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The Communist Manifesto
Selections from Il. PROLETARIAN AND COMMUNISTS
Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels

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

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

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

But if selling and buying disappears, free selling and buying disappears also. This talk
about free selling and buying, and all the other “brave words” of our bourgeoisie about freedom
in general, have a meaning, if any, only in contrast with restricted selling and buying, with the
fettered traders of the Middle Ages, but have no meaning when opposed to the Communistic
abolition of buying and selling, of the bourgeois conditions of production, and of the bourgeoisie
itself.

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

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

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

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

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

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

According to this, bourgeois society ought long ago to have gone to the dogs through
sheer idleness; for those of its members who work, acquire nothing, and those who acquire
anything, do not work. The whole of this objection is but another expression of the tautology:
that there can no longer be any wage-labour when there is no longer any capital.

All objections urged against the Communistic mode of producing and appropriating
material products, have, in the same way, been urged against the Communistic modes of
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producing and appropriating intellectual products. Just as, to the bourgeois, the disappearance of
class property is the disappearance of production itself, so the disappearance of class culture is to
him identical with the disappearance of all culture.

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

But let us have done with the bourgeois objections to Communism.

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

The proletariat will use its political supremacy to wrest, by degrees, all capital from the
bourgeoisie, to centralise all instruments of production in the hands of the State, i.e., of the
proletariat organised as the ruling class; and to increase the total of productive forces as rapidly
as possible.

Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected except by means of despotic inroads
on the rights of property, and on the conditions of bourgeois production; by means of measures,
therefore, which appear economically insufficient and untenable, but which, in the course of the
movement, outstrip themselves, necessitate further inroads upon the old social order, and are
unavoidable as a means of entirely revolutionising the mode of production.

These measures will of course be different in different countries.

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

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

2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

5. Centralisation of credit in the hands of the State, by means of a national bank with

State capital and an exclusive monopoly.

6. Centralisation of the means of communication and transport in the hands of the State.

7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by the State; the bringing

into cultivation of waste-lands, and the improvement of the soil generally in accordance

with a common plan.

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

agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual abolition of the

distinction between town and country, by a more equable distribution of the population

over the country.

10. Free education for all children in public schools.  Abolition of children’s factory

labour in its present form.  Combination of education with industrial production, &c.,

&ec.

When, in the course of development, class distinctions have disappeared, and all
production has been concentrated in the hands of a vast association of the whole nation, the
public power will lose its political character. Political power, properly so called, is merely the
organised power of one class for oppressing another. If the proletariat during its contest with the
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bourgeoisie is compelled, by the force of circumstances, to organise itself as a class, if, by means
of a revolution, it makes itself the ruling class, and, as such, sweeps away by force the old
conditions of production, then it will, along with these conditions, have swept away the
conditions for the existence of class antagonisms and of classes generally, and will thereby have
abolished its own supremacy as a class.

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

Marx and Engels were commissioned by the Communist League to develop to pamphlet known as the Communist
Manifesto, or Manifesto of the Communist Party, in 1848. At the time of its publication, Europe had already erupted
into Revolution, and so the document played an important role in the analysis and critique of class conflict,
capitalism and mass production, and the rise of socialism. The document was published in multiple languages,
despite the authors being primarily German philosophers. Engels supported Marx’s work financially, and after
Marx’s death continued to edit and organize Marx’s works for publication. Marx’s works and theories continued to
have substantial impact on social and political philosophy well beyond his time, and his critical theories of class
consciousness have found application and expression in just about every facet of human interpretation, including in
law and even in the arts.



