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KARL MARX

THESES ON FEUERBACH!

|

The chief defect of all hitherto existing materialism—that of
Feuerbach included—is that the thing [Gegenstand], reality, sen-
suousness, is conceived only in the form of the object [Objekt], or
of contemplation [Anschauungl, but not as human sensuous activity,
practice, not subjectively. Hence it happened that the active side,
in contradistinction to materialism, was developed by idealism—
but only abstractly, since, of course, idealism does not know real,
sensuous activity as such. Feuerbach wants sensuous objects,
really differentiated from the thought objects, but he does not
conceive human activity itself as objective [ gegenstindlichel activity.
Hence, in the FEssence of Christianity, he regards the theoretical
attitude as the only genuinely human attitude, while practice
1s conceived and fixed only in its dirty-judaical form of appear-

ance. Hence he does not grasp the significance of “revolutionary”,
of “practical-critical”, activity.

11

- The question whether objective |gegenstindliche] truth can be
. attributed to human thinking is not a question of theory but is
~wa practical question. In practice man must prove the truth, that
Sy th_e reality and power, the this-sidedness [Diesseitigkeit] of his
- ‘thinking, Thge dispute over the reality or non-reality of thinking
‘Whmh 15 1solated from practice is a purely scholastic question.

ey I
S ances glna;erlall‘st doctrine that men are products of circum-
e cts of oth Upbringing, and that, therefore, changed men are prod-
” e? “Il'cumstances and changed upbringing, forgets that it
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is men that change circumstances and that the educator himself
needs educating. Hence, this doctrine necessarily arrives at divid-
ing society into two parts, of which one is superior to society
(in Robert Owen, for example).

The coincidence of the changing of circumstances and of human
activity can be conceived and rationally understood only as
revolutionising practice.

IV

Feuerbach starts out from the fact of religious self-alienation,
the duplication of the world into a religious, imaginary world
and a real one. His work consists in the dissolution of the religious
world into its secular basis. He overlooks the fact that after com-
pleting this work, the chief thing still remains to be done. For
the fact that the secular foundation detaches itself from itself
and establishes itself in the clouds as an independent realm is
really only to be explained by the self-cleavage and self-contra-
dictoriness of this secular basis. The latter must itself, therefore,
first be understood in its contradiction and then, by the removal
of the contradiction, revolutionised in practice. Thus, for in-
stance, once the earthly family is discovered to be the secret of
the holy family, the former must then itself be criticised in theory
and revolutionised in practice.

A

Feuerbach, not satisfied with abstract thinking, appeals to
sensuous contemplation; but he does not conceive sensuousness
as practical, human-sensuous activity.

VI

Feuerbach resolves the religious essence into the hAuman essence.
But the human essence is no abstraction inherent in each single
individual. In its reality it is the ensemble of the social relations.

Feuerbach, who does not enter upon a criticism of this real
essence, is consequently compelled:

1. To abstract from the historical process and to fix the
religious sentiment [Gemiit] as something by itself and to
presuppose an abstract—isolated—human individual.

2. The human essence, therefore, can with him be comprehended
only as a “genus”, as an internal, dumb generality which merely
naturally unites the many individuals.

THESES ON FEUERBACH 13

VII

Feuerbach, consequently, does not see that the “religious senti-
ment” is itself a social product, and that the abstract individual
whom he analyses belongs in reality to a particular form of
society.

VIII

Social life is essentially practical. All mysteries which mislead
theory to mysticism find their rational solution in human practice
and in the comprehension of this practice.

IX

The highest point attained by contemplative materialism, that
is, materialism which does not understand sensuousness as practi-
cal activity, is the contemplation of single individuals in “civil
society”.

X

The standpoint of the old materialism is “civil” society; the
standpoint of the new is human society, or socialised humanity.

XI

The philosophers have only interpreted the world, in various
ways; the point, however, is to change it.

Written in the spring of 1845

Originally published by Engels
In 1888 in the Appendix to the
separate edition of his Ludwig
Feuerbach and the End of Classical
German Philosophy

Translated from the German




KARL MARX AND FREDERICK ENGELS

From THE GERMAN IDEOLOGY?

CHAPTER I

FEUERBACH. OPPOSITION OF THE MATERIALISTIC
AND IDEALISTIC OUTLOOK

1]

[s. 1] As we hear from German ideologists, Germany has in the
last few years gone through an unparalleled revolution. The
decomposition of the Hegelian philosophy, which began with
Strauss,® has developed into a universal ferment into which all
the “powers of the past” are swept. In the general chaos mighty
empires have arisen only to meet with immediate doom, heroes
have emerged momentarily only to be hurled back into obscurity
by bolder and stronger rivals. It was a revolution beside which
the French Revolution was child’s play, a world struggle beside
which the struggles of the Diadochi* appear insignificant. Prin-
ciples ousted one another, heroes of the mind overthrew each other
with unheard-of rapidity, and in the three years 1842-45 more
of the past was swept away in Germany than at other times in

three centuries. | |
All this is supposed to have taken place in the realm of pure

thought.

Certainly it is an interesting event we are dealing with: the pu-
trescence of the absolute spirit. When the last spark of its life had
failed, the various components of this caput mortuum* began to
d>compose, entered into new combinations and formed new sub-
stances. The industrialists of philosophy, who till then had lived
on the exploitation of the absolute spirit, now seized upon the
new combinations. Each with all possible zeal set about retailing
his apportioned share. This naturally gave rise to competition,
which, to start with, was carried on in moderately staid bourgeois
fashion. Later when the German market was glutted, and the com-
modity in spite of all efforts found no response in the world market,
the business was spoiled in the usual German manner by fabri-

* Literally: dead head; a term used in chemistry for the residuum
left after distillation; here: remainder, residue.— Ed.
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cated and fictitious production, deterioration in quality, adul-
teration of the raw materials, falsification of labels, fictitious pur-
chases, bill-jobbing and a credit system devoid of any real basis.
The competition turned into a bitter struggle, which is now being
extolled and interpreted to us as a revolution of world significance,
the begetter of the most prodigious results and achievements.

If we wish to rate at its true value this philosophic charlatanry,
which awakens even in the breast of the honest German citizen
a glow of national pride, if we wish to bring out clearly the pet-
tiness, the parochial narrowness of this whole Young-Hegelian
movement and in particular the tragicomic contrast between the
illusions of these heroes about their achievements and the actual
achievements themselves, we must look at the whole spectacle
from a standpoint beyond the frontiers of Germany.*

[1.] Ideology in General, German Ideclogy in Particular

[s. 2] German criticism has, right up to its latest efforts, never
quitted the realm of philosophy. Far from examining its general
philosophic premises, the whole body of its inquiries has actually
sprung irom the soil of a definite philosophical system, that of
Hegel. Not only in their answers but in their very questions there
was a mystilication. This dependence on Hegel is the reason why
not one of these modern critics has even attempted a comprehen-
sive criticism of the Hegelian system, however much each pro-
fesses to have advanced beyond Hegel. Their polemics against

* [Here the following passage is crossed out in the first version of the
clean copy:]

[p. 2] We preface therefore the specific criticism of individual repre-
Sentatives of this movement with a few general observations, elucidating
the ideological premises common to'all of them. These remarks will suffice
to Indicate the standpoint of our criticism insofar as it is required for the
understanding and the motivation of the subsequent individual criticisms.
We oppose these remarks [p. 3] to Feuerbach in particular because he is the
only one who has at least made some progress and whose works can be
CXamined de bonne foi.

1. Ideology in General, German Ideology in Particular
. 141‘& We know only a single science, the science of history. One can look
ilist 1story from two sides and divide it into the history of nature and the
natu‘-"l‘)’ of men. The two sides are, however, inseparable; the history of
existre rI«':}}Illd the history of men are dependent on each other so long as men
1S here: be hlstory_ of nature, so-called natural science, does not concern
Who"ee"d ut we will have to examine the history of men, since almost the
o al eology amounts either to a dlstorted‘mter{)retation of this history
e complete abstraction from it. Ideology is itself only one of the aspects
Ol this history.
has(iﬁtt}];le first version of the clean copy further comes a passage, which
of histor EEI} crossed out, about the premises of the materialistic conception
(secon 4) 3; n this book, this passage is included in the text of the main
ersion of the clean copy as Section 2 (see pp. 17-18).—Ed.)
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Hegel and against one another are confined to this—each extracts
one side of the Hegelian system and turns this against the whole
system as well as against the sides extracted by the others. To
begin with they extracted pure unfalsified Hegelian categories
such as “substance” and “self-consciousness”, * later they desecrated
these categories with more secular names such as “species”,
“the Unique”, “Man”, ** etc.

The entire body of German philosophical criticism from Strauss
- to Stirner is confined to criticism of religious conceptions. *** The
critics started from real religion and actual theology. What reli-
gious consciousness and a religious conception really meant was
determined variously as they went along. Their advance consist-
ed in subsuming the allegedly dominant metaphysical, politi-
cal, juridical, moral and other conceptions under the class of reli-
gious or theological conceptions; and similarly in pronouncing
political, juridical, moral consciousness as religious or theologi-
cal, and the political, Juridical, moral man—“man” in the last
resori—as religious. The dominance of religion was taken for
granted. Gradually every dominant relationship was pronounced
a religious relationship and transformed into a cult, a cult of law,
a cult of the State, etc. On all sides it was only a question of dog-
mas and belief in dogmas. The world was sanctified to an ever-
Increasing extent till at last our venerable Saint Max®#%#* was
able to canonise it er bloc and thus dispose of it once for all.

The Old Hegelians had comprehended everything as soon as
it was reduced to an Hegelian logical category. The Young Hegel-
1ans criticised everything by attributing to it religious conceptions
or by pronouncing it a theological matter. The Young Hegelians
are 1n agreement with the Old Hegelians in their belief in the
rule of religion, of concepts, of a universal principle in the
existing world. Only, the one party attacks this dominion as
usurpation, while the other extols it as legitimate.

Since the Young Hegelians consider conceptions, thoughts,

ideas, in fact all the products of consciousness, to which they
attribute an independent existence, as the real chains of men
(Just as the Old Hegelians declared them the true bonds of human
society) it is evident that the Young Hegelians have to fight only
against these illusions of the consciousness. Since, according to
their fantasy, the relationships of men, all their doings, their

* The basic categories of David Strauss and Bruno Bauer.—Ed,

** The basic categories of Ludwig Feuerbach and Max Stirner.— Ed,

*** [The following passage is crossed out in the manuscri t:] ... claiming

to be the absolute redeemer of the world from all evil. Re{)igion was con-
tinually regarded and treated as the arch-enemy, as the ultimate cause of

all relationships repugnant to these philosophers.
**%* Max Stirner.— Ed.
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chains and their limitations are products of their consciousness,
the Young Hegelians logically put to men the moral postulate
of exchanging their present consciousness for human, critical
or egoistic consciousness,* and thus of removing their limita-
tions. This demand to change consciousness amounts to a demand
to interpret reality in another way, i.e., to recognise it by means
of another interpretation. The Young-Hegelian ideologists, in
spite of their allegedly “world-shattering” statements, are the
staunchest conservatives. The most recent of them have found.
the correct expression for their activity when they declare they
are only fighting against “phrases”. They forget, however, that
to these phrases they themselves are only opposing other phrases,
and that they are in no way combating the real existing world
when they are merely combating the phrases of this world. The
only results which this philosophic criticism could achieve were
a few (and at that thoroughly one-sided) elucidations of Chris-
tianity from the point of view of religious history; all the rest of
their assertions are only further embellishments of their c¢laim
to have furnished, in these unimportant elucidations, discove-
ries of universal importance.

It has not occurred to any one of these philosophers to inquire
into the connection of German philosophy with German reality,
the relation of their criticism to their own material surroundings**.

[2. Premises of the Materialistic Conception of History]* **

[p. 3] The premises from which we begin are not arbitrary ones,
not dogmas, but real premises from which abstraction can only
be made in the imagination. They are the real individuals, their
activity and the material conditions under which they live, both
those which they find already existing and those produced by their
activity. These premises can thus be [p. 4] verified in a purely
empirical way. |

The first premise of all human history is, of course, the existence
of living human individuals. **** Thus the first fact to be estab-
lished is the physical organisation of these individuals and their

* The reference is to Ludwig Feuerbach, Bruno Bauer and Max Stir-
ner.— kd. _

** Further, in the manuscript of the main version of the clean copy,
the remaining part of the page is left blank. The text following on the next
page is reproduced in this book as Section 3.— Ed. _

*** The text of this section is taken from the first version of the clean
copy.—Ed. _ _ | . ‘

*x**% [The following passage is crossed out in the manuscript:] The first
historical act of these individuals distinguishing them from animals is not
that they think, but that they begin to produce their means of subsistence.

2—1087
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consequent relation to the rest of nature. Of course, we cannot here
go elther into the actual physical nature of man, or into the natu-
ral conditions in which man finds himself—geological, orohydro-
graphical, climatic and so on.* The writing of history must al-
ways set out from these natural bases and their modification in
the course of history through the action of men.

Men can be distinguished from animals by consciousness, by
religion or anything else you like. They themselves begin to
distinguish themselves from animals as soon as they begin to
produce their means of subsistence, a step which is conditioned
by their physical organisation. By producing their means of
subsistence men are indirectly producing their actual material
life. | ~
The way in which men produce their means of subsistence de-
pends first of all on the nature of the actual means of subsistence
they find in existence and have to reproduce.

