrary, the first condition of existence &tir
earlier industrial classes. Constant revolutionysdf production, uninterrupted disturbance ofaltial
conditions, everlasting uncertainty and agitatictiniguish the bourgeois epoch from all earliersonAll
fixed, fast-frozen relations, with their train of@ent and venerable prejudices and opinions,\aepis
away, all new-formed ones become antiquated béfhenecan ossify. All that is solid melts into &l
that is holy is profaned, and man is at last cotegdb face with sober senses, his real conditudrige,
and his relations with his kind.

The need of a constantly expanding market fgortslucts chases the bourgeoisie over the
whole surface of the globe. It must nestle evesnghsettle everywhere, establish connexions
everywhere.

The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation efworld-market given a cosmopolitan character
to production and consumption in every country. ti@great chagrin of Reactionists, it has drawmfr
under the feet of industry the national ground dmctv it stood. All old-established national indies$
have been destroyed or are daily being destroyéey are dislodged by new industries, whose
introduction becomes a life and death questioraliacivilised nations, by industries that no longerk
up indigenous raw material, but raw material drdsem the remotest zones; industries whose products
are consumed, not only at home, but in every quafthe globe. In place of the old wants, satdfby
the productions of the country, we find new wargguiring for their satisfaction the products dstent
lands and climes. In place of the old local aniibnal seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have
intercourse in every direction, universal inter-elegence of nations. And as in material, so also in
intellectual production. The intellectual creasarf individual nations become common property.



National one-sidedness and narrow-mindedness becwreand more impossible, and from the
numerous national and local literatures, thereearssworld literature.

The bourgeoisie, by the rapid improvement ofradtiuments of production, by the immensely
facilitated means of communication, draws all, etrenmost barbarian, nations into civilisation.eTh
cheap prices of its commodities are the heavyemgilith which it batters down all Chinese walilgth
which it forces the barbarians' intensely obstifatized of foreigners to capitulate. It compels al
nations, on pain of extinction, to adopt the boorgenode of production; it compels them to introgluc
what it calls civilisation into their midst, i.¢q become bourgeois themselves. In one wordedtes a
world after its own image.

The bourgeoisie has subjected the country touleeaf the towns. It has created enormous
cities, has greatly increased the urban populagscompared with the rural, and has thus rescued a
considerable part of the population from the idio€yural life. Just as it has made the countnyeshelent
on the towns, so it has made barbarian and serbaban countries dependent on the civilised ones,
nations of peasants on nations of bourgeois, tisé &athe West.

The bourgeoisie keeps more and more doing awdythé scattered state of the population, of
the means of production, and of property. It lggi@merated production, and has concentrated proper
in a few hands. The necessary consequence oflsipolitical centralisation. Independent, or but
loosely connected provinces, with separate intgrésivs, governments and systems of taxation, becam
lumped together into one nation, with one goverriiname code of laws, one national class-interest, o
frontier and one customs-tariff. The bourgeoidiging its rule of scarce one hundred years, hested
more massive and more colossal productive forcas llave all preceding generations together.
Subjection of Nature's forces to man, machinerpliegtion of chemistry to industry and agriculture,
steam-navigation, railways, electric telegraphsaghg of whole continents for cultivation, canatien
of rivers, whole populations conjured out of thewgrd--what earlier century had even a presentirtiext
such productive forces slumbered in the lap ofadabour?

We see then: the means of production and of exggham whose foundation the bourgeoisie
built itself up, were generated in feudal sociefy.a certain stage in the development of thesensiel
production and of exchange, the conditions undechfeudal society produced and exchanged, the
feudal organisation of agriculture and manufacwiimdustry, in one word, the feudal relations of
property became no longer compatible with the dlyeeveloped productive forces; they became so
many fetters. They had to be burst asunder; therg Wurst asunder.

Into their place stepped free competition, accameshby a social and political constitution
adapted to it, and by the economical and poliseey of the bourgeois class.

A similar movement is going on before our own eyd®dern bourgeois society with its
relations of production, of exchange and of propextsociety that has conjured up such giganticnsea
of production and of exchange, is like the sorcemio is no longer able to control the powers ef th
nether world whom he has called up by his spéts: many a decade past the history of industry and
commerce is but the history of the revolt of modemoductive forces against modern conditions of
production, against the property relations thattleeconditions for the existence of the bourgecésid
of its rule. It is enough to mention the commadrciges that by their periodical return put ontital,
each time more threateningly, the existence ottitee bourgeois society. In these crises a gradtnot
only of the existing products, but also of the poesgly created productive forces, are periodically
destroyed. In these crises there breaks out aem that, in all earlier epochs, would have sekare
absurdity--the epidemic of over-production. Socmiddenly finds itself put back into a state of



momentary barbarism; it appears as if a faminaigeusal war of devastation had cut off the supdly
every means of subsistence; industry and commesra $0 be destroyed; and why? Because there is too
much civilisation, too much means of subsistenme nuch industry, too much commerce. The
productive forces at the disposal of society n@é&artend to further the development of the condgiof
bourgeois property; on the contrary, they have tmectoo powerful for these conditions, by which they
are fettered, and so soon as they overcome thiésesfehey bring disorder into the whole of bowige
society, endanger the existence of bourgeois ptypé&he conditions of bourgeois society are toooa

to comprise the wealth created by them. And hoesdbe bourgeoisie get over these crises? Omine o
hand inforced destruction of a mass of productoreds; on the other, by the conquest of new markets
and by the more thorough exploitation of the olésonThat is to say, by paving the way for more
extensive and more destructive crises, and by asmimg the means whereby crises are prevented.

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

But not only has the bourgeoisie forged the weapbat bring death to itself; it has also called
into existence the men who are to wield those wespthe modern working class--the proletarians.

In proportion as the bourgeoisie, i.e., capimbjeveloped, in the same proportion is the
proletariat, the modern working class, developediaas of labourers, who live only so long as tfieg
work, and who find work only so long as their labmcreases capital. These labourers, who mulst sel
themselves piece-meal, are a commaodity, like eathgr article of commerce, and are consequently
exposed to all the vicissitudes of competitionaltahe fluctuations of the market.