[p. 51 This mode of production must not be considered simply
as being the reproduction of the physical existence of the indi-
viduals. Rather it is a definite form of activity of these individuals,
a definite form of expressing their life, a definite mode of life on
their part. As individuals express their life; so they are. What
they are, therefore, coincides with their production, both with
what they produce and with Zow they produce. The nature of
individuals thus depends on the material conditions determining
their production. | |

This production only makes its appearance with the increase
of population. In its turn this presupposes the intercourse [ Verkehr]
of individuals with one another.® The form of this intercourse is

again determined by production.**

[3. Production and Intercourse. Division
~ of Labour and Forms of Property: Tribal, Ancient, Feudal]

[s. 3] The relations of different nations among themselves depend
upon the extent to which each has developed its productive forces,
the division of labour and internal intercourse. This statement
1s generally recognised. But not only the relation of one nation
to others, but also the whole internal structure of the nation
itself depends on the stage of development reached by its produc-
tion and its internal and external intercourse. How far the pro-

* [The following passage is crossed out in the manuscript:] Not only
the original, spontaneous organisation of men, especially racial differences,
depends on these conditions but also the entire further development, or

lack of development, of men up to the present time. _
% The first version of the clean c,o?y ends here. Further this book con-

tains the text of the main version of the clean copy.—Ed,
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ductive forces of a nation are developed is shown most manifestly
by the degree to which the division of labour has been carried.
Fach new productive force, insofar as it is not merely a quantita-
tive extension of productive forces already known (for instance
the bringing into cultivation of fresh land), causes a further
development of the division of labour.

The division of labour inside a nation leads at first to the sepa-
ration of industrial and commercial from agricultural labour,
and hence to the separation of fown and country and to the conflict
of their interests. Its further development leads to the separation
of commercial from industrial labour. At the same time through
the division of labour inside these various branches there develop
various divisions among the individuals co-operating in definite
kinds of labour. The relative position of these individual groups
is determined by the methods employed in agriculture, industry
and commerce (patriarchalism, slavery, estates, classes). These
same conditions are to be seen (given a more developed inter-
course) in the relations of different nations to one another.

The various stages of development in the division of labour
are just so many ditferent forms of ownership, i.e., the existing
stage in the division of labour determines also the relations of
individuals to one another with reference to the material, instru-
ment and product of labour.

The first form of ownership is tribal [Stammeigentum] owner-
ship.® It corresponds to the undeveloped stage of production, at
which a people lives by hunting and fishing, by the rearing of
cattle or, in the highest stage, agriculture. In the latter case it
presupposes a great mass of uncultivated stretches of land. The
division of labour is at this stage still very elementary and is
confined to a further extension of the natural division of labour
existing in the family. The social structure is, therefore, limited
to an extension of the family; patriarchal family chieftains, below
them the members of the tribe, finally slaves. The slavery latent
In the family only develops gradually with the increase of popula-
thn,_ the growth of wants, and with the extension of external
relations, both of war and of barter.

The second form is the ancient communal and State ownership
Wh}Ch proceeds especially from the union of several tribes into
ii) czti; by agreement or by conquest, and which is still accompanied
agds iiVery. Bem‘de communal ownership we already find movable,
. abater also immovable, private property developing, but as
o, hntilémal form subor@nate to communal owngrshlp._ The citi-
nit§ aO ¢ power over their labouring slaves only in their commu-

ornf 0? on this account al-one, tl}erefore, they are bqund to the
ort h_communal ownership. It is the communal private prop-

Y Which compels the active citizens to remain in this sponta-

2%
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neously derived form of association over against their slaves. For
this reason the whole structure of society based on this communal
ownership, and with it the power of the people, decays in the same
measure as, in particular, immovable private property evolves.
The division of labour is already more developed. We already
find the antagonism of town and country; later the antagonism
between those states which represent town interests and those
which represent country interests, and inside the towns them-
selves the antagonism between industry and maritime commerce.
The class relations between citizens and slaves are now completely
developed.

With the development of private property, we find here for
the first time the same conditions which we shall find again, only
on a more extensive scale, with modern private property. On the
one hand, the concentration of private property, which began very
early in Rome (as the Licinian agrarian law’ proves) and proceed-
ed very rapidly from the time of the civil wars and especially
under the Emperors; on the other hand, coupled with this, the
transformation of the plebeian small peasantry into a prole-
tariat, which, however, owing to its intermediate position between
propertied citizens and slaves, never achieved an independent
development. :

The third form of ownership is feudal or estate property. If
antiquity started out from the fown and its little territory, the
Middle Ages started out from the couniry. This different starting-
point was determined by the sparseness of the population at that
time, which was scattered over a large area and which received
no large increase from the conquerors. In contrast to Greece and
Rome, feudal development at the outset, therefore, extends over
a much wider territory, prepared by the Roman conquests and the
spread of agriculture at first associated with them. The last cen-
turies of the declining Roman Empire and its conquest by the bar-
barians destroyed a number of productive forces; agriculture had
declined, industry had decayed for want of a market, trade had
died out or been violently suspended, the rural and urban popu-
lation had decreased. From these conditions and the mode of
organisation of the conquest determined by them, feudal property
developed under the influence of the Germanic military consti-
tution. Like tribal and communal ownership, it is based again on
a community; but the directly producing class standing over
against 1t 1s not, as in the case of the ancient community, the slaves,
but the enserfed small peasantry. As soon as feudalism is fully
developed, there also arises antagonism to the towns. The hierar-
chical structure of landownership, and the armed bodies of re-
tainers associated with it, gave the nobility power over the serfs.
This feudal organisation was, just as much as the ancient commu-

-y
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nal ownership, an association against a subjected producing class;
b;t the form of association and the relation to the direct producers

were different because of the different conditions of produc-

ion. . :
thThiS feudal system of landownership had its counterpart in the

rowns in the shape of corporative property, the feudal organisa-
tion of trades. Here property consisted [s. 4] chiefly in the labour
of each individual person. The necessity for association against
the organised robber-nobility, the need for communal covered
markets in an age when the industrialist was at the same time
a merchant, the growing competition of the escaped serfs swarm-
ing into the rising towns, the feudal structure of the whole coun-
try: these combined to bring about the guilds. The gradually
accumulated small capital of individual craftsmen and their
stable numbers, as against the growing population, evolved the
relation of journeyman and apprentice, which brought into being
in the towns a hierarchy similar to that in the country.

Thus the chief form of property during the feudal epoch con-
sisted on the one hand of landed property with serf labour chained
to it, and on the other of the labour of the individual with small
capital commanding the labour of journeymen. The organisation
of both was determined by the restricted conditions of produc-
tion—the small-scale and primitive cultivation of the land, and
the craft type of industry. There was little division of labour in
the heyday of feudalism. Each country bore in itself the antithesis
of town and country; the division into estates was certainly strong-
ly marked; but apart from the differentiation of princes, nobility,
clergy and peasants in the country, and masters, journeymen,
apprentices and soon also the rabble of casual labourers in the
towns, no division of importance took place. In agriculture it was
rendered difficult by the strip-system, beside which the cottage
industry of the peasants themselves emerged. In industry there
was no division of labour at all in the individual trades them-
selves, and very little between them. The separation of industry
and commerce was found already in existence in older towns; ip
the newer it only developed later, when the towns entered into
mutual relations.

The grouping of larger territories into feudal kingdoms was
4 necessity for the landed nobility as for the towns. The organi-

Sation of the ruling class, the nobility, had, therefore, everywhere
@ monarch at its head.*

On :L Further, in the manuscript, the remainder of the page is left blank.
© next page begins the summary of the materialistic conception of

lliStOry The . - . .
: ourth, bourgeois, form of property is dealt with in Part IV
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[4. The Essence of the Materialistic Conception of History.
Social Being and Social Consciousness]

[s. 5] The fact is, therefore, that definite individuals who are
productively active in a definite way* enter into definite social
and political relations. Empirical observation must in each sepa-
rate instance bring out empirically, and without any mystification
and speculation, the connection of the social and political struc-
ture with production. The social structure and the State are con-
tinually evolving out of the life-process of definite individuals,
but of individuals, not as they may appear in their own or other
people’s imagination, but as they really are; i.e., as they operate,
produce materially, and hence as they work under definite mate-
riall limits, presuppositions and conditions independent of their
will, **

The production of ideas, of conceptions, of consciousness, is
at first directly interwoven with the material activity and the
material intercourse of men, the language of real life. Conceiving,
thinking, the mental intercourse of men, appear at this stage as
- the direct efflux of their material behaviour. The same applies to
mental production as expressed in the language of politics, laws,
morality, religion, metaphysics, etc., of a people. Men are the
producers of their conceptions, ideas, etc.—real, active men, as
they are conditioned by a definite development of their productive
forces and of the intercourse corresponding to these, up to its
furthest forms.*** Consciousness can never be anything else than
conscious existence, and the existence of men is their actual life-
process. If in all ideology men and their circumstances appear up-
side-down as in a camera obscura, this phenomenon arises just as
much from their historical life-process as the inversion of objects
on the retina does from their physical life-process.

* [The original version:] definite individuals under definite relations
of production.

** [The following passage is crossed out in the manuscript:] The ideas
which these individuals form are ideas either about their relation to nature
or about their mutual relations or about their own nature. It is evident
that in all these cases their ideas are the conscious expression—real or
illusory—of their real relationships and activities, of their production and
intercourse and of their social and political organisation. The opposite
assumption is only possible if in addition to the spirit of the real, materially
evolved individuals a separate spirit is presupposed. If the conscious expres-
sion of the real relations of these individuals is illusory, if in their imagina-
tion they turn reality upside-down, then this in its turn is the result of their
%imited material mode of activity and their limited social relations arising
rom it.

*#% [The original version:] Men are the producers of their conceptions,
ideas, etc., and precisely men conditioned by the mode of production of
their material life, their material intercourse and its further development
in the social and political structure. |
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1n direct contrast to German philosophy which descends frmp
heaven to earth, here we ascend from earth to heaven. That is
to sav, we do not set out from what men say, imagine, conceive,
nor from men as narrated, thought of, imagined, conceived, in
order to arrive at men in tl}e ﬂesh.' We set out from real, active
men, and on the basis of thel_r real life-process we demonstrglte zl;he
development of the 1deolog10a‘1 reflexes and echoes of this life-
process. The phantoms formed in the human brain are also, neces-
sarily, sublimates of their material life-process, which is empiri-
cally: verifiable and bound to material premises. Morality, reli-
gion, metaphysics, all the rest of ideology and their corresponding
forms of consciousness, thus no longer retain the semblance of
independence. They have no history, no development; but men,
developing their material production and their material inter-
course, alter, along with this their real existence, their thinking
and the products of their thinking. Life is not determined by con-
sciousness, but consciousness by life. In the first method of ap-
proach the starting-point is consciousness taken as the living indi-
vidual; in the second method, which conforms to real life, it is
the real living individuals themselves, and consciousness is con-
sidered solely as their consciousness. |

This method of approach is not devoid of premises. It starts
out from the real premises and does not abandon them for a mo-
ment. Its premises are men, not in any fantastic isolation and
rigidity, but in their actual, empirically perceptible process of
development under definite conditions. As soon as this active
life-process is described, history ceases to be a collection of dead
facts as it is with the empiricists (themselves still abstract),
{)é‘ Eip imagined activity of imagined subjects, as with the
tdealists,

Where speculation ends—in real life—there real, positive science
begins: the representation of the practical activity, of the practi-
cal process of development of men. Empty talk about conscious-
ESS ceases, and real knowledge has to take its place. When real-
Ity is depicted, philosophy as an independent branch of knowledge
loses its medium of existence. At the best its place can only be
tak_en by a summing-up of the most general results, abstractions
which arise from the observation of the historical development
?é Iﬁfn. Viewed apart from real history, these abstractions have
Cilitafmsilves no value whatsoever. They can only serve to fa-
seque € the arrangement of historical material, to indicate the
o) ence of its separate strata. But they by no means qﬁord a
epofhs Ol‘f S}tllbema, as does philosophy, for neatly trimming the
when WO 1story. On the contrary, our difficulties begin only
real d ¢ set about the observation and the arrangement—the

*Plction—of our historical material, whether of a past epoch
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or of the present. The removal of these difficulties is governed
by premises which it is quite impossible to state here, but which
only the study of the actual life-process and the activity of the
individuals of each epoch will make evident. We shall select here
some of these abstractions, which we use in contradistinction to
the ideologists, and shall illustrate them by historical examples. *

[11]
[1. Conditions of the Real Liberation of Man]

[1] We shall, of course, not take the trouble to enlighten our
wise philosophers by explaining to them that the “liberation”
of “man” is not advanced a single step by reducing philosophy,
‘theology, substance and all the trash to “self-consciousness” and
by liberating man from the domination of these phrases, which
have never held him in thrall.** Nor will we explain to them that
it is only possible to achieve real liberation in the real world and
by employing real means, that slavery cannot be abolished without
the steam-engine and the mule and spinning-jenny, serfdom can-
not be abolished without improved agriculture, and that, in gener-
al, people cannot be liberated as long as they are unable to obtain
food and drink, housing and clothing in adequate quality and
quantity. “Liberation” is a historical and not a mental act, and it
13 brought about by historical conditions, the [development]
of industry, commerce, [agrilculture, the [conditions of inter-
course] [...]*** [2] then subsequently, in accordance with the differ-
ent stages of their development, the nonsense of substance, sub-
ject, self-consciousness and pure criticism, as well as religious
and theological nonsense, and later remove it again when they
have advanced far enough in their development. **#*