Owing to the extensive use of machinery and tgsitin of labour, the work of the proletarians
has lost all individual character, and consequeatlycharm for the workman. He becomes an appgnda
of the machine, and it is only the most simple, nmegnotonous, and most easily acquired knack,ishat
required of him. Hence, the cost of productiom eforkman is restricted, almost entirely, to theangeof
subsistence that he requires for his maintenamckefaa the propagation of his race. But the pdta
commaodity, and therefore also of labour, is eqaals cost of production. In proportion therefaas,the
repulsiveness of the work increases, the wage dsese Nay more, in proportion as the use of machin
and division of labour increases, in the same ptapothe burden of toil also increases, whether by
prolongation of the working hours, by increaseha work exacted in a given time or by increase@dpe
of the machinery, et cetera

Modern industry has converted the little workslebghe patriarchal master into the great
factory of the industrial capitalist. Masses dfdarers, crowded into the factory, are organidesl li
soldiers. As privates of the industrial army tlaeg placed under the command of a perfect hierasthy
officers and sergeants. Not only are they slavéiseobourgeois class, and of the bourgeois Stia¢sy;
are daily and hourly enslaved by the machine, byotrer-looker, and, above all, by the individual
bourgeois manufacturer himself. The more operiydespotism proclaims gain to be its end and aim,
the more petty, the more hateful and the more demlnyg it is.

The less the skill and exertion of strength ingblie manual labour, in other words, the more
modern industry becomes developed, the more imbwair of men superseded by that of women.
Differences of age and sex have no longer anyndiste social validity for the working class. Adte
instruments of labour, more or less expensive & ascording to their age and sex.



No sooner is the exploitation of the labourer fiy nanufacturer, so far at an end, that he
receives his wages in cash, than he is set updinebgther portions of the bourgeoisie, the landltnd
shopkeeper, the pawnbroker, et cetera

The lower strata of the middle class--the smali¢sspeople, shopkeepers, retired tradesmen
generally, the handicraftsmen and peasants--alktimk gradually into the proletariat, partly hessa
their diminutive capital does not suffice for tleake on which Modern Industry is carried on, and is
swamped in the competition with the large capitslipartly because their specialized skill is reade
worthless by the new methods of production. Timesproletariat is recruited from all classes of the
population.

The proletariat goes through various stages oéldgment. With its birth begins its struggle
with the bourgeoisie. At first the contest is @ron by individual labourers, then by the workplecaf
a factory, then by the operatives of one tradenia locality, against the individual bourgeois who
directly exploits them. They direct their attackd against the bourgeois conditions of producti,
against the instruments of production themselres; testroy imported wares that compete with their
labour, they smash to pieces machinery, they satrias 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 incomémass scattered over the whole country, and
broken up by their mutual competition. If anywh#rey unite to form more compact bodies, this is no
yet the consequence of their own active unionolbthe union of the bourgeoisie, which class, idesrto
attain its own political ends, is compelled tothet whole proletariat in motion, and is moreovet j@& a
time, able to do so. At this stage, therefore pitedetarians do not fight their enemies, but themsies of
their enemies, the remnants of absolute monarblylandowners, the non-industrial bourgeois, thtype
bourgeoisie. Thus the whole historical movemewgbiscentrated in the hands of the bourgeoisieyever
victory so obtained is a victory for the bourgeeisi

But with the development of industry the proleganot only increases in number; it becomes
concentrated in greater masses, its strength gmovasit feels that strength more. The various @sis
and conditions of life within the ranks of the @talriat are more and more equalised, in propogsn
machinery obliterates all distinctions of labourdanearly everywhere reduces wages to the same low
level. The growing competition among the bourgeaisl the resulting commercial crises, make the
wages of the workers ever more fluctuating. Theeasing improvement of machinery, ever more
rapidly developing, makes their livelihood more andre precarious; the collisions between individual
workmen and individual bourgeois take more and nioeecharacter of collisions between two classes.
Thereupon the workers begin to form combinatiomad&s Unions) against the bourgeois; they club
together in order to keep up the rate of wagey; finend permanent associations in order to make
provision beforehand for these occasional revdiere and there the contest breaks out into riots.

Now and then the workers are victorious, but datya time. The real fruit of their battles lies,
not in the immediate result, but in the ever-expagdnion of the workers. This union is helpedoyn
the improved means of communication that are cddaganodern industry and that place the workers of
different localities in contact with one anothétrwas just this contact that was needed to castrdhe
numerous local struggles, all of the same charaictier one national struggle between classes. eBety
class struggle is a political struggle. And thiba, to attain which the burghers of the Middlee&g
with their miserable highways, required centurtee,modern proletarians, thanks to railways, achiav
a few years.



This organisation of the proletarians into a ¢lassl consequently into a political party, is
continually being upset again by the competitiotwleen the workers themselves. But it ever rises up
again, stronger, firmer, mightier. It compels &dgjive recognition of particular interests of therkers,
by taking advantage of the divisions among the dpeaisie itself. Thus the ten-hours' bill in Englamas
carried.

Altogether collisions between the classes of tdesociety further, in many ways, the course of
development of the proletariat. The bourgeoisiddiitself involved in a constant battle. At fivath the
aristocracy; later on, with those portions of tleeitgeoisie itself, whose interests have become
antagonistic to the progress of industry; at atlets, with the bourgeoisie of foreign countries.allrthese
battles it sees itself compelled to appeal to tloéepariat, to ask for its help, and thus, to dtagto the
political arena. The bourgeoisie itself, therefangpplies the proletariat with its own instrumeuits
political and general education, in other word$yihishes the proletariat with weapons for fightthe
bourgeoisie.

Further, as we have already seen, entire seabioihe ruling classes are, by the advance of
industry, precipitated into the proletariat, or atdéeast threatened in their conditions of existenThese
also supply the proletariat with fresh elementsrdightenment and progress.

Finally, in times when the class struggle neaesdicisive hour, the process of dissolution going
on within the ruling class, in fact within the wkalange of society, assumes such a violent, glaring
character, that a small section of the ruling ctags itself adrift, and joins the revolutionarass, the
class that holds the future in its hands. Jughasefore, at an earlier period, a section ofnibigility
went over to the bourgeoisie, so how a portiorhefliourgeoisie goes over to the proletariat, and in
particular, a portion of the bourgeois ideologistep have raised themselves to the level of
comprehending theoretically the historical movenana whole.