In Germany, a country where only a trivial historical develop-
ment is taking place, these mental developments, these glorified
and ineffective trivialities, naturally serve as a substitute for the
lack of historical development, and they take root and have to
be combated. But this fight is of local importance, ¥ **#%

* The main (second) version of the clean copy ends here. Further,
this book continues with three parts of the original manuscript.— Ed.
** [Marginal notes by Marx:] Philosophic liberation and real libera-
tion; Man. The Unique one. The individual; Geological, hydrographical,
etc., conditions; The human body. Needs and labour.
*x* The manuscript is damaged here: the lower part of the sheet is
torn off; one line of the text is missing.—Ed.
*#*% [Marginal note by Marx:] Phrases and real movement. The impor-
tance of phrases in Germany.
¥#&k [Marginal note by Marx:] Language is the language of reality.
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[2. Criticism of Feuerbach’s Contemplative
and Inconsistent Materialism] '

[...]1* [8] in reality and for the pmcti.cql materia!i.st_;, i.e., the
con';z:nunista it is a question of revolutiox}ls{ng thfz existing world,
of practically attacking and changing existing things. When occa-
sionally we find such views with Feuerhach,.they. are never more
than isolated surmises and have much too little influence on his
general outlook to be considered here as anything else than embryos.
capable of development. ' _

Feuerbach’s “conception” of the sensuous world is confined on
the ope hand to mere contemplation of it, and on the other 1;’0'
mere feeling; he says “Man” instead of “real historical man”.
“Man” is really “the German”. In the first case, the contemplation
of the sensuous world, he necessarily lights on things which con-
tradict his consciousness and feeling, which disturb the harmony
he presupposes, the harmony of all parts of the sensuous world
and especially of man and nature.** To remove this disturbance,
he must take refuge in a double perception, a profane one which
only perceives the “flatly obvious” and a higher, philosophical, one
which perceives the “true essence” of things. He does not see how
the sensuous world around him is, not a thing given direct from
all eternity, remaining ever the same, but the product of in-
dustry and of the state of society; and, indeed, in the sense that it.
is an historical product, the result of the activity of a whole
succession of generations, each standing on the shoulders of the
preceding one, developing its industry and its intercourse, modi-
fying its social system according to the changed needs. Even
the objects of the simplest “sensuous certainty” are only given
him through social development, industry and commercial inter-
course. The cherry-tree, like almost all fruit-trees, was, as is
well known, only a few centuries ago transplanted by commerce
into our zone, and therefore only [9] by this action of a definite
soclety in a definite age it has become “sensuous certainty” for
Feuerbach.

Incidentally, when we conceive things thus, as they really
are “and happened, every profound philosophical problem is re-
solved, as will be seen even more clearly later, quite simply into an
®Mpirical fact. For instance, the important question of the rela-

*: Five pages of the manuscript are missing here.—Ed. _
the NB. Feuerbach's failing is not that he_subordm::}tes the flatly obvious,
inVeS‘iI}SUO}IS appearance, to the sensuous reality estabhs_.hed by more accurate
Withstilgatmn of the sensuous facts, but that he cannot in the last resort cope
the “en. -cistous world except by looking at it with the “eyes”, i.e., through.
Spectacles®, of the philosopher.




260 KARL MARX AND FREDERICK ENGELS

tion of man to nature [Bruno goes so far as to speak of “the anti-
theses in nature and history” (p. 110),® as though these were two
separate “things” and man did not always have before him an
historical nature and a natural history], out of which all the
“unfathomably lofty works”* on “substance” and “self-conscious-
ness” were born, crumbles of itself when we understand that the
celebrated “unity of man with nature” has always existed in in-
dustry and has existed in varying forms in every epoch according
to the lesser or greater development of industry, just like the
“struggle” of man with nature, right up to the development of
his productive powers on a corresponding basis. Industry and
commerce, production and the exchange of the necessities of life,
themselves determine distribution, the structure of the different
social classes and are, in turn, determined by it as to the mode
in which they are carried on; and so it happens that in Manchester,
for instance, Feuerbach sees only factories and machines, where
a hundred years ago only spinning-wheels and weaving-looms were
to be seen, or in the Campagna of Rome he finds only pasture
lands and swamps, where in the time of Augustus he would have
~tound nothing but the vineyards and villas of Roman capitalists.
Feuerbach speaks in particular of the perception of natural sci-
ence; he mentions secrets which are disclosed only to the eye of
the physicist and chemist; but where would natural science be
without industry and commerce? Even this “pure” natural science
is provided with an aim, as with its material, only through trade
and industry, through the sensuous activity of men. So much is
this activity, this unceasing sensuous labour and creation, this
production, the basis of the whole sensuous world as it NOW exists,
that, were it interrupted only for a year, Feuerbach would not
only find an enormous change in the natural world, but would
very soon find that the whole world of men and his own perceptive
faculty, nay his own existence, were missing. Of course, in all
this the priority of external nature remains unassailed, and all
this has no application to the original men produced by generatio
aequivoca™¥; but this differentiation has meaning only insofar as
man 1is considered to be distinct from nature. For that matter,
nature, the nature that preceded human history, is not by any
means the nature in which Feuerbach lives, it is nature which
today no longer exists anywhere (except perhaps on a few Austra-
lian coral-islands of recent origin) and which, therefore, does not
exist for Feuerbach.

Certainly Feuerbach [10] has a great advantage over the “pure”
materialists in that he realises how man too is an “object of the

* Goethe, Faust, “Prolog im Himmel” (“Prologue in Heaven”).— Ed.
** Spontaneous generation.— Ed4. | -
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But apart from the fact that he on'ly‘ conceives him as an
« hiect of the senses”, not as “sensuous activity”, because -he stl}l
obJ in the realm of theory and conceives of men not in their
r(?l?alnssocial connection, not under their existing conditions of
g-lf‘ enwdich have made them what they are, he never arrives at
ng !rea‘i'.ly existing active men, but stops at the abgtra_ct?on “man”,
‘nd gets no further than recognising “the true, individual, cor-
) real man” emotionally, i.e., he knows no other “human rela-
fi%l]ghips” “of man to man” than love and friendship, and even
then idealised. He gives no criticism c_)f the present conditions
of life. Thus he never manages to conceive the sensuous world as
the total living sensuous activity of the individuals composing
it: and therefore when, for example, he sees instead of healthy‘men
a crowd of scrofulous, overworked and consumptive §tax;velmg_s,
he is compelled to take refuge in the “higher perception’ an(il in
the ideal “compensation in the species”, and thus to re!ap-se into
idealism at the very point where the communist materialist sees
the necessity, and at the same time the condition, of a transforma-
tion both of industry and of the social structure.

As far as Feuerbach is a materialist he does not deal with histo-
ry, and as far as he considers history he is not a materialist.
With him materialism and history diverge completely, a fact
which incidentally is already obvious from what has been said.*

senses -

[3. Primary Historical Relationships, or the Basic
Aspects of Social Activity: Production of the Means
of Subsistence, Production of New Needs, Reproduction
of People (the Family), Social Communication, Consciousness]

[11]** Since we are dealing with the Germans, who are devoid
of premises, we must begin by stating the first premise of all
human existence and, therefore, of all history, the premise, name-
ly, that men must be in a position to live in order to be able to
“make history”. But life involves before everything else eating
and drinking, a habitation, clothing and many other things.***
The first historical act is thus the production of the means to sat-
15ty thege needs, the production of material life itself. And

——

* [The following passage is crossed out in the manuscript:] The reason
Why we nevertheless discuss history here in greater detail is that the words
istory” and “historical” usually mean everything possible to the Germans
rxeept reality, a brilliant example of this Is in particular Saint Bruno with
18 ﬂllplt eloquence”.
%k g [Mafginal note by Marx:] History. _ _
condit: [Marginal note by Marx:] Hegel.? Geological, hydrographical, etc.,
Itions. Human bodies. Needs, labour.
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indeed this is an historical act, a fundamental condition of all
history, which today, as thousands of years ago, must daily and
hourly be fulfilled merely in order to sustain human life. Even
when the sensuous world is reduced to a minimum, to a stick as
with Saint Bruno, it presupposes the action of producing the stick.
Therefore in any interpretation of history one has first of all to
observe this fundamental fact in all its significance and all its
implications and to accord it its due importance. It is well
known that the Germans have never done this, and they have
never, theretore, had an earthly basis for history and conse-
quently never a historian. The French and the English, even if
they have conceived the relation of this fact with so-called history
only in an extremely one-sided fashion, particularly as long as
they remained in the toils of political ideology, have never-
theless made the first attempts to give the writing of history a
materialistic basis by being the first to write histories of civil
society, of commerce and industry. |

The second point is [12] that the satisfaction of the first need
(the action of satisfying, and the instrument of satisfaction which
has been acquired) leads to new needs; and this production of new

needs is the first historical act. Here we recognise immediately

the spiritual ancestry of the great historical wisdom of the Ger-
mans who, when they run out of positive material and when they
can serve up neither theological nor political nor literary rubbish,
assert that this is not history at all, but the “prehistoric era”.
They do not, however, enlighten us as to how we proceed from this
nonsensical “prehistory” to history proper; although, on the other
hand, in their historical speculation they seize upon this “pre-
history” with especial eagerness because they imagine themselves
safe there from interference on the part of “crude facts™, and, at
the same time, because there they can give full rein to their spe-
culative impulse and set up and knock down hypotheses by the
thousand. '

The third circumstance, which, from the very outset, enters
into historical development, is that men, who daily remake their
own life, begin to make other men, to propagate their kind: the
relation between man and woman, parents and children, the
family. The family, which to begin with is the only social rela-
tionship, becomes later, when increased needs create new social
- relations and the increased population new needs, a subordinate
one (except in Germany), and must then be treated and analysed
according to the existing empirical data, not according to “the
concept of the family”, as is the custom in Germany.

These three aspects of social activity are not of course to be
taken as three different stages, but just as three aspects or, to
make it clear to the Germans, three “moments”, which have
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existed simultaneously since the dawn of history and the first men,

4 which still assert themselves in history today.
anThe production of life, both of one’s own in labour and of fresh
life in procreation, NOW appears as a double [1"3] relat@onsh:?p:
on the one hand as a natural, on the otl}er as a social r_elai_;lqnshlp.
By social we understand the co-operation of several individuals,
o matter under what conditions, in what manner and to what
end. It follows from this that a certain mode of production, or
ndustrial stage, is always combined with a certain Ipodq o_f co-
operation, OF social stage, and this mode of co-operation is itself
a “productive force”. Further, that the multitude of productive
forces accessible to men determines the nature of society, hence,
that the “history of humanity” must always be studied and treat-
ed in relation to the history of industry and exchange. But it
is also clear how in Germany it is impossible to write this sort
of history, because the Germans lack not only the necessary
power of comprehension and the material but also the “evidence
of their senses”, for across the Rhine you cannot have any experi-
ence of these things since history has stopped happening. Thus it
is quite obvious from the start that there exists a materialistic
connection of men with one another, which is determined by their
needs and their mode of production, and which is as old as men -
themselves. This connection is ever taking on new forms, and
thus presents a “history” independently of the existence of any
political or religious nonsense which would especially hold men
together.

Only now, after having considered four moments, four aspects
of the primary historical relationships, do we find that man also
possesses “consciousness”*; but, even so, not inherent, not “pure”
consciousness. From the start the “spirit” is afflicted with [14]
the curse of being “burdened” with matter, which here makes its
appearance in the form of agitated layers of air, sounds, in short,
of la{lguage_ LLanguage is as old as consciousness, language is
practical consciousness that exists also for other men, and for
that reason alone it really exists for me personally as well; lan-
guage, like consciousness, only arises from the need, the necessity,
0f_111t§3rcourse with other men.** Where there exists a relation-
Sh.lpv 1t exists for me: the animal does not enter into “relations”
gllth anything, it does not enter into any relation at all. For

© animal, its relation to others does not exist as a relation.

their* H{?{[argmal note by Marx:1 Men have h.isj;ory because ];hey must produce
his is 31 and because they must produce it moreover in a certain way:
: ete}?m{ned by their physical organisation; their consciousness is
* [I%ed 1n ]11813_ the same way.
ship to he fOHO“"mg words are crossed out in the manuscript:] My relation-
My surroundings is my consciousness.
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Consciousness is, therefore, from the very beginning a social prod-

uct, and remains so as long as men exist at all. Consciousness

Is at first, of course, merely consciousness concerning the imme-

diate sensuous environment and consciousness of the limited con- |

nection with other persons and things outside the individual who

s growing self-conscious. At the same time it is consciousness of |
nature, which first appears to men as a completely alien, all- j;:

powerful and unassailable force, with which men’s relations are

purely animal and by which they are overawed like beasts; it is |

thus a purely animal consciousness of nature (natural religion).

We see here immediately: this natural religion or this partic-
ular relation of men to nature is determined by the form of society
and vice versa. Here, as everywhere, the identity of nature and
man appears in such a way that the restricted relation of men to
nature determines their restricted relation to one another, and
their restricted relation to one another determines men’s restrict-

ed relation to nature, just because nature is as yet hardly modi-
ied historically; and, on the other hand, man’s consciousness of

the necessity of associating with the individuals around him is

the beginning of the consciousness that he is living in society _?
at all. This beginning is as animal as social life itself at this
stage. It is mere herd-consciousness, and at this point man is only i
distinguished from sheep by the fact that with him conscjousness -
takes the place of instinct or that his instinct is a conscious one.
~'T'his sheep-like or tribal consciousness receives its further deve- ]
lopment and extension through increased productivity, the in- |
crease of needs, and, what is fundamental to both of these, [15] the |

1ucrease of population. With these there develops the division
of labour, which was originally nothing but the division of labour
in the sexual act, then that division of labour which develops
spontaneously or “naturally” by virtue of natural predisposition
(e.g., physical strength), needs, accidents, ete., etc. Division of
labour only becomes truly such from the moment when a divi-
sion of material and mental labour appears.* From this moment
onwards consciousness carn really flatter itself that it is something
other than consciousness of existing practice, that it really repre-
sents something without representing something real; from now
On consciousness is in a position to emancipate itself from the
world and to proceed to the formation of “pure” theory, theology,
philosophy, ethics, etc. But even if this theory, theology, phi-
losophy, ethics, etc., comes into contradiction with the existing
relations, this can only occur because existing social relations
have come into contradiction with existing forces of production;

o [Marginal note by Marx:] The first form of ideclogists, priests, is | "

concurrent.
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.. moreover, can also occur in a particular national sphere of
this, ns through the appearance of the contradiction, not within
I‘elamticm:—,ll orbit, but between this national consciousness and
the niactice of other nations,* i.e., between the national and the
thef};al consciousness of a nation (as we see it now in Germany);
gel; <ince this contradiction seems to exist only as a contradic-
11:);3)11 within the national cgnsciousness, it g,eems_to this nation
then that the struggle too is confined to this national muck.

[16] Moreover, it is quile immaterial what consciousness starts
to do on its own: out of all such muck we get only the one infer-
ence that these three moments, the forces of production, _the
state of society, and consciousness, can and must come into
contradiction with one another, because the division of labour
implies the possibility, nay the fact that intellectual and mate-
rial activity**—enjoyment and labour, production and consump-
tion—devolve on different individuals, and that the only possi-
bility of their not coming into contradiction lies in the negation
in its turn of the division of labour. It is self-evident, moreover,
that “spectres”™, “bonds”, “the higher being”, “concept”, “scruple”,
are merely the idealistic, spiritual expression, the conception ap-
parently of the isolated individual, the image of very empirical
fetters and limitations, within which the mode of production of
life and the form of intercourse coupled with it move.

[4. Social Division of Labour and Its Consequences:
Private Property, the State, “Estrangement” of Social
Activity]

With the division of labour, in which all these contradictions
are 1mplicit and which in its turn is based on the natural divi-
sion of labour in the family and the separation of society into
Individual families opposed to one another, is given simultaneously
the distribution, and indeed the unequal distribution, both quan-
titative and qualitative, of labour and its products, hence prop-
rly: [17] the nucleus, the first form of which lies in the family,
where wife and children are the slaves of the husband. This latent
slavery in the family, though still very crude, is the first prop-
°Ity, but even at this early stage it corresponds perfectly to the
definition of modern economists who call it the power of dispos-
INg of the labour-power of others. Division of labour and private
DIOperty are, moreover, identical expressions: in the one the
“ame thing is affirmed with reference to activity as is affirmed in

the other with reference to the product of the activity:.
-__""‘""---.._.__

*: [Margi_nal note by Marx:] Religion. The Germans and ideology as such.
thinkj [Marginal note by Marx that has been crossed out:] Activity and
ng, l.e., activity deprived of thought and inactive thinking.
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Further, the division of labour implies the contradiction be-
tween the interest of the separate individual or the individual
family and the communal interest of all individuals who have i
intercourse with one another. And indeed, this communal inter- j
est does not exist merely in the imagination, as the “general §
interest”, but first of all in reality, as the mutual interdependence

of the individuals among whom the labour is divided.

And out of this very contradiction between the interest of the |
individual and that of the community the latter takes an independ- -
ent form as the State, divorced from the real interests of individ- |
ual and community, and at the same time as an illusory commu- j
nal life, always based, however, on the real ties existing in every ]
family and tribal conglomeration—such as flesh and blood, lan- |
guage, division of labour on a larger scale, and other interests— }
and especially, as we shall enlarge upon later, on the classes, j
already determined by the division of labour, which in every such |
mass of men separate out, and of which one dominates all the i
others. It follows from this that all struggles within the State, §
the struggle between democracy, aristocracy, and monarchy, §
the struggle for the franchise, etc., etc., are merely the illusory )
forms in which the real struggles of the different classes are fought |
out among one another (of this the German theoreticians have j
not the faintest inkling, although they have received a sufficient §
introduction to the subject in the Deutsch-Franzisische Jahr-;
biicher'® and Die heilige Familie). Further, it follows that every ;
class which is struggling for mastery, even when its domination, |
as is the case with the proletariat, postulates the abolition of the ;
old form of society in its entirety and of domination itself, must |
first conquer for itself political power in order to represent its §
interest in turn as the general interest, which in the first moment ;

it 1s forced to do.

Just because individuals seek ornly their particular interest, -
which for them does not coincide with their communal interest
(in fact the general is the illusory form of communal life), the i
latter will be imposed on them as an interest “alien” to them, and !
[18] “independent” of them, as in its turn a particular, peculiar |
“general” interest; or they themselves must remain within this |
discord, as in democracy. On the other hand, too, the practical i
struggle of these particular interests, which constantly really;]
run counter to the communal and illusory communal interests,
‘makes practical intervention and control necessary through the ;

illusory “general” interest in the form of the State.*

[17] And finally, the division of labour offers us the first example
of how, as long as man remains in natural society, that is, as}

* These two paragraphs are inserted by Engels in the margin.—Ed.

—— 2
1
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Jong as a cleavage exists between t}}e ‘parl:,icular and the common
‘nterest, as long, theref:)re, as activity is not voluntarily, but
naturally, 'dIVIded, man’'s own deed becomes an alien power op-
posed to him, which enslaves him instead of being controlled by
him. For as soon as _the distribution of labour comes into being,
each man has a particular, exclusive sphere of activity, which is
forced upon him and from which he cannot escape. He is a hunter,
o fisherman, a shepherd, or a critical critic, and must remain so
i he does not want to lose his means of livelihood; while in com-
munist society, where nobody has one exclusive sphere of activity
but cach can become accomplished in any branch he wishes, so-
ciety regulates the gfaneral production and thus makes it possible
for me to do one thmg today and another tomorrow, to hunt in
the morning, fish in the afternoon, rear cattle in the evening,
criticise after dinner, just as I have a mind, without ever be-
coming hunter, fisherman, shepherd or critic.

[18] This fixation of_ social activity, this consolidation of what
we ourselves produce into an objective power above us, growing
out of our cqntrol.{ thwarting our expectations, bringing to nought
our calculations, is one of the chief factors in historical develop-
ment up till NOW. The social power, i.e., the multiplied productive
force, which arises through the co-operation of different indi-
viduals as it is determined by the division of labour, appears to
these individuals, since their co-operatton is not voluntary but
has come about naturally, not as their own united power, but as
an alien force existing outside them, of the origin and goal of
which they are ignorant, which they thus cannot control, which
on the contrary passes through a peculiar series of phases and
stages independent of the will and the action of man, nay even
_be;ng the prime governor of these.* How otherwise could for
flallﬁ;tafnce property have had a history at all, have taken on differ-
differé)}im’ and laqded property, for example, according to the
Hon 1 premises given, have proceeded in France from parcella-
raliony centralisation in the hands of a few; in England from cen-
cose t011011 ;n the hands of a few to parcellation, as is actually the
. nothir?y' Or how does it happen that trade, which_ after all
viduale aidnl%re 1z;h_an the exchange of products of various in-di-
of supp] ¢ Cllln ries, rules thg whole world througl} the relation
says }II)OBZ and demand—a relation which, as an English economist
in\?’is’ible\ i%lrs over the earth like the fate of the ancients, and with

and allots fortune and misfortune to men, sets up em-

pires . . .
1191 and overthrows empires, causes nations to rise and to
'-'-u—-__l_._—_‘____

—— e

= or
. ‘[‘ . 1 o, - .
in thig {l)) this passage Marx wrote in the margin the text which is reproduced

8 book as the : S :
fOUmeg this paer;ﬂ]grf;p?f?_ %fgagraphs of the next section (5} immediately




34 KARL MARX AND FREDERICK ENGELS

—

disappear—while with the abolition of the basis of private }
property, with the communistic regulation of production (and, im- 3
plicit in this, the destruction of the alien relation between men and
what they themselves produce), the power of the relation of sup- 1
ply and demand is dissolved into nothing, and men get exchange, §
production, the mode of their mutual relation, under their own |

control again?

[9. Development of the Productive Forces
as a Material Premise of Communism]

[18] This “estrangement” (to use a term which will be compre- |
hensible to the philosophers) can, of course, only be abolished |
given two practical premises. For it to become an “intolerable”
power, l.e., a power against which men make a revolution, it
must necessarily have rendered the great mass of humanity “prop- |
ertyless”, and produced, at the same time, the contradiction
of an existing world of wealth and culture, both of which condi- |
tlons presuppose a great increase in productive power, a high de- |
gree of its development. And, on the other hand, this develop-
ment of productive forces (which itself implies the actual empiri-
cal existence of men in their world-historical, instead of local, }
being) is an absolutely necessary practical premise because without
it want is merely made general, and with destitution the struggle }
for necessities and all the old filthy business would necessarily
be reproduced; and furthermore, because only with this universal |

development of productive forces is a universal intercourse between

men established, which produces in all nations simultaneously ]

the phenomenon of the “propertyless” mass (universal competition),
makes each nation dependent on the revolutions of the others, and
hnally has put world-historical, empirically universal individuals
in place of local ones. Without this, (1) communism could only
exist as a local event; (2) the forces of intercourse themselves could
not have developed as wniversal, hence intolerable powers: they
would have remained home-bred conditions surrounded by super-
stition; and (3) each extension of intercourse would abolish local
communism. Empirically, communism is only possible as the
act of the dominant peoples “all at once” and simultaneously,!!
which presupposes the wuniversal development of productive
forces and the world intercourse bound up with communism.*

[19] Moreover, the mass of propertyless workers—the utterly

precarious position of labour-power on a mass scale cut off from
capital or from even a limited satisfaction and, therefore, no

* [Marx’s remark on top of the next page of the manuscript continuing
the text:] Communism.
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I
Jonger merely temporarily deprived of work itself as a secure source

¢ life—presupposes the world market through competition. The
’ riat can thus only exist world-historically, just as commu-

roleta T . . ”s .
D its activity, can only have a “world-historical” existence.

1 1
I\lﬂlfiﬂid—historical existence of individuz}ls, 1.e., existence of indi-
viduals which is directly linked up with world history.

(18] Communism is for us not a state of affairs which is to be
established, an ideal to which reality [will] have to adjust itself.
We call communism the real movement which abolishes the pres-
ent state of things. The conditions of this movement result from

the premises now in existence.*

#® = sk

[19] The form of intercourse determined by the existing produc-
tive forces at all previous historical stages, and in its turn deter-
mining these, is civil society. The latter, as is clear from what we
have said above, has as its premises and basis the simple family
and the multiple, the so-called tribe, and the more precise de-
terminants of this society are enumerated in our remarks above.
Already here we see how this civil society is the true source and
theatre of all history, and how absurd is the conception of history
held hitherto, which neglects the real relationships and confines
itself to high-sounding dramas of princes and states.

In the main we have so far considered only one aspect of human
activity, the reshaping of nature by men. The other aspect, the
reshaping of men by men... **

'Qrigin of the State and the relation of the State to civil
society, ¥ %

[6. Conclusions from the Materialistic Conception of History:
Continuity of the Historical Process, Transformation
of History into World History, the Necessity
of a Communist Revolution]

ati[021(1)31 fjilsiilory Is nothing but'the succession of the separate gener-
tha pr;)((fac . of which exploits the materials, the capital funds,
o . uc(ftlve forces handed down to it by all preceding genera-
tivit;r ithn thus, on the one ha:nd, continues the traditional ac-
ma di‘ﬁes tflOmlpleto changed circumstances and, on the other,
—_'®Stheo d circumstances with a completely changed activity.

* In th : . . . . ‘

fi ° Manuscript this paragraph is inserted

rst ££rfgraph of this sgction.—-pEd.g d by Marx above tho
*ak ifgmal note hy Marx:] Intercourse and productive power.

begins wit end of the page in the manuscript is left blank. The next page

. h P . O o
Ception ¢f hj;}tlgr;fxff}% tion of the conclusions from the materialistic con
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This can be speculatively distorted so that later history is made ;
the goal of earlier history, e.g., the goal ascribed to the discovery!
of America is to further the eruption of the French Revolution.j
Thereby history receives its own special aims and becomes “a person
ranking with other persons” (to wit: “Self-Consciousness, Criticism, }
the Unique”, etc.), while what is designated with the words “des-]
tiny”, “goal”, “germ”, or “idea” of earlier history 1s nothing more:
than an abstraction formed from later history, from the activej
influence which earlier history exercises on later history. k

The further the separate spheres, which act on one another,3
extend in the course of this development, the more the originalj
isolation of the separate nationalities is destroyed by the de-
veloped mode of production and intercourse and the division of:
labour between various nations naturally brought forth by these,]
the more history becomes world history. Thus, for instance, if]
in England a machine is invented, which deprives countlessj
workers of bread in India and China, and overturns the wholes
form of existence of these empires, this invention becomes a world-3
historical fact. Or again, take the case of sugar and coffee whichj
have proved their world-historical importance in the nineteenthy
century by the fact that the lack of these products, occasioned by|
the Napoleonic Continental System,!? caused the Germans [21] tof
rise against Napoleon, and thus became the real basis of the:
glorious Wars of Liberation of 1813. From this it follows that thisl
transformation of history into world history is not indeed a mere;
abstract act on the part of the “self-consciousness”, the world
spirit, or of any other metaphysical spectre, but a quite material,;
empirically verifiable act, an act the proof of which every indi-}
vidual furnishes as he comes and goes, eats, drinks and clothes]
himself.