Of all the classes that stand face to face wighbiburgeoisie today, the proletariat alone is a
really revolutionary class. The other classes ylaca finally disappear in the face of Modern Irtdys
the proletariat is its special and essential pradiibe lower middle class, the small manufactutes,
shopkeeper, the artisan, the peasant, all thelsedgainst the bourgeoisie, to save from extinctinair
existence as fractions of the middle class. Theytlzerefore not revolutionary, but conservatiiay
more, they are reactionary, for they try to rolckb#he wheel of history. If by chance they are
revolutionary, they are so only in view of theirgending transfer into the proletariat, they thurede
not their present, but their future interests, tegert their own standpoint to place themselvésaatof
the proletariat.

The "dangerous class," the social scum, that ypalgsiotting mass thrown off by the lowest
layers of old society, may, here and there, be swépthe movement by a proletarian revolutios; it
conditions of life, however, prepare it far more floe part of a bribed tool of reactionary intrigue

In the conditions of the proletariat, those of stitiety at large are already virtually swamped.
The proletarian is without property; his relationhis wife and children has no longer anything in
common with the bourgeois family-relations; modiewtustrial labour, modern subjection to capitag th
same in England as in France, in America as in @eyrhas stripped him of every trace of national
character. Law, morality, religion, are to himmeany bourgeois prejudices, behind which lurk in astb
just as many bourgeois interests.

All the preceding classes that got the upper hsoght to fortify their already acquired status
by subjecting society at large to their conditiohgappropriation. The proletarians cannot become



masters of the productive forces of society, exbgmbolishing their own previous mode of
appropriation, and thereby also every other pressimode of appropriation. They have nothing ofrthei
own to secure and to fortify; their mission is &sttoy all previous securities for, and insurarafes
individual property.

All previous historical movements were movemetitimorities, or in the interests of
minorities. The proletarian movement is the selfgcious, independent movement of the immense
majority, in the interests of the immense majoritthe proletariat, the lowest stratum of our présen
society, cannot stir, cannot raise itself up, withihve whole superincumbent strata of official sbgi
being sprung into the air.

Though not in substance, yet in form, the strugdlie proletariat with the bourgeoisie is at
first a national struggle. The proletariat of eaontry must, of course, first of all settle megtevith its
own bourgeoisie.

In depicting the most general phases of the dewedmt of the proletariat, we traced the more or
less veiled civil war, raging within existing sotgieup to the point where that war breaks out open
revolution, and where the violent overthrow of Hmirgeoisie lays the foundation for the sway of the
proletariat.

Hitherto, every form of society has been basedveabave already seen, on the antagonism of
oppressing and oppressed classes. But in oragpieess a class, certain conditions must be assuied
under which it can, at least, continue its slawsistence. The serf, in the period of serfdonseai
himself to membership in the commune, just as #tg/fourgeois, under the yoke of feudal absolutism
managed to develop into a bourgeois. The modéorda, on the contrary, instead of rising with the
progress of industry, sinks deeper and deeper bislewonditions of existence of his own class. He
becomes a pauper, and pauperism develops mordyrigd population and wealth. And here it
becomes evident, that the bourgeoisie is unfitlanger to be the ruling class in society, and tpase its
conditions of existence upon society as an ovengithw. It is unfit to rule because it is inconat to
assure an existence to its slave within his slgusgause it cannot help letting him sink into sactate,
that it has to feed him, instead of being fed bg.hiSociety can no longer live under this bourgeois
other words, its existence is no longer compatiota society.

The essential condition for the existence, andHersway of the bourgeois class, is the
formation and augmentation of capital; the condifior capital is wage-labour. Wage-labour rests
exclusively on competition between the laborerke @dvance of industry, whose involuntary promister
the bourgeoisie, replaces the isolation of the adxs, due to competition, by their revolutionary
combination, due to association. The developmeNaalern Industry, therefore, cuts from under éstf
the very foundation on which the bourgeoisie preduand appropriates products. What the bourgeoisie
therefore, produces, above all, is its own graggelis. Its fall and the victory of the proletaaa¢
equally inevitable.

[I. PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS
In what relation do the Communists stand to tledgparians as a whole?
The Communists do not form a separate party ogbtmsether working-class parties.

They have no interests separate and apart frosetbiothe proletariat as a whole.



They do not set up any sectarian principles af twen, by which to shape and mould the
proletarian movement.

The Communists are distinguished from the othakimg-class parties by this only: (1) In the
national struggles of the proletarians of the dédfe countries, they point out and bring to thefrine
common interests of the entire proletariat, indeleetly of all nationality. (2) In the various sesgof
development which the struggle of the working clagainst the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they
always and everywhere represent the interestseahttvement as a whole.

The Communists, therefore, are on the one haadtipally, the most advanced and resolute
section of the working-class parties of every cogrithat section which pushes forward all otherstloe
other hand, theoretically, they have over the gneds of the proletariat the advantage of clearly
understanding the line of march, the conditionsl, #e ultimate general results of the proletarian
movement.

The immediate aim of the Communist is the saméatsof all the other proletarian parties:
formation of the proletariat into a class, overthraf the bourgeois supremacy, conquest of political
power by the proletariat.

The theoretical conclusions of the Communistsrare way based on ideas or principles that
have been invented, or discovered, by this orwlmatld-be universal reformer. They merely expréss,
general terms, actual relations springing frompéstimg class struggle, from a historical movement
going on under our very eyes. The abolition obgng property relations is not at all a distinetfeature
of Communism.

All property relations in the past have continydléen subject to historical change consequent
upon the change in historical conditions.

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

The distinguishing feature of Communism is notdbelition of property generally, but the
abolition of bourgeois property. But modern bowigerivate property is the final and most complete
expression of the system of producing and appropgaroducts, that is based on class antagonisms,
the exploitation of the many by the few.

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

We Communists have been reproached with the desakolishing the right of personally
acquiring property as the fruit of a man's own labavhich property is alleged to be the groundwalrk
all personal freedom, activity and independence.

Hard-won, self-acquired, self-earned property! yida mean the property of the petty artisan
and of the small peasant, a form of property thet@ded the bourgeois form? There is no need to
abolish that; the development of industry has ¢goemt extent already destroyed it, and is stiltrdggng
it daily.

Or do you mean modern bourgeois private property?



But does wage-labour create any property forabeurer? Not a bit. It creates capital, i.e.t tha
kind of property which exploits wage-labour, andiethcannot increase except upon condition of
begetting a new supply of wage-labour for freshi@gtion. Property, in its present form, is based
the antagonism of capital and wage-labour. Leix@nine both sides of this antagonism.

To be a capitalist, is to have not only a puredyspnal, but a social status in production. Chpita
is a collective product, and only by the unitedactbf many members, nay, in the last resort, dyiyhe
united action of all members of society, can isbein motion.

Capital is, therefore, not a personal, it is aaqmwer.

When, therefore, capital is converted into commpaperty, into the property of all members of
society, personal property is not thereby transéatimto social property. It is only the social dwer of
the property that is changed. It loses its cldssacter.

Let us now take wage-labour.

The average price of wage-labour is the minimurgeyae., that quantum of the means of
subsistence, which is absolutely requisite in lexistence as a labourer. What, therefore, the wage
labourer appropriates by means of his labour, mexdgffices to prolong and reproduce a bare existenc
We by no means intend to abolish this personalagpjation of the products of labour, an appropoiati
that is made for the maintenance and reproductitvuman life, and that leaves no surplus wheretath
command the labour of others. All that we wanddcaway with, is the miserable character of this
appropriation, under which the labourer lives metelincrease capital, and is allowed to live anlgo
far as the interest of the ruling class requires it

In bourgeois society, living labour is but a metmsicrease accumulated labour. In
Communist society, accumulated labour is but a méamviden, to enrich, to promote the existence of
the labourer.

In bourgeois society, therefore, the past domstte present; in Communist society, the
present dominates the past. In bourgeois socagdiat is independent and has individuality, while
living person is dependent and has no individuality

And the abolition of this state of things is cdlley the bourgeois, abolition of individuality and
freedom! And rightly so. The abolition of bourgeandividuality, bourgeois independence, and
bourgeois freedom is undoubtedly aimed at.

By freedom is meant, under the present bourgewidittons of production, free trade, free
selling and buying.

But if selling and buying disappears, free sellamgl buying disappears also. This talk about
free selling and buying, and all the other "brawds" of our bourgeoisie about freedom in gendrale
a meaning, if any, only in contrast with restrictsdling and buying, with the fettered tradershef t
Middle Ages, but have no meaning when opposeded@ibmmunistic abolition of buying and selling, of
the bourgeois conditions of production, and oftibargeoisie itself.

You are horrified at our intending to do away wptlivate property. But in your existing
society, private property is already done away Wothnine-tenths of the population; its existenaethe
few is solely due to its non-existence in the hasfdtiose nine-tenths. You reproach us, therefwith,



intending to do away with a form of property, trecassary condition for whose existence is the non-
existence of any property for the immense majaftgociety.

In one word, you reproach us with intending tcagh@ay with your property. Precisely so; that is
just what we intend.

From the moment when labour can no longer be atewvénto capital, money, or rent, into a
social power capable of being monopolised, i.emfthe moment when individual property can no lenge
be transformed into bourgeois property, into capitam that moment, you say individuality vanishes

You must, therefore, confess that by "individugt mean no other person than the bourgeois,
than the middle-class owner of property. This pensust, indeed, be swept out of the way, and made
impossible.

Communism deprives no man of the power to appatgthe products of society; all that it does
is to deprive him of the power to subjugate thelalof others by means of such appropriation.

It has been objected that upon the abolition nfgpe property all work will cease, and universal
laziness will overtake us.

According to this, bourgeois society ought long &yhave gone to the dogs through sheer
idleness; for those of its members who work, aeoothing, and those who acquire anything, do not
work. The whole of this objection is but anothepression of the tautology: that there can no lohge
any wage-labour when there is no longer any capital

All objections urged against the Communistic motiproducing and appropriating material
products, have, in the same way, been urged agamg&ommunistic modes of producing and
appropriating intellectual products. Just ash®liourgeois, the disappearance of class propetiyei
disappearance of production itself, so the disagpea of class culture is to him identical with the
disappearance of all culture.

That culture, the loss of which he laments, istli@ enormous majority, a mere training to act
as a machine.

But don't wrangle with us so long as you applyptio intended abolition of bourgeois property,
the standard of your bourgeois notions of freedautture, law, et cetera. Your very ideas are bat t
outgrowth of the conditions of your bourgeois proiittn and bourgeois property, just as your
jurisprudence is but the will of your class madw ia law for all, a will, whose essential characted
direction are determined by the economical conaigtiof existence of your class.

The selfish misconception that induces you tosfam into eternal laws of nature and of
reason, the social forms springing from your préssode of production and form of property--histatic
relations that rise and disappear in the progrépsoaluction--this misconception you share withrgve
ruling class that has preceded you. What you lezlg in the case of ancient property, what yomid
in the case of feudal property, you are of couosbifiden to admit in the case of your own bourgeois
form of property.

Abolition of the family! Even the most radicaafe up at this infamous proposal of the
Communists.



On what foundation is the present family, the lpeois family, based? On capital, on private
gain. In its completely developed form this fanmelists only among the bourgeoisie. But this sthte
things finds its complement in the practical absenicthe family among the proletarians, and in jaubl
prostitution.

The bourgeois family will vanish as a matter ofise when its complement vanishes, and both
will vanish with the vanishing of capital.

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

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

And your education! Is not that also social, determined by the social conditions under
which you educate, by the intervention, directratiiect, of society, by means of schools, et c@terae
Communists have not invented the intervention ofetg in education; they do but seek to alter the
character of that intervention, and to rescue dtluté&rom the influence of the ruling class.

The bourgeois clap-trap about the family and etioicaabout the hallowed co-relation of parent
and child, becomes all the more disgusting, theemuy the action of Modern Industry, all familygie
among the proletarians are torn asunder, and¢hédren transformed into simple articles of comoaer
and instruments of labour.

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

The bourgeois sees in his wife a mere instrumeptazluction. He hears that the instruments of
production are to be exploited in common, and, i@y can come to no other conclusion than that th
lot of being common to all will likewise fall to &women.

He has not even a suspicion that the real potat d® away with the status of women as mere
instruments of production.

For the rest, nothing is more ridiculous thanwingious indignation of our bourgeois at the
community of women which, they pretend, is to berdp and officially established by the Communists.
The Communists have no need to introduce commuofiyomen; it has existed almost from time
immemorial.