In history up to the present it is certainly an empirical fact;
that separate individuals have, with the broadening of their}
activity into world-historical activity, become more and more;
enslaved under a power alien to them (a pressure which they:
have conceived of as a dirty trick on the part of the so-called uni-{
versal spirit, ete.), a power which has become more and more
enormous and, in the last instance, turns out to be the world;
market. But it is just as empirically established that, by the over-
throw of the existing state of society by the communist revolu-
tion (of which more below) and the abolition of private propertyj
which is identical with it, this power, which so baffies the Ger-
man theoreticians, will be dissolved; and that then the liberation]
of each single individual will be accomplished in the measure]
in which history becomes transformed into world history.* Fromj

* [Marginal note by Marx:] On the production of consciousness.
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l; apove it is clear that the real intellectual wealth of the indi-
:viflual depends entirely on the wealth of his real connections.

hen will the separate individuals be liberated from the var-
Only tHe" | barriers, be brought i '
ious national and local barriers, be brought into pra_ctlcal con-
qection with the materl_al and intellectual production of the
whole world and be put in a position to acquire the capacity to
enjoy Lhis all-sided production of t_he whole earth (the creations
of man). All-round dependt_ancg,.tms natural form of the world-
nistorical co-operation of individuals, will be transformed by
this [22] communist revolution into the control and conscious
mastery of these powers, which, born of the action of men on
one another, have till now overawed and governed men as
POWETS completely alien to them. Now this view can be expres sed
again 1n speculatlve—}deallsth, i.e., fantastic, terms as “self-
generation of the species” (“society as the subject”), and thereby
the consecutive series of interrelated individuals connected
with each other can be conceived as a single individual, which
accomplishes the mystery of generating itself. It is clear
here that individuals certainly make one another, physically and
mentally, but do not make themselves either in the nonsense of
Saint Bruno, or in the sense of the “Unique”, .of the “made”
man. : |
Finally, from the conception of history we have sketched we
obtain these further conclusions: (1) In the development of pro-
ductive forces there comes a stage when productive forces and
means of intercourse are brought into being, which, under the
existing relationships, only cause mischief, and are no longer
productive but destructive forces (machinery and money); and
connected with this a class is called forth, which has to bear all
the burdens of society without enjoying its advantages, which,
ousted from society, [23] is forced into the most decided antago-
nism to all other classes; a class which forms the majority of all
members of society, and from which emanates the consciousness
gfmth? necessity of a fundamental revolution, the communist
classstélotlsness, which may, of course, arise among the other
@) Tli 00 thr_m,}gh the contemplatlon of _the situation of this class.
be T' (éondmons under which definite productive forces can
cietﬁp 1% , are the conditions of t_he rule of a definite class of so-
Pract.;ic;}r-'gse social power, d‘erlvmg frorr_l its property, has its
and thex} feahstw expression in each case in th_e for_m of the Stgte;
4 Cl:‘:lSS W’i_m}‘f, every revolutlongry struggle is directed against
up il ich till then has been in power.* (3) In all revolutions

now the mode of activity always remained unscathed and

---"-'---__

* [Margi
glnal nOt‘ - - - - a -
the present state o} eprl?}séul\gf}z}l{{.] The people are interested in maintaining
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ages and become fitted to found society anew.**

7. Summary of the Materialistic Coneeption of History]

|24] This conception of history depends on our ability to ex-
pound the real process of production, starting out from the mate- ]
rial production of life itself, and to comprehend the form of inter-
course connected with this and created by this mode of production }
(i.e., civil society in its various stages), as the basis of all history; |
and to show it in its action as State, to explain all the different }

* |The following words are crossed out in the manuscript:] ...the form ]

of activity under which the rule of...

** [The following passage is crossed out in the manuscript:] Whereas '

all communists in France as well as in England and Germany have long
since agreed on the necessity of the revolution, Saint Bruno quietly con-
tinues to dream, and believes that “real humanism”, i.e., communism, is
to take “the place of spiritualism” (which has no place) only in order that
i1t may gain respect. Then, he continues in his dream, no doubt “salvation

will be attained, the earth becoming heaven, and heaven earth”. (The theo-

logian is still unable to forget heaven.) “Then joy and bliss will resound in
celestial harmonies to all eternity.” (P. 140.)13 The holy father of the church
will be greatly surprised when judgement day overtakes him, the day when
all this is to come to pass—a day when the reflection in the sky of burning
cities will mark the dawn, when together with the “celestial harmonies”
the tunes of the Marseillaise and Carmagnole will echo in his ears accompanied
by the requisite roar of cannon, with the guillotine beating time; when the
infamous “mass” will shout ¢a ire, ¢a ire and suspend “self-consciousness”
by means of the lamp-post.’4 Saint Bruno has no reason at all to draw an
edifying picture “of joy and bliss to all eternity”. We forego the pleasure
of delineating a priori Saint Bruno's conduct on judgement day. It is more-
over difficult to decide whether the prolétaires en révolution have to be con-
ceived as “substance”, as “mass”, desiring to overthrow criticism, or as an
“emanation” of the spirit which is, however, still lacking in the consistence
necessary to digest Bauer’s ideas. |

it was only a question of a different distribution of this activity,
a new distribution of labour to other persons, whilst the commu- }
nist revolution is directed against the preceding mode of activity, §
does away with labour,* and abolishes the rule of all classes with }
the classes themselves, because it is carried through by the class }
which no longer counts as a class in society, is not recognised as a §
clags, and is in itself the expression of the dissolution of all {
classes, nationalities, ete., within present society; and (4) Both for }
the production on a mass scale of this communist consciousness, §
and for the success of the cause itself, the alteration of men on a |
mass scale is necessary, an alteration which can only take place
in a practical movement, a revolution; this revolution is necessary,
therefore, not only because the ruling class cannot be overthrown |
in any other way, but also because the class overthrowing it can |
only in a revolution succeed in ridding itself of all the muck of
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(ical producls and forms of consciousness, religion, phi-
ore cthics, etc., etc., and trace their origins and growth from
losopﬂ.yé.;, by which means, of course, the whole thing can be
that ba{llil its totality (and therefore, too, the reciprocal action
deplclfé various sides on one another), It has not, like the ideal-
?f_.the:}ew of history, in every period to look for a category, but
JSLIC ] « constantly on thereal ground of history; it does not explain
)mctic;} from the idea but explains the formation of ideas from
*}n'aterial practice; and accordingly it comes to the 00121_011151011
that all forms and products of consciousness cannot be dissolved
by mental criticism, by }’gsolutlorl into “self—copsclou.sness” or
iransformation into “apparitions”, “spectres”, “fanmes’i’,“’ etc., _but
only by the practical 9verthr9w of the actual socla'l.rglatlons
which gave rise to this idealistic humbug; that not criticism but
revolution is the driving force of history, also of religion, of philo-
sophy and all other types of theery. It shows that history does
not end by being resolved into “seli-consciousness” as “spirit of
the spirit”,* but that in it at each stage there is found a materi-
al result: a sum of productive forces, a historically created rela-
tion of individuals to nature and to one another, which is handed
down to each generation from its predecessor; a mass of produc-
tive forces, capital funds and conditions, which, on the one
hand, is Indeed modified by the new generation, but also on
the other prescribes for it its conditions of life and gives it a
definite development, a special character. It shows that circum-
stances make men [25] just as much as men make circum-
stances.

T'his sum of productive forces, capital funds and social forms
of intercourse, which every individual and generation finds in
existenci: as something given, is the real basis of what the philos-
ophers have conceived as “substance” and “essence of man”,
and what they have deified and attacked: a real basis which is not
1n the least disturbed, in its effect and influence on the develop-
tment of men, by the fact that these philosophers revolt against
It as “self-consciousness” and the “Unique”. These conditions of
life, which different generations find in existence, decide also
:iff)lethe}: or not the periodically recurring revolul_:ionary convul-
exiit'mu be strong enough to overthrow the basis of the entire
uti(jilng system. And if these material elements of a complete revo-
ductiv a}f‘e not present (namely, on the_ one hand the existing pro-
Which € lorces, on the other the formation of a _I'e_volutlonary mass,

revolts not only against separate conditions of society up
“Lot leﬂ? but against the very “production of life” till then, the
\aitljflty” on which it was based), then, as far as practical

*B
. ‘ ‘
UNno  Bauer's expression.— Ed.
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visions he can, ol course, only save himself by “unholiness”.
WO nception 1s truly religious: it postulates religious man as.
This ©3 man, the starting-point of history; and in its ima-
the religious production of fancies in the place

duction of the means of subsistence and of life

development is concerned, it is absolutely immaterial whether .ff
idea of this revolution has been expressed a hundred times alj
ready, as the history of communism proves. - the primitive

:nation puts
of the real pro

itsf;lhfi.s whole conception of history, together with its dissolution

and the secruples and qualms resulting from it, i_s a purely na-
tional affair of the Germans qnd has only Zoc{al interest for the
Germans, as for instance the important question treated several
rimes of late: how really we “pass from the realm of Gpd to the
realm of Man”—as if this “realm of (od” had ever existed any-
where save in the imagination, and the 195_11‘118-(:1 gentlemen, without.
being aware of it, were not constantly living in the “_realm of Man”
to which they are now seeking the way; and as if the learned
pastime (for it is nothing more) of explaining the mystery of this.
theoretical bubble-blowing did not on the contrary lie in demon-
strating its origin in actual earthly conditions. Always, for these
Germans, it is simply a matter of resolving the nonsense of earlier
writers [27] into some other freak, i.e., of presupposing that all
this nonsense has a special sense which can be discovered; while
really it is only a question of explaining this theoretical talk
from the actual existing conditions. The real, practical dissolu-
tion of these phrases, the removal of these notions from the con-
sciousness of men, will, as we have already said, be effected by
altered circumstances, not by theoretical deductions. For the
mass of men, i.e., the proletariat, these theoretical notions do not
exist and hence do not require to be dissolved, and if this mass.
ever had any theoretical notions, e.g., religion, etc., these have
now long been dissolved by circumstances.

- The purely national character of these questions and solutions.
Is shown again in the way these theorists believe in all seriousness
- that chimeras like “the God-Man”, “Man”, etc., have presided over

individual epochs of history (Saint Bruno even goes so far as to
assert that “only criticism and critics have made history”!®) and
when they themselves construct historical systems, they skip:
over all earlier periods in the greatest haste and pass immediately
from “Mongolism™? to history “with meaningful content”, that
IS o say, to the history of the Hallische and Deutsche Jahrbiicher'$
%‘I}lld the dissolution of the Hegelian school into a general squabble.
mue%f?l‘get all other nations, all real events, and the theatrum
relsn Eflus 09qﬁped to the Leipzig Book Fair and the mutual quar-
Of "Criticism”, “Man”, and “the Unique”.* If these theorists

treat really historical subjects, as for instance the eighteenth

* ‘
€., Bruno Bauer, Ludwig Feuerbach and Max Stirner.— Ed.

[8. Unfoundedness of the Former, Idealistic Conception of
of German Post-Hegelian Philosophy in Particular}

In the whole conception of history up to the present this rea}
b_asis of history has either been totally neglected or else cong
Sidered as a minor matter quite irrelevant to the course of history
History must, therefore, always be written according to an extrad
neous standard; the real production of life seems to be primeval
history, while the truly historical appears to be separated frond
ordinary life, something extra-superterrestrial. With this thd
relation of man to nature is excluded from history and hence thel
antithesis of nature and history is created. The exponents of this§
conception of history have consequently only been able to see ing
history the political actions of princes and States, religious and}
all sorts of theoretical struggles, and in particular in each historisi
cal epoch have had to share the illusion of that epoch. For instance ]
if an epoch imagines itself to be actuated by purely “political™
or “religious” motives, although “religion” and “politics” are
only forms of its true motives, the historian accepts this opinion.3
The “idea”, the “conception” of the people in question about their]
real practice, is transformed into the sole determining, active force,}
which controls and determines their practice. When the crude!
form in which the division of labour appears with the Indians
and Egyptians calls forth the caste-system in their State and reli-1
gion, the historian believes that the caste-system [26] is the power?
which has produced this crude social form. |

While the French and the English at least hold by the politi-
cal illusion, which is moderately close to reality, the Germans |
move in the realm of the “pure spirit”, and make religious illusion !
]Jhe driving force of history. The Hegelian philosophy of history |
1S the last consequence, reduced to its “finest expression”, of all
this German historiography, for which it is not a question of real, }
nor even of political, interests, but of pure thoughts, which con- }
Séquently must appear to Saint Bruno, as a series of “thoughts” 1
that devour one another and are finally swallowed up in “self-
consciousness”®; and even more consistently the course of history 3
appears to the Blessed Max Stirner, who knows not a thing about 3}
real history, as a mere tale of “knights”, robbers and ghosts, from

——

. * [Marginal note by Marx:] So-called objective historiography just con- §
Silsts in treating the historical conditions independent of activity. Reactionary |
character. 4
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century, they merely give a history of the ideas of the times, torn
away from the facts and the practical development fundamental
to them; and even that merely in order to represent that period |
as an imperfect preliminary stage, ihe as yet limited predecessor }
of the real historical age, i.e., the period of the German philo- 1}
sophic struggle from 1840 to 1844. As might be expected when the |
history of an earlier period is written with the aim of accentuating |
the brilliance of an unhistoric person and his fantasies, all the ]
really historic events, even the really historic invasions of poli- 3}
ties into history, receive no mention. Instead we get a narrative
based not on research but on arbitrary constructions and literary |

gossip, such as Saint Bruno provided in his now forgotten history
of the eighteenth century.l® These highfalutin and haughty huck-
sters of ideas, who imagine themselves infinitely exalted above
all national prejudices, are thus in practice far more national
than the beer-quaffing philistines who dream of a united Germany.
They do not recognise the deeds of other nations as historical:
they live in Germany, to Germany, [28] and for Germany; they
turn the Rhine-song into a religious hymn and conquer Alsace
and Lorraine by robbing French philosophy instead of the French
State, by Germanising French ideas instead of French provinces.
Herr Venedey is a cosmopolitan compared with the Saints Bruno
and Max, who, in the universal dominance of theory, proclaim the
universal dominance of Germany.