Our bourgeois, not content with having the wived daughters of their proletarians at their
disposal, not to speak of common prostitutes, takegreatest pleasure in seducing each other'swive

Bourgeois marriage is in reality a system of wivesommon and thus, at the most, what the
Communists might possibly be reproached with, & they desire to introduce, in substitution for a
hypocritically concealed, an openly legalised comityuof women. For the rest, it is self-evideratthe
abolition of the present system of production nistg with it the abolition of the community of weam
springing from that system, i.e., of prostitutiastiio public and private.

The Communists are further reproached with degtanabolish countries and nationality.



The working men have no country. We cannot tade fthem what they have not got. Since
the proletariat must first of all acquire politiclpremacy, must rise to be the leading classeohé#tion,
must constitute itself the nation, it is, so féself national, though not in the bourgeois serisgaeword.

National differences and antagonisms between pe@sk daily more and more vanishing,
owing to the development of the bourgeoisie, tediem of commerce, to the world-market, to unifoymit
in the mode of production and in the condition$ifefcorresponding thereto.

The supremacy of the proletariat will cause themanish still faster. United action, of the
leading civilised countries at least, is one offihg conditions for the emancipation of the ptalet.

In proportion as the exploitation of one indivitlbs another is put an end to, the exploitation of
one nation by another will also be put an endltoproportion as the antagonism between classésnwit
the nation vanishes, the hostility of one natioanother will come to an end.

The charges against Communism made from a reBg@mphilosophical, and, generally, from
an ideological standpoint, are not deserving abssrexamination.

Does it require deep intuition to comprehend thah's ideas, views and conceptions, in one
word, man's consciousness, changes with every ehartge conditions of his material existence,ig1 h
social relations and in his social life?

What else does the history of ideas prove, thahithellectual production changes its character
in proportion as material production is changed@ fithing ideas of each age have ever been the afeas
its ruling class.

When people speak of ideas that revolutioniseetpdihey do but express the fact, that within
the old society, the elements of a new one have besated, and that the dissolution of the oldsdea
keeps even pace with the dissolution of the olditmms of existence.

When the ancient world was in its last throes,aheent religions were overcome by
Christianity. When Christian ideas succumbed en1Bth century to rationalist ideas, feudal society
fought its death battle with the then revolutionbogrgeoisie. The ideas of religious liberty areefiom
of conscience merely gave expression to the swégefcompetition within the domain of knowledge.

"Undoubtedly," it will be said, "religious, morgdhilosophical and juridical ideas have been
modified in the course of historical developmeBtut religion, morality philosophy, political sciemcand
law, constantly survived this change."

"There are, besides, eternal truths, such as éneedlistice, et cetera that are common to all
states of society. But Communism abolishes etérutis, it abolishes all religion, and all monglit
instead of constituting them on a new basis; itdfare acts in contradiction to all past historical
experience."

What does this accusation reduce itself to? Tétety of all past society has consisted in the
development of class antagonisms, antagonismasisaimed different forms at different epochs.

But whatever form they may have taken, one facbimmon to all past ages, viz., the
exploitation of one part of society by the othBlo wonder, then, that the social consciousnesasif p



ages, despite all the multiplicity and varietyigmlays, moves within certain common forms, or gahe
ideas, which cannot completely vanish except withtbtal disappearance of class antagonisms.

The Communist revolution is the most radical ruptwith traditional property relations; no
wonder that its development involves the most i@digpture with traditional ideas.

But let us have done with the bourgeois objecttorSommunism.

We have seen above, that the first step in thelugen by the working class, is to raise the
proletariat to the position of ruling as to win thattle of democracy.

The proletariat will use its political supremaowirest, by degrees, all capital from the
bourgeoisie, to centralise all instruments of paidun in the hands of the State, i.e., of the peolat
organised as the ruling class; and to increastthkof productive forces as rapidly as possible.

Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effié@xcept by means of despotic inroads on the
rights of property, and on the conditions of bowiggroduction; by means of measures, thereforeghwh
appear economically insufficient and untenable vzhith, in the course of the movement, outstrip
themselves, necessitate further inroads upon theadial order, and are unavoidable as a means of
entirely revolutionising the mode of production.

These measures will of course be different inedéht countries.

Nevertheless in the most advanced countries all@xing will be pretty generally applicable.

1. Abolition of property in land and applicatiohall rents  of land to public purposes.

N

. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.
3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.
4. Confiscation of the property of all emigraatsl rebels.

5. Centralisation of credit in the hands of tih&t& by means of a national bank with State
capital and an exclusive  monopoly.

6. Centralisation of the means of communicatiot tiansport  in the hands of the State.

7. Extension of factories and instruments of pin owned by the State; the bringing into
cultivation of waste-lands, and  the improvenwdrthe soil generally in accordance witha  owon
plan.

8. Equal liability of all to labour. Establishmteof industrial armies, especially for
agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturingustries;  gradual abolition of the
distinction between town and  country, by a nexaable distribution of the population  oves th
country.



10. Free education for all children in publiceals.  Abolition of children's factory labour in
its present form.  Combination of education wittlustrial production, &c., &c.

When, in the course of development, class distinsthave disappeared, and all production has
been concentrated in the hands of a vast assatttithhe whole nation, the public power will lo$g i
political character. Political power, properlyaled, is merely the organised power of one diaiss
oppressing another. If the proletariat duringgatest with the bourgeoisie is compelled, by tired of
circumstances, to organise itself as a classyifmbans of a revolution, it makes itself the rulatgss,
and, as such, sweeps away by force the old condibbproduction, then it will, along with these
conditions, have swept away the conditions forekistence of class antagonisms and of classes
generally, and will thereby have abolished its ®aupremacy as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society, with itasdes and class antagonisms, we shall have an
association, in which the free development of @a¢he condition for the free development of all.

lll. SOCIALIST AND COMMUNIST LITERATURE
1. REACTIONARY SOCIALISM
A. Feudal Socialism

Owing to their historical position, it became treeation of the aristocracies of France and
England to write pamphlets against modern bourgemigety. In the French revolution of July 1830d a
in the English reform agitation, these aristocra@gain succumbed to the hateful upstart. Thertbef@
serious political contest was altogether out ofghestion. A literary battle alone remained pdssitBut
even in the domain of literature the old criesh# testoration period had become impossible.

In order to arouse sympathy, the aristocracy weéfiged to lose sight, apparently, of their own
interests, and to formulate their indictment adatine bourgeoisie in the interest of the exploitextking
class alone. Thus the aristocracy took their rgedyy singing lampoons on their new master, and
whispering in his ears sinister prophecies of cgatastrophe.

In this way arose Feudal Socialism: half lameatathalf lampoon; half echo of the past, half
menace of the future; at times, by its bitter, yéhd incisive criticism, striking the bourgeoisiethe
very heart's core; but always ludicrous in its eéfféhrough total incapacity to comprehend the imanfc
modern history.

The aristocracy, in order to rally the peoplerterh, waved the proletarian alms-bag in front for
a banner. But the people, so often as it joinedittsaw on their hindquarters the old feudal cofts
arms, and deserted with loud and irreverent laughte

One section of the French Legitimists and "Younglgnd" exhibited this spectacle.

In pointing out that their mode of exploitationwdifferent to that of the bourgeoisie, the
feudalists forget that they exploited under circtanses and conditions that were quite differend, thiat
are now antiquated. In showing that, under thée,the modern proletariat never existed, thegdor
that the modern bourgeoisie is the necessary aifgf their own form of society.



For the rest, so little do they conceal the reaetiy character of their criticism that their chief
accusation against the bourgeoisie amounts tothi@asunder the bourgeois regime a class is being
developed, which is destined to cut up root anddirahe old order of society.

What they upbraid the bourgeoisie with is not seimthat it creates a proletariat, as that it
creates a revolutionary proletariat.

In political practice, therefore, they join in atbercive measures against the working class; and
in ordinary life, despite their high falutin phraséhey stoop to pick up the golden apples droped
the tree of industry, and to barter truth, loved Aonour for traffic in wool, beetroot-sugar, aratgio
spirits.

As the parson has ever gone hand in hand withatitdord, so has Clerical Socialism with
Feudal Socialism.

Nothing is easier than to give Christian ascaticissSocialist tinge. Has not Christianity
declaimed against private property, against magriagainst the State? Has it not preached in e pf
these, charity and poverty, celibacy and mortifarabf the flesh, monastic life and Mother Church?
Christian Socialism is but the holy, water with aiithe priest consecrates the heart-burnings of the
aristocrat.

B. Petty-Bourgeois Socialism

The feudal aristocracy was not the only classwlzst ruined by the bourgeoisie, not the only
class whose conditions of existence pined and lpetign the atmosphere of modern bourgeois society.
The mediaeval burgesses and the small peasanigioyprwere the precursors of the modern
bourgeoisie. In those countries which are bueldeveloped, industrially and commercially, these
classes still vegetate side by side with the risiogrgeoisie.

In countries where modern civilisation has becduilg developed, a new class of petty
bourgeois has been formed, fluctuating betweerefanht and bourgeoisie and ever renewing itsedf as
supplementary part of bourgeois society. The ildi®l members of this class, however, are being
constantly hurled down into the proletariat by doéion of competition, and, as modern industry
develops, they even see the moment approaching thkgmwill completely disappear as an independent
section of modern society, to be replaced, in mactufes, agriculture and commerce, by overlookers,
bailiffs and shopmen.

In countries like France, where the peasants itotestar more than half of the population, it
was natural that writers who sided with the pralataagainst the bourgeoisie, should use, in their
criticism of the bourgeois regime, the standarthefpeasant and petty bourgeois, and from the jgtamtd
of these intermediate classes should take up tthgetsifor the working class. Thus arose petty-beaois
Socialism. Sismondi was the head of this schamilpnly in France but also in England.

This school of Socialism dissected with great @cess the contradictions in the conditions of
modern production. It laid bare the hypocriticabgies of economists. It proved, incontroveytilthe
disastrous effects of machinery and division oblat)the concentration of capital and land in a few
hands; overproduction and crises; it pointed oatitlevitable ruin of the petty bourgeois and pegdha
misery of the proletariat, the anarchy in productithe crying inequalities in the distribution oéaith,
the industrial war of extermination between natjdahe dissolution of old moral bonds, of the olchily
relations, of the old nationalities.



In its positive aims, however, this form of Sorgal aspires either to restoring the old means of
production and of exchange, and with them the obghgrty relations, and the old society, or to crangp
the modern means of production and of exchangéjmihe framework of the old property relationsttha
have been, and were bound to be, exploded by thesas. In either case, it is both reactionary and
Utopian.

Its last words are: corporate guilds for manufestpatriarchal relations in agriculture.

Ultimately, when stubborn historical facts hadogised all intoxicating effects of self-
deception, this form of Socialism ended in a miskerét of the blues.

C. German, or "True," Socialism

The Socialist and Communist literature of Frareckterature that originated under the pressure
of a bourgeoisie in power, and that was the exmess the struggle against this power, was intistl
into Germany at a time when the bourgeoisie, ih ¢bantry, had just begun its contest with feudal
absolutism.

German philosophers, would-be philosophers, aad)esprits, eagerly seized on this
literature, only forgetting, that when these wigsnmmigrated from France into Germany, Frenchadoci
conditions had not immigrated along with them.cémtact with German social conditions, this French
literature lost all its immediate practical sigodnce, and assumed a purely literary aspect. Titise
German philosophers of the eighteenth centurydémeands of the first French Revolution were nothing
more than the demands of "Practical Reason" inrgérand the utterance of the will of the revolatoy
French bourgeoisie signified in their eyes the tdyure Will, of Will as it was bound to be, of &u
human Will generally.

The world of the German literate consisted salelyringing the new French ideas into
harmony with their ancient philosophical consciemmeather, in annexing the French ideas without
deserting their own philosophic point of view.

This annexation took place in the same way in tvlai¢oreign language is appropriated,
namely, by translation.

It is well known how the monks wrote silly live§ @atholic Saints over the manuscripts on
which the classical works of ancient heathendombesh written. The German literate reversed this
process with the profane French literature. Theytevtheir philosophical nonsense beneath the Rrenc
original. For instance, beneath the French csiticof the economic functions of money, they wrote
"Alienation of Humanity," and beneath the Frendliagsm of the bourgeois State they wrote
"dethronement of the Category of the General," smtbrth.