[9. Additional Criticism of Feuerbach,
of His Idealistic Conception of History]

It is also clear from these arguments how grossly Feuerbach
is deceiving himself when (Wigand’s Vierteljahrsschrift, 1845, Band
2) by virtue of the qualification “common man” he declares him-
self a communist,?® transforms the latter into a predicate of “man”,
and thereby thinks it possible to change the word “communist”,
which in the real world means the follower of a definite revolution-
ary party, into a mere category. Feuerbach’s whole deduction
with regard to the relation of men to one another goes only so far
as to prove that men need and always have needed each other.
He wants to establish consciousness of this fact, that is to say,
like the other theorists, merely to produce a correct consciousness
about an ezisting fact; whereas for the real communist it is a ques-
tion of overthrowing the existing state of things. We thoroughly
appreclate, moreover, that Feuerbach, in endeavouring to produce
consciousness of just this fact, is going as far as a theorist possibly
can, without ceasing to be a theorist and philosopher. It is charac-
teristic, however, that Saint Bruno and Saint Max seize on Feuer-
bach’s conception of the communist and put it in place of the
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1 communist—which occurs, partly, in order that they can

rea ism too as “spirit of the spirit”, as a philosophical
comggiycogémainequal oppongnt and, in the case of Saint Bruno,
cat%r 2]so for pragmatic reason.
partly | example of Feuerbach’s acceptance and at the same time
.AS adnj S#tandling of existing reality, which he still shares with
m1sun_)- sﬁnents, we recall the passage in the Prilosophie der Zu-
z;;f?}x{fhére he develops the view that the 2el:»:istence of a thing
or a man is at thesame time its or his essence,*! that the conditions
O’I[: oxvistence, the mode of life and activity of an animal or h_uman
?ﬁdi}-{dual are those in which its “essence” feels itself satisfied.
Here every exception is expressly conceived as an un}}appy c_hance,
as an abnormality which cannot be alteregl. Tl_llug if millions of
proletarians feel by no means contenteé‘l with their living condi-
tions. if their “existence” [29] does not in the least correspond to
their “essence”, then, according to the passage quoted, this is an
unavoidable misfortune, which must be borne quietly. The mil-
lions of proletarians and communists, howe\{er, thlx}k “(hff_erentlz
and will prove this in time, when they bru_lg their “existence
into harmony with their “essence” in a practical way, by means
of a revolution. Feuerbach, theretore, never speaks of the world
of man-in such cases, but always takes refuge in external nature,
and moreover in nature which has not yet been subdued by men.
But every new invention, every advance made by industry, f:le~
taches another piece from this domain, so that the ground which
produces examples illustrating such Feuerbachian progomtmgs
is steadily shrinking. The “essence” of the ﬁSh.IS its “existence :
waler—to go no further than this one proposition. The “essence’
of the freshwater fish is the water of a river. But the latter ceases
Lo be the “essence” of the fish and is no longer a suitable medium
of existence as soon as the river is made to serve industry, as soon

~as it is polluted by dyes and other waste products and navigated

by steamboats, or as soon as its water is diverted into canals where
simple drainage can deprive the fish of its medium of existence.
The explanation that all such contradictions are inevitable ab-
hormalities does not essentially differ from the consolation which
the Blessed Max Stirner offers to the discontented, saying that
this contradiction is their own contradiction and this predicament,
their own predicament, whereupon they should either set their
minds at ease, keep their disgust to themselves, or revolt against
1t in some fantastic way. It differs just as little from Saint Bruno’s
allegation that these unfortunate circumstances are due to the
acl that those concerned are stuck in the muck of “sub-
Stance”, have not advanced to “absolute self-consciousness”, and do

Mot realise that these adverse conditions are spirit of their
Spivit,
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[111]

[1. The Ruling Class and Ruling Consciousness.
Formation of Hegel’s Conception of the
Domination of the Spirit in History]

[30] The ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the ruling }
ideas: i.e., the class which is the ruling material force of society, }
1S at the same time its ruling intellectual force. The class which _;f
has the means of material production at its disposal, has control |
at the same time over the means of mental production, so that |
thereby, generally speaking, the ideas of those who lack the
means of mental production are subject to it. The ruling ideas }
are nothing more than the ideal expression of the dominant mate- }
rial relationships, the dominant material relationships grasped as |
ideas; hence of the relationships which make the one class the j
ruling one, therefore, the ideas of its dominance. The individuals i
composing the ruling class possess among other things conscious- |
ness, and therefore think. Insofar, therefore, as they rule as a
class and determine the extent and compass of an epoch, it is :
self-evident that they do this in its whole range, hence among other |
things rule also as thinkers, as producers of ideas, and regulate |

the production and distribution of the ideas of their age: thus
their ideas are the ruling ideas of the epoch. For instance, in an

age and in a country where royal power, aristocracy and bourgeoi-
sie are contending for mastery and where, therefore, mastery is |
shared, the doctrine of the separation of powers proves to be the |

dominant idea and is expressed as an “eternal law”.

The division of labour, which we already saw above (pp. [15-
18))* as one of the chief forces of history up till now, manifests
itself also in the ruling class as the division of mental and [31]
material labour, so that inside this class one part appears as the
thinkers of the class (its active, conceptive ideologists, who make
the perfecting of the illusion of the class about itself their chief
source of livelihood), while the others’ attitude to these ideas
and illusions is more passive and receptive, because they are in
reality the active members of this class and have less time to make
up illusions and ideas about themselves. Within this class this
cleavage can even develop into a certain opposition and hostility
between the two parts, which, however, in the case of a practical
collision, in which the class itself is endangered, automatically
comes to nothing, in which case there also vanishes the semblance
that the ruling ideas were not the ideas of the ruling class and had

* See pp. 30-34 of this book.—Ed.
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distinct from the power of this class. The existence of

: ideas in a particular period presupposes the exist-
revolll?gn?ggollitionary (Izjlass; abouli);_ the premises for the latter
eﬂcf? ioent has already been said above (pp. [18-19, 22-23]).*
Suflécnow in considering the course of history we detach the ideas
of the ruling class f;om the I:ulmg class itself and attnbute'to them
.n independent existence, if we confine ourselves to saying that
these or those ideas were dominant at a given time, without bother-
iﬁg ourselves about the conditions of production and the pro-
ducers of these ideas, if we thus ignore the individuals and world
conditions which are the source of the 1dfaas, we can say, f'or in-
stance, that during the time that the aristocracy was dominant,
the concepts honour, loyalty, etc., were dominant, during _the
dominance of the bourgeoisie the concepts freedon_’t_, equality,
otc. The ruling class itself on the whole imagines this to be so.
This conception of history, which is common to all historians,
particularly since the eighteenth century, will necessarily come
up against [32] the phenomenon that increasingly abstract 1dea_s
hold sway, 1.e., ideas which increasingly take on the form of uni-
versality. For each new class which puts itself in the place of one
ruling before it, is compelled, merely in order to carry through
its aim, to represent its interest as the common interest of all the
members of society, that is, expressed in ideal form: it has to give
its ideas the form of universality, and represent them as the only
rational, universally valid ones. The class making a revolution
appears from the very start, if only because it is opposed to a
class, not as a class but as the representative of the whole of socie-
ty; it appears as the whole mass of society conironting the one
ruling class.** It can do this because, to start with, its interest
really is more connected with the common interest of all other non-
ruling classes, because under the pressure of hitherto existing
conditions its interest has not yet been able to develop as the
particular interest of a particular class. Its victory, therefore,
benefits also many individuals of the other classes which are not
winning a dominant position, but only insofar as it now puts these
individuals in a position to raise themselves into the ruling
class. When the French bourgeoisie overthrew the power of the
aristocracy, it thereby made it possible for many proletarians
to raise themselves above the proletariat, but only insofar as they
became bourgeois. Every new class, therefore, achieves its hege-

e,

a p()W'eI'

* See pp. 34-35 and 37-38 of this book.—Ed.

** [Marginal note by Marx:}] Universality corresponds to (1) the class
Versus the estate, (2) the competition, world-wide intercourse, etc., (3) the
greal numerical strength of the ruling class, (4) the illusion of the common
Interests (in the beginning this illusion is true), (5) the delusion of the
Ideologists and the division of labour.
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mony only on a broader basis than that of the class ruling previous- |
ly, whereas the opposition of the non-ruling class against the new |
ruling class later develops all the more sharply and profoundly. |
Both these things determine the fact that the struggle to be waged }
against this new ruling class, in its turn, aims at a more decided
and radical negation of the previous conditions of society than

[33] could all previous classes which sought to rule.

This whole semblance, that the rule of a certain class is only
the rule of certain ideas, comes to a natural end, of course, as

soon as class rule in general ceases to be the form in which society

is organised, that is to say, as soon as it is no longer necessary to

represent a particular interest as general or the “general interest”
as ruling.

Once the ruling ideas have been separated from the ruling
individuals and, above all, from the relationships which result
from a given stage of the mode of production, and in this way
the conclusion has been reached that history is always under the
sway of ideas, it is very easy to abstract from these various ideas
“the idea”, the notion, etc., as the dominant force in history, and
thus to understand all these separate ideas and concepts as “forms
of self-determination” on the part of the concept developing in
history. 1t follows then naturally, too, that all the relationships
of men can be derived from the concept of man, man as conceived,
the essence of man, Man. This has been done by the speculative
philosophers. Hegel himself confesses at the end of the Geschichts-
philosophie that he “has considered the progress of the concept
only” and has represented in history the “true theodicy”. (P. 446.)
Now one can go back again to the producers of the “concept”, to-
the theorists, ideologists and philosophers, and one comes then
to the conclusion that the philosophers, the thinkers as such,
have at all times been dominant in history: a conclusion, as we see,
already expressed by Hegel.??

The whole trick of proving the hegemony of the spirit in history
(hierarchy Stirner;calls it) is thus confined to the following three
efforts. |

[34] No. 1. One must separate the ideas of those ruling for em-
pirical reasons, under empirical conditions and as empirical indi-
viduals, from these actual rulers, and thus recognise the rule
of ideas or illusions in history.

No. 2. One must bring an order into this rule of ideas, prove
a mystical connection among the successive ruling ideas, which
is managed by understanding them as “acts of self-determination
on the part of the concept” (this is possible because by virtue of
their empirical basis these ideas are really connected with one
another and because, conceived as mere ideas, they become self-
distinctions, distinctions made by thought).

« hilosophers”, the ideologists, who again are understood as the
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No. 3. To remove the mystical appearance of this “self-deter-

-l_,lm'g concept” it is changed into a person—"“Self-Consciousness” —
mH to appear thoroughly materialistic, into a series of persons,
or,

who represent the “concept” in history, into the “thinkers”, the

P nufacturers of history, as the “council of guardians”, as the
mtliérs # Thus the whole body of materialistic elements has been
i;lmm;ed from history and now full rein can be given to the spe-
culative steed. | - ' |

This historical method which reigned in Germany, and 9speci‘al—-
ly the reason why, must be understood from its connection with
the illusion of ideologists in general, e.g., the illusions of the
jurists, politicians (of the practical statesmen among them, too),
from the dogmatic dreamings and distortions of these fell'ows;'
this is explained perfectly easily from their practical position
in life, their job, and the division of labour.

(35] Whilst in ordinary life every shopkeeper is very well able
to distinguish between what somebody professes to be and wh_at.__
he really is, our historians have not yet won even this trivial
insight. They take every epoch at its word and believe that every-
thing it says.and imagines about itself is true.

[1V]

[1. Instruments of Production and Forms of Property]

L. 1%* [40] From the first, there follows the premise of a highly
developed division of labour and an extensive commerce; from
the second, the locality. In the first case the individuals must be
brought together, in the second they find themselves alongside
the given instrument of production as instruments of production
Lhemselves.