The introduction of these philosophical phrasebatack of the French historical criticisms
they dubbed "Philosophy of Action," "True SocialisitGerman Science of Socialism,” "Philosophical
Foundation of Socialism," and so on.

The French Socialist and Communist literature thas completely emasculated. And, since it
ceased in the hands of the German to expressrtiggk of one class with the other, he felt conssiof
having overcome "French one-sidedness" and of septag, not true requirements, but the requirement



of truth; not the interests of the proletariat, the interests of Human Nature, of Man in genavalb
belongs to no class, has no reality, who existg imnthe misty realm of philosophical fantasy.

This German Socialism, which took its schoolbaktso seriously and solemnly, and extolled
its poor stock-in-trade in such mountebank fashmeanwhile gradually lost its pedantic innocence.

The fight of the German, and especially, of thesBran bourgeoisie, against feudal aristocracy
and absolute monarchy, in other words, the liber@ement, became more earnest.

By this, the long wished-for opportunity was oéérto "True" Socialism of confronting the
political movement with the Socialist demands, wfling the traditional anathemas against liberalism
against representative government, against bowsgeonpetition, bourgeois freedom of the press,
bourgeois legislation, bourgeois liberty and edquaéind of preaching to the masses that they h&dngp
to gain, and everything to lose, by this bourgesement. German Socialism forgot, in the nick of
time, that the French criticism, whose silly echwvas, presupposed the existence of modern bowgeoi
society, with its corresponding economic conditiohgxistence, and the political constitution aéapt
thereto, the very things whose attainment was bjecb of the pending struggle in Germany.

To the absolute governments, with their followofgarsons, professors, country squires and
officials, it served as a welcome scarecrow agdinesthreatening bourgeoisie.

It was a sweet finish after the bitter pills aidbings and bullets with which these same
governments, just at that time, dosed the GermaRimgpclass risings.

While this "True" Socialism thus served the goweents as a weapon for fighting the German
bourgeoisie, it, at the same time, directly repnéset a reactionary interest, the interest of thenaa
Philistines. In Germany the petty-bourgeois clasglic of the sixteenth century, and since then
constantly cropping up again under various formshe real social basis of the existing state ioth

To preserve this class is to preserve the existiag of things in Germany. The industrial and
political supremacy of the bourgeoisie threatengti certain destruction; on the one hand, from th
concentration of capital; on the other, from tlee of a revolutionary proletariat. "True" Socialis
appeared to kill these two birds with one stortesptead like an epidemic.

The robe of speculative cobwebs, embroidered flathers of rhetoric, steeped in the dew of
sickly sentiment, this transcendental robe in whighGerman Socialists wrapped their sorry "eternal
truths,” all skin and bone, served to wonderfutigrease the sale of their goods amongst such &publ
And on its part, German Socialism recognised, moEmore, its own calling as the bombastic
representative of the petty-bourgeois Philistine.

It proclaimed the German nation to be the modgbnaand the German petty Philistine to be
the typical man. To every villainous meannessief tnodel man it gave a hidden, higher, Socialistic
interpretation, the exact contrary of its real elcter. It went to the extreme length of directhposing
the "brutally destructive" tendency of Communismg a@f proclaiming its supreme and impatrtial
contempt of all class struggles. With very feweptons, all the so-called Socialist and Communist
publications that now (1847) circulate in Germamejobng to the domain of this foul and enervating
literature.

2. CONSERVATIVE, OR BOURGEOIS, SOCIALISM



A part of the bourgeoisie is desirous of redregsiocial grievances, in order to secure the
continued existence of bourgeois society.

To this section belong economists, philanthroplstsnanitarians, improvers of the condition of
the working class, organisers of charity, membésooieties for the prevention of cruelty to anisal
temperance fanatics, hole-and-corner reformers@fyamaginable kind. This form of Socialism has,
moreover, been worked out into complete systems.

We may cite Proudhon's Philosophie de la Miser@nasxample of this form.

The Socialistic bourgeois want all the advantagfesodern social conditions without the
struggles and dangers necessarily resulting tleemefiThey desire the existing state of society miits
revolutionary and disintegrating elements. Theshafor a bourgeoisie without a proletariat. The
bourgeoisie naturally conceives the world in whids supreme to be the best; and bourgeois Semali
develops this comfortable conception into variouseror less complete systems. In requiring the
proletariat to carry out such a system, and thetelwarch straightway into the social New Jerusaiem
but requires in reality, that the proletariat sldbrdmain within the bounds of existing society, $lubuld
cast away all its hateful ideas concerning the geoisie.

A second and more practical, but less systenfatig of this Socialism sought to depreciate
every revolutionary movement in the eyes of thelivgy class, by showing that no mere political refor
but only a change in the material conditions okttice, in economic relations, could be of any
advantage to them. By changes in the materialitond of existence, this form of Socialism, howeve
by no means understands abolition of the bourgetasons of production, an abolition that can be
effected only by a revolution, but administratieéarms, based on the continued existence of these
relations; reforms, therefore, that in no respéffetcathe relations between capital and labour, authe
best, lessen the cost, and simplify the adminiggatork, of bourgeois government.

Bourgeois Socialism attains adequate expressibanwand only when, it becomes a mere
figure of speech.

Free trade: for the benefit of the working claBsotective duties: for the benefit of the working
class. Prison Reform: for the benefit of the wogkclass. This is the last word and the only sesto
meant word of bourgeois Socialism.

It is summed up in the phrase: the bourgeoidisuageois--for the benefit of the working class.
3. CRITICAL-UTOPIAN SOCIALISM AND COMMUNISM

We do not here refer to that literature whichewery great modern revolution, has always given
voice to the demands of the proletariat, such aswtitings of Babeuf and others.

The first direct attempts of the proletariat ttamt its own ends, made in times of universal
excitement, when feudal society was being overthydhese attempts necessarily failed, owing to the
then undeveloped state of the proletariat, as agetb the absence of the economic conditionsdor it
emancipation, conditions that had yet to be produaed could be produced by the impending bourgeois
epoch alone. The revolutionary literature thabagganied these first movements of the proletaaat h
necessarily a reactionary character. It inculcata@dersal asceticism and social levelling in tgdest
form.



The Socialist and Communist systems properly §ed;ahose of Saint-Simon, Fourier, Owen
and others, spring into existence in the early uatiped period, described above, of the struggle
between proletariat and bourgeoisie (see Sectidddlurgeois and Proletarians).

The founders of these systems see, indeed, the afdagonisms, as well as the action of the
decomposing elements, in the prevailing form ofestyc But the proletariat, as yet in its infanoffers
to them the spectacle of a class without any histbmitiative or any independent political moveme

Since the development of class antagonism keegrs gace with the development of industry,
the economic situation, as they find it, does soyet offer to them the material conditions for the
emancipation of the proletariat. They therefoi@de after a new social science, after new soaves |
that are to create these conditions.

Historical action is to yield to their personab@mtive action, historically created conditions of
emancipation to fantastic ones, and the graduahtgpeous class-organisation of the proletariti¢o
organisation of society specially contrived by thas/entors. Future history resolves itself, iaitreyes,
into the propaganda and the practical carryingobtheir social plans.

In the formation of their plans they are consciofisaring chiefly for the interests of the
working class, as being the most suffering cladsly from the point of view of being the most suiifg
class does the proletariat exist for them.

The undeveloped state of the class struggle, dawéheir own surroundings, causes Socialists
of this kind to consider themselves far superiaalt@lass antagonisms. They want to improve the
condition of every member of society, even thahefmost favoured. Hence, they habitually appzal t
society at large, without distinction of classynly preference, to the ruling class. For how paople,
when once they understand their system, fail tarséehe best possible plan of the best posstdée of
society?

Hence, they reject all political, and especially@volutionary, action; they wish to attain their
ends by peaceful means, and endeavour, by smaliengnts, necessarily doomed to failure, and by the
force of example, to pave the way for the new ddaaspel.

Such fantastic pictures of future society, pairded time when the proletariat is still in a very
undeveloped state and has but a fantastic conoegptiibs own position correspond with the first
instinctive yearnings of that class for a genesabnstruction of society.

But these Socialist and Communist publicationdaiomalso a critical element. They attack
every principle of existing society. Hence theg full of the most valuable materials for the
enlightenment of the working class. The practinebsures proposed in them--such as the abolition of
the distinction between town and country, of thaifg, of the carrying on of industries for the aaot of
private individuals, and of the wage system, thexlaimation of social harmony, the conversion of the
functions of the State into a mere superintendeh@eoduction, all these proposals, point soleljhi®
disappearance of class antagonisms which wereagtitne, only just cropping up, and which, in #hes
publications, are recognised in their earliestistidct and undefined forms only. These proposals,
therefore, are of a purely Utopian character.

The significance of Critical-Utopian Socialism a@dmmunism bears an inverse relation to
historical development. In proportion as the madgass struggle develops and takes definite shihise,
fantastic standing apart from the contest, thestséic attacks on it, lose all practical value afd



theoretical justification. Therefore, although treginators of these systems were, in many respect
revolutionary, their disciples have, in every cdsaned mere reactionary sects. They hold faghby
original views of their masters, in opposition e fprogressive historical development of the paoiat.
They, therefore, endeavour, and that consistetatlggeaden the class struggle and to reconcileldiss c
antagonisms. They still dream of experimentalisatibn of their social Utopias, of founding is@dt
"phalansteres," of establishing "Home Colonied,'saiting up a "Little Icaria"--duodecimo editioof
the New Jerusalem--and to realise all these castlibe air, they are compelled to appeal to tledirigs
and purses of the bourgeois. By degrees theyisiakhe category of the reactionary conservative
Socialists depicted above, differing from theseydny more systematic pedantry, and by their faaétic
and superstitious belief in the miraculous effatttheir social science.

They, therefore, violently oppose all politicatian on the part of the working class; such
action, according to them, can only result fronmtblunbelief in the new Gospel.

The Owenites in England, and the Fourierists anEe, respectively, oppose the Chartists and
the Reformistes.

V. POSITION OF THE COMMUNISTS IN RELATION TO THFARIOUS EXISTING
OPPOSITION PARTIES

Section 1l has made clear the relations of the @anists to the existing working-class parties,
such as the Chartists in England and the Agrargforiers in America.

The Communists fight for the attainment of the iegmate aims, for the enforcement of the
momentary interests of the working class; but ertiovement of the present, they also representaed
care of the future of that movement. In FranceGbenmunists ally themselves with the Social-
Democrats, against the conservative and radicaeoisie, reserving, however, the right to takewup
critical position in regard to phrases and illusiaraditionally handed down from the great Revolati

In Switzerland they support the Radicals, witHostng sight of the fact that this party consists
of antagonistic elements, partly of Democratic 8hsts, in the French sense, partly of radical gears.

In Poland they support the party that insists magrarian revolution as the prime condition for
national emancipation, that party which fomentealitisurrection of Cracow in 1846.

In Germany they fight with the bourgeoisie whenatvacts in a revolutionary way, against the
absolute monarchy, the feudal squirearchy, angéity bourgeoisie.

But they never cease, for a single instant, tolimgo the working class the clearest possible
recognition of the hostile antagonism between beoige and proletariat, in order that the German
workers may straightaway use, as so many weapa@issighe bourgeoisie, the social and political
conditions that the bourgeoisie must necessaritpauce along with its supremacy, and in order, that
after the fall of the reactionary classes in Gerynéme fight against the bourgeoisie itself may
immediately begin.

The Communists turn their attention chiefly to @any, because that country is on the eve of a
bourgeois revolution that is bound to be carriedumder more advanced conditions of European
civilisation, and with a much more developed pradet, than that of England was in the seventeeamt,
of France in the eighteenth century, and becawsbdhrgeois revolution in Germany will be but the
prelude to an immediately following proletarian ogtion.



In short, the Communists everywhere support ex@rglutionary movement against the
existing social and political order of things.

In all these movements they bring to the fronthasleading question in each, the property
qguestion, no matter what its degree of developrattite time.

Finally, they labour everywhere for the union ageement of the democratic parties of all
countries.

The Communists disdain to conceal their viewsants. They openly declare that their ends
can be attained only by the forcible overthrow lb&aisting social conditions. Let the ruling ctes
tremble at a Communistic revolution. The proletas have nothing to lose but their chains. Theylaa
world to win.

WORKING MEN OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE!
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