Herve, therefore, arises the difference between natural instru-
ments of production and those created by civilisation. The field
(water, etc.) can be regarded as a natural instrument of production.
In the first case, that of the natural instrument of production,
Individuals are subservient to nature; in the second, to a product
of labour. In the first case, therefore, property (landed property)
dppears as direct natural domination, in the second, as domination
of labour, particularly of accumulated labour, capital. The first
€ase prestupposes that the individuals are united by some bond:
family, tribe, the land itself, ete.; the second, that they are inde-

T

L IMarginal note by Marx:] Man=the “rational human spirit”.
“* Four pages of the manuscript are missing here.—Ed.
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pendent of one another and are only held together by exchange__
In the first case, what is involved is chiefly an exchange betweend
men and nature in which the labour of the former is exchanged
for the products of the latter; in the second, it is predominantly'
an exchange of men among themselves. In the first case, average, |
human common sense is adequate—physical activity is as yet not:
separated from mental activity; in the second, the division betweend
physical and mental labour must already be practically completed.
In the first case, the domination of the proprietor over the pro-*':-
pertyless may be based on a personal relationship, on a kind!
of community; in the second, it must have taken on a materig] 3
shape in a third party—money. In the first case, small industryi
exists, but determined by the utilisation of the natural instru- i
ment of production and therefore without the distribution of labour |
among various individuals; in the second, industry exists onlyi
in and through the division of labour. |

[41] Our investigation hitherto started from the instruments of
production, and it has already shown that private property was ]

a necessity for certain industrial stages. In industrie extractive |
private property still coincides with labour: in small industry "
and all agriculture up till now property is the necessary conse- |
quence of the existing instruments of production; in big industry

the contradiction between the instrument of production and |

private property appears for the first time and is the product of "'-5"
big industry; moreover, big industry must be highly developed |

to produce this contradiction. And thus only with big industry }

~does the abolition of private property become possible.

[2. The Division of Material and Mental Labour.
Separation of Town and Country. The Guild-System]

The greatest division of material and mental labour is the sepa- |

ration of town and country. The antagonism between town and
country begins with the transition from barbarism to civilisation
from tribe to State, from locality to nation, and runs through thé
whole history of civilisation to the present day (the Anti-Corn
Law League??), | -
The existence of the town implies, at the same time, the neces-
sity of administration, police, taxes, etc., in short, of the mu-
nicipality, and thus of politics in general. Here first became mani-

fest the division of the population into two great classes, which |

is directly based on the division of labour and on the instruments
of production. The town already is in actual fact the concentration
of the population, of the instruments of production, of capital
of pleasures, of needs, while the country demonstrates just the
opposite fact, isolation and separation. The antagonism between
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try can only exist within the framework of private

Certy. It is the most crass expression of the subjection of the
prob :qual under the division of labour, under a detinite activity
mdwd upon him-—a subjection which makes one man into a re-
f‘)l:fftpd town-animal, the other into a restricted country-animal, -
?ti(ll diaily creates anew the conflict between their interests. Labour
i] here again the chief thing, power over individuals, and as long
.« the latter exists, private property must exist. The abolition
of the antagonism between town and country is one of the first
conditions [42] of communal life, a condition which again depends
on a mass of material premises and which cannot be fulfilled by
t+he mere will, as anyone can see at the first glance. (These con-
ditions have still to be enumerated.) The separation of town and
country can also be understood as the separation of capital and
landed property, as the beginning of the existence and develop-
ment of capital independent of landed property —the beginning
of property having its basis only in labour and exchange.

In the towns which, in the Middle Ages, did not derive ready-
made from an earlier period but were formed anew by the seris
who had become free, each man’s own particular labour was his
only property apart from the small capital he brought with him,
consisting almost solely of the most necessary tools of his craft.
The competition of serfs constantly escaping into the town, the
constant war of the country against the towns and thus the neces-
sity of an organised municipal military force, the bond of common
ownership in a particular kind of labour, the necessity of common
huildings for the sale of their wares at a time when craftsmen were
also traders, and the consequent exclusion of the unauthorised
from these buildings, the conflict among the interests of the va-
rious crafts, the necessity of protecting their laboriously acquired
skill, and the feudal organisation of the whole of the country:
these were the causes of the union of the workers of each craft in
guilds. We have not at this point to go further into the manifold
modifications of the guild-system, which arise through later his-
torical developments. The flight of the serfs into the towns went
on without interruption right through the Middle Ages. These
serfs, persecuted by their lords in the country, came separately
into the towns, where they found an organised community, against
which they were powerless and in which they had to subject them-
selves to the station assigned to them by the demand for their
labour and the interest of their organised urban competitors.
These workers, entering separately, were never able to attain to
any power, since, if their labour was of the guild type which had
Lo be learned, the guild-masters bent them to their will and organ-
1sed them according to their interest; or if their labour was not
Such- as had to be learned, and therefore not of the guild type,

4— 1087
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they became day-labourers and never managed to organise, re- _f:
maining an unorganised rabble. The need for day-labourers in the

towns created the rabble. |

These towns were true “associations”,? called forth by the direct }
[43] need, the care of providing for the protection of property, }
and of multiplying the means of production and defence of the
separate members. The rabble of these towns was devoid of any §
power, composed as it was of individuals strange to one another
who had entered separately, and who stood unorganised over |
against an organised power, armed for war, and jealously watching |
over them. The journeymen and apprentices were organised in |
each craft as it best suited the interest of the masters. The patri- }
archal relationship existing between them and their masters gave j
the latter a double power —on the one hand because of their influ- 1
ence on the whole life of the journeymen, and on the other because, 1
for the journeymen who worked with the same master, it was a
real bond which held them together against the journeymen of |}
other masters and separated them from these. And finally, the
journeymen were bound to the existing order by their simple in- §

terest in becoming masters themselves. While, therefore, the
rabble at least carried out revolts against the whole municipal
order, revolts which remained completely ineffective because
of their powerlessness, the journeymen never got further than
small acts of insubordination within separate guilds, such as be-
long to the very nature of the guild-system. The great risings
of the Middle Ages all radiated from the country, but equally
remained totally ineffective because of the isolation and conse-
quent crudity of the peasants. —

Capital in these towns was a naturally derived capital, con-
sisting of a house, the tools of the craft, and the natural, hereditary
customers; and not being realisable, on account of the backward-
ness of commerce and the lack of circulation, it descended from
father to son. Unlike modern capital, which can be assessed in
money and which may be indifferently invested in this thing or
that, this capital was directly connected with the particular work
of the owner, inseparable from it and to this extent estate capital. —

In the towns, the division of labour between [44) the individual
guilds was as yet [quite naturally derived]* and, in the guilds
themselves, not at all developed between the individual workers.
Livery workman had to be versed in a whole round of tasks, had
to be able to make everything that was to be made with his tools.
The limited commerce and the scanty communication between
the individual towns, the lack of population and the narrow needs
did not allow of a higher division of labour, and therefore every

* The manuscript is damaged.—Ed.
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ho wished to become a master had to be proficient in the
his craft. Thus there is found with medieval craftsmen
t in their special work and in proficiency in it, which was
f rising to a narrow artistic sense. For this very reason,

h he was subjected to a far greater extent than the modern
ker, whose work is a matter of indifference to him. —

(3. Further Division of Labour. Separation of Commerce
and Industry. Division of Labour Between the
Various Towns. Manufacture]

The next extension of the division of la_bour was the_separation
of production and commerce, the formation of a special class of
merchants; a separation which, in the towns bequeat}led b}{ a for-
mer period, had been handed down (among other things with the
Jews) and which very soon appeared in the newly formed ones.
With this there was given the possibility of commercial commu-
nications transcending the immediate neighbourhood, a possi-
bility, the realisation of which depended on the existing means
of communication, the state of public safety in the countryside,
which was determined by political conditions {during the whole
of the Middle Ages, as is well known, the merchants travelled in
armed caravans), and on the cruder or more advanced needs (de-
termined by the stage of culture attained) of the region accessible
to 1ntercourse.

With commerce the prerogative of a particular class, with the
extension of trade through the merchants beyond the immediate
surroundings of the town, there immediately appears a reciprocal
action between production and commerce. The towns enter into
relations with one another, new tools are brought from one town
into the other, and the separation between production and com-
merce soon calls forth a new division of production between [45]
the individual towns, each of which is soon exploiting a predomi-
Nant branch of industry. The local restrictions of earlier times
begin gradually to be broken down.—

It depends purely on the extension of commerce whether the
Productive forces achieved in a locality, especially inventions,
are lost for later development or not. As long as there exists no
“Ommerce transcending the immediate neighbourhood, every
‘nveniion must be made separately in each locality, and mere
chances such as irruptions of barbaric peoples, even ordinary
wars, are sufficient to cause a country with advanced productive
forces and needs to have to start right over again from the begin-

4
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ning. In primitive history every invention had to be made dailyi
anew and in each locality independently. How little highly deve]-!
oped productive forces are sate from complete destruction, givenf
even a relatively very extensive commerce, is proved by the}
Phoenicians,* whose inventions were for the most part lost fori
a long time to come through the ousting of this nation from com-}
merce, its conquest by Alexander and its consequent decline.}
Likewise, for instance, glass-painting in the Middle Ages. Only;
when commerce has become world commerce and has as its basisj}
large-scale industry, when all nations are drawn into the compe-
titive struggle, is the permanence of the acquired productived
forces assured. — |

The immediate consequence of the division of labour between
the various towns was the rise of manufactures, branches of pro-1
duction which had outgrown the guild-system. Manufactures}
first flourished, in Italy and later in Flanders, under the historical |
premise of commerce with foreign nations. In other countries, {
England and France for example, manufactures were at first con-}
fined to the home market. Besides the premises already men-}
tioned manufactures depend on an already advanced concentration j
of population, particularly in the countryside, and of capital, ;
which began to accumulate in the hands of individuals, partly in
the guilds in spite of the guild regulations, partly among the mer- §
chants. :‘_

146] That labour which from the first presupposed a machine,
even of the crudest sort, soon showed itself the most capable of j
development. Weaving, earlier carried on in the country by the :
peasants as a secondary occupation to procure their clothing, §
was the first labour to receive an impetus and a further develop- 4
ment through the extension of commerce. Weaving was the first |}
and remained the principal manufacture. The rising demand for |
clothing materials, consequent on the growth of population, the }
growing accumulation and mobilisation of natural capital through 1
accelerated circulation, the demand for luxuries called forth by §
the latter and favoured generally by the gradual extension of com-
merce, gave weaving a quantitative and qualitative stimulus, '
which wrenched it out of the form of production hitherto existing.
Alongside the peasants weaving for their own use, who continued, !
and still continue, with this sort of work, there emerged a new |
class of weavers in the towns, whose fabrics were destined for j
the whole home market and usually for foreign markets too.

Weaving, an occupation demanding in most cases little skill |
and soon splitting up into countless branches, by its whole nature |

* [Marginal note by Marx:] and glass-painting in the Middle Ages.
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..ted the trammels of the guild. Weaving was, therefore, car-
resi® n mostly in villages and market centres without guild organ-
?lefign which gradually became towns, and indeed the most
hs(?uris};i“g towns in each land. | |
with guild-free manufacture, property relatlo_ns also qulckl_y
changed. The first advance beyond naturally derived estate capi-
tal was provided by the rise qf mqrchants whose capital was from
(he beginning movable, capital in the modern sense as far as
dne can speak of it, given the circumstances of those times. The

cecond advance came with manufacture, which again made mobile

. o mass of natural capital, and altogether increased the mass of

movable capital as against that of natural capital.

At the same time, manufacture became a refuge of the peasants
from the guilds which excluded them or paid them badly, just as
earlier the guild-towns had [served] as a refuge [47] for the peas-
ants from [the oppressive landed nobility]. *—

Simultaneously with the beginning of manufactures there was

a period of vagabondage caused by the abolition of the feudal bodies
of retainers, the disbanding of the swollen armies which had
flocked to serve the kings against their vassals, the improvement
of agriculture, and the transformation of great strips of tillage
into pasture land. From this alone it is clear how this vagabondage
is strictly connected with the disintegration of the feudal system.
As early as the thirteenth century we find isolated epochs of this
kind, but only at the end of the fifteenth and beginning of the
sixteenth does this vagabondage make a general and permanent
appearance. These vagabonds, who were so numerous that, for
instance, Henry VIII of England had 72,000 of them hanged,
were only prevailed upon to work with the greatest difficulty and
through the most extreme necessily, and then only after long
resistance. The rapid rise of manufactures, particularly in Eng-
land, absorbed them gradually. —
. With the advent of manufacture the various nations entered
In1o a competitive relationship, the struggle for trade, which was
fought out 1n wars, protective duties and prohibitions, whereas
carlier the nations, insofar as they were connected at all, had
€arried on an inoffensive exchange with each other. Trade had
1I'O'H}P_HOW on a political significance.

With the advent of manufacture the relationship between worker
and employer changed. In the guilds the patriarchal relationship
betweeﬂ journeyman and master continued to exist; in manufacture
''s place was taken by the monetary relation between worker and
Capitalist — g relationship which in the countryside and in small

towns retained a patriarchal tinge, but in the larger, the real
‘--"""'-—-..____

* The manuscript is damaged.— Ed.
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manufacturing towns, quite early lost almost all patriarchal com- §
plexion. |

Manufacture and the movement of production in general received §
an enormous impetus through the extension of commerce which j
came with the discovery of America and the sea-route to the East }
Indies. The new products imported thence, particularly the?3
masses of gold and silver which came into circulation and totally §
changed the position of the classes towards one another, dealing}
a hard blow to feudal landed property and to the workers; the §
expeditions of adventurers, colonisation; and above all the exten- §
sion of markets into a world market, which had now become pos-
sible and was daily becoming more and more a fact, called forth :
a new phase [48] of historical development, into which in general §
we cannot here enter further. Through the colonisation of the newly ]
discovered countries the commercial struggle of the nations j
amongst one another was given new fuel and accordingly greater
extension and animosity.

The expansion of trade and manufacture accelerated the accumu- §
lation of movable capital, while in the guilds, which were not §
stimulated to extend their production, natural capital remained }
stationary or even declined. I'rade and manufacture created the j
big bourgeoisie; in the guilds was concentrated the petty bourgeoi- §
sie, which no longer was dominant in the towns as formerly, but ;
had to bow to the might of the great merchants and manu- §
facturers.* Hence the decline of the guilds, as soon as they came §
into contact with manufacture.

The intercourse of nations took on, in the epoch of which we 3
have been speaking, two different forms. At first the small quan- |
tity of gold and silver in circulation involved the ban on the ;
export of these metals; and industry, for the most part imported |
from abroad and made necessary by the need for employing the ?
growing urban population, could not do without those privileges j
which could be granted not only, of course, against home compe- |
tition, but chiefly against foreign. The local guild privilege was i
in these original prohibitions extended over the whole nation. }
Customs duties originated from the tributes which the feudal !
lords exacted as protective levies against robbery from merchants |
passing through their territories, tributes later imposed likewise !
by the towns, and which, with the rise of the modern states, were
the . Treasury’s most obvious means of raising money.

The appearance of American gold and silver on the European
markets, the gradual development of industry, the rapid expan- |
sion of trade and the consequent rise of the non-guild bourgeoisie |

_*_[Mal‘ginal note by Marx:] Petty bourgeoisie—Middle class—Big bour- ]
geoisie. .
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dq of money, gave these measures another_signiﬁcance. The
gtate, which was daily less and less able to do w1'thout money, now

tained the ban on the export of gold and silver out of fiscal
reliqiderations; the bourgeois, for whom these masses of money
Svohiéh were hurled on to the market became the chief object of

oculative buying, were thoroughly content with this; privileges
established earlier became a source of income fqr thg government
and were sold for money; in the customs legislation there ap-

cared the export duty, which, since it only [placed] a hindrance
:n the way of industry, [49] had a purely fiscal aim.

The second period began in the middle of the seventeenth century
and lasted almost to the end of the eighteenth. Commerce and
navigation had expanded more rapidly than manufacture, which
played a secondary role; the colonies were becoming considerable
consumers; and after long struggles the separate nations shared
out the opening world market among themselves. This period
begins with the Navigation Laws and colonial monopolies. The
competition of the nations among themselves was excluded as
far as possible by tariffs, prohibitions and treaties; and in the
last resort the competitive struggle was carried on and decided
by wars (especially naval wars). The mightiest maritime nation,
the English, retained preponderance in trade and manufacture.
Here, already, we find concentration in one country.

Manufacture was all the time sheltered by protective duties
in the home market, by monopolies in the colonial market, and
abroad as much as possible by differential duties. The working-
up of nome-produced material was encouraged (wool and linen
in England, silk in France), the export of home-produced raw
material forbidden (wool in England), and the [working-upl]
of imported material neglected or suppressed (cotton in England).
The nation dominant in sea trade and colonial power natu-
rally secured for itself also the greatest quantitative and
qualitative expansion of manufacture. Manufacture could not
be carried on without protection, since, if the slightest change
takf%s place in other countries, it can lose its market and be ruined;
unaer reasonably favourable conditions it may easily be intro-
duced into a country, but for this very reason can easily be de-
Stroyed. At the same time through the mode in which it is car-
rled on, particularly in the eighteenth century, in the country-
Side, it is to such an extent interwoven with the vital relationships
fﬁ 4 great mass of individuals, that no country dare jeopardise
it}s °Xistence by permitting free competition. Insofar as it manages
t'iOE’XPOI't, 1t therefore depends_entirely on the extension or restric-
[Onntﬁf commerce, am} exercises a rfalatwely very small 'reaction
of [ih e latter]. Hence its secondary [importance] and the influence

A€ merchants] in the eighteenth century. [50] It was the mer-

an
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chants and especially the shippers who more than anybody else }
pressed for State protection and monopolies; the manufacturersd
also demanded and indeed received protection, but all the time ?
were inferior in political importance to the merchants. The com- |
mercial towns, particularly the maritime towns, became to some
extent civilised and acquired the outlook of the big bourgeoisie, §
but in the factory towns an extreme petty-bourgeois outlook per-
sisted. Cf. Aikin,® etc. The eighteenth century was the century §
of trade. Pinto says this expressly: “Le commerce fait la maroite !
du siecle”™; and: “Depuis quelque temps il n'est plus question que

de commerce, de navigation et de marine.”* %26

The movement of capital, although considerably accelerated, §
still remained, however, relatively slow. The splitting-up of the }
~world market into separate parts, each of which was exploited by !
a particular nation, the exclusion of competition among themselves
on the part of the nations, the clumsiness of production itself -
and the fact that finance was only evolving from its early stages,
greatly impeded circulation. The consequence of this was a hag- |
gling, mean and niggardly spirit which still clung to all merchants }
and to the whole mode of carrying on trade. Compared with the 3
manufacturers, and above all with the craftsmen, they were cer- |
tainly big bourgeois; compared with the merchants and industrial- ;
ists of the next period they remain petty bourgeois. Cf. Adam |

Smith.??

This period is also characterised by the cessation of the bans f'
on the export of gold and silver and the beginning of the trade

in money; by banks, national debts, paper money; by speculation
in stocks and shares and stockjobbing in all articles; by the de-
velopment of finance in general. Again capital lost a great part
of the natural character which had still clung to it.

4. The Most Complex Division of Labour.
Big Industry]

The concentration of trade and manufacture in one country,
England, developing irresistibly in the seventeenth century,
gradually created for this country a relative world market, and
thus a demand for the manufactured products of this country,
which could no longer be met by the industrial productive forces
hitherto existing. This demand, outgrowing the productive
forces, was the motive power which, by producing big industry —
the application of elemental forces to industrial ends, machinery

* “Commerce is the rage of the century.”-——Ed.
** "For some time now people have been talking only about commerce,
navigation and the navy.”—Ed.
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o most complex division of labour —called into existence the

and LhS iod of private ownership since the Middle Ages. There
third (51 pertol Eingland the other preconditions of this new
dy existed in kingland the a preco:
alreac freedom of competition inside the nation, the development
hase retical mechanics, etc. (Indeed, the science of mechanics
fected by Newton was altogether the most popular science in
" o and England in the eighteenth century.) (Free competition
Fra'lcllz the nation itself had everywhere to be conquered by a revo-
I —1640 and 1688 in England, 1789 in France.)
uCompetition soon compelled every country that wished to
retain 1ts historical role to protect its manufactures by renewed
customs regulations (the old duties were no !oqger any good
against big industry)_ an:d soon afterﬁto 1n1;r_oduce big 1n_d}1$try un@er
rotective duties. Big industry umverse}hsed competition in spite
of these prolective measures (it is practical free trade; the Protec--
tive duty is only a palliative, a measure of defence within iree
trade), established means of communication and the modeyn W9r1d
market, subordinated trade to itself, transformed all capital into
industrial capital, and thus produced the rapid circulation (de-
velopment of the financial system) and the centralisation of 9ap1ta}.
By universal competition it forced all individuals to strain their
energy to the utmost. It destroyed as far as possible 1_deology,
religion, morality, etc., and where it could not do this, made
them into a palpable lie. It produced world history for the first.
time, insofar as it made all civilised nations and every individual
member of them dependent for the satisfaction of their wants on
the whole world, thus destroying the former natural exclusiveness
of separate nations. It made natural science subservient to capital
and took from the division of labour the last semblance of its
natural character. It destroyed natural growth in general, as far
as this is possible while labour exists, and resolved all natural
relationships into money relationships. In the place of naturally
grown towns it created the modern, large industrial cities which
have sprung up overnight. Wherever it penetrated, it destroyed
the crafts and all earlier stages of industry. It completed the vic-
tory of the commercial town over the countryside. [Its first pre-
mise] was the automatic system. [Its development] produced a
Mass of productive forces, for which private [propertyl* became
Just as much a fetter [52] as the guild had been for manufacture
and the small, rural workshop for the developing craft. These
Productive forces received under the system of private property
a one-sided development only, and became for the majority destruc-
tive forces: moreover, a great multitude of such forces could find no
application at all within this system. Generally speaking, big

e

* The manuscript is damaged.— Ed,




h] KARL MARX AND FREDERICK ENGELS

a0
— . N
ptiy i

industry created everywhere the same relations between the;
classes of society, and thus destroyed the peculiar individuality
the various nationalities. And finally, while the bourgeoisie
each nation still retained separate national interests, big industry}
created a class, which in all nations has the same interest and with
which nationality is already dead; a class which is really rid}
of all the old world and at the same time stands pitted against it.{
Big industry makes for the worker not only the relation to the
capitalist, but labour itself, unbearable.

It is evident that big industry does not reach the same level §
of development in all districts of a country. This does not, how-
ever, retard the class movement of the proletariat, because the pro- §
letarians created by big industry assume leadership of this move-
ment and carry the whole mass along with them, and because the §
workers excluded from big industry are placed by it in a still 3
worse situation than the workers in big industry itself. The coun-
tries in which big industry is developed act in a similar manner
upon the more or less non-industrial countries, insofar as the lat- }

ter are swept by universal commerce into the universal competi- 4
tive struggle. ’

* * %

These different forms [of production] are just so many forms
of the organisation of labour, and hence of property. In each period §
a unification of the existing productive forces takes place, insofar }
as this has been rendered necessary to needs.

[5. The Contradiction Between the Productive
Forces and the Form of Intercourse as the Basis
of a Social Revolution]

The contradiction between the productive forces and the form
ol intercourse, which, as we saw, has occurred several times in |
past history, without, however, endangering the basis, necessarily
on each occasion burst out in a revolution, taking on at the same
time various subsidiary forms, such as all-embracing collisions, }
collisions of various classes, contradiction of consciousness, battle ]
of ideas, etc., political conflict, etc. From a narrow point of view §
-one may isolate one of these subsidiary forms and consider it as !
the basis of these revolutions:; and this is all the more easy as the %
individuals who started the revolutions had illusions about their

own activity according to their degree of culture and the stage
of historical development.

Thus all collisions in history have their origin, according to
our view, in the contradiction between the productive forces and
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he form (53] of intercourse. Incidentally, to lead to collisions
the

. eountry, this contradiction need not necessarily have rea_c}}ed
i ct eme limit in this particular country. The competition
iLs e I.dustri:_-ﬂly more advanced countries, brought about by the
wlﬂ? 1nion of international intercourse, is sufficient to produce
Bngrﬁlar contradiction in countries with a backward industry

?e 0., the latent proletariat in Germany brought into view by the
co'm‘;wtition of English industry).

[6. Competition of Individuals and the Formation of Classes.
Development of Contradiction Between Individuals and
the Conditions of Their Life. .
The Illusory Community of Individuals in Bourgeois
Society and the Real Unity of Individuals .
under Communism. The Subjugation of Society’s Conditions
of Life to the Power of United Individuals]

Competition separates individuals from one.another, not only
the bourgeois but still more the workers, in spite of the fact .tha.t
it brings them together. Hence it is a long time before these 111d}-
viduals can unite, apart from the fact that for the purpose of this
union —if it is not to be merely local —the necessary means, the
great industrial cities and cheap and quick communications, have
first to be produced by big industry. Hence every organised power
standing over against these isolated individuals, who live in
relationships daily reproducing this isolation, can only be over-
come after long struggles. To demand the opposite would be tan-
tamount to demanding that competition should not exist in thls
definite epoch of history, or that the individuals s_hould_ banish
from their minds relationships over which in their isolation they
have no control

- The building of houses. With savages each family has as a mat-
ter of course its own cave or hut like the separate family tent
of the nomads. This separate domestic economy is made only the
Jore necessary by the further development of private property.
With the agricul{ural peoples a communal domestic economy is
JUst as impossible as a communal cultivation of the soil. A great
advance was the building of towns. In all previous periods, how-
over, the abolition of individual economy, which is inseparable
from the abolition of private property, was impossible for the

Siple reason that the material conditions governing it were not
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present. The setting-up of a communal domestic economy
supposes the development of machinery, the use of natural forcess

and of many other productive forces —e.g., of water-supplies, [54]

of gas-lighting, steam-heating, etc., the removal [of the antago-}
nism] of town and country. Without these conditions a communal}
economy would not in itself form a new productive force; lacking?
any material basis and resting on a purely theoretical foundation,
it would be a mere freak and would end in nothing more than a;
monastic economy. —What was possible can be seen in the towns !
brought about by condensation and the erection of communal build- }
ings for various definite purposes (prisons, barracks, etc.).
That the abolition of individual economy is inseparable from the |

abolition of the family is self-evident.

(I'he statement which frequently occurs with Saint Max that
each is all that he is through the State is fundamentally the same {
as the statement that the bourgeois is only a specimen of the
bourgeois species; a statement which presupposes that the class of

bourgeois existed before the individuals constituting it.*)

In the Middle Ages the citizens in each town were compelled }
to unite against the landed nobility to save their skins. The §
extension of trade, the establishment of communications, led the §
separate towns to get to know other towns, which had asserted §
the same interests in the struggle with the same antagonist. Out §
of the many local corporations of burghers there arose only grad- 1
ually the burgher class. The conditions of life of the individual 3
burghers became, on account of their contradiction to the existing |
relationships and of the mode of labour determined by these, con- |
ditions which were common to them all and independent of each |

individual. The burghers had created the conditions insofar as
they had torn themselves free from feudal ties, and were created
by them insofar as they were determined by their antagonism to
the feudal system which they found in existence. When the indi-
vidual towns began to enter into associations, these common con-
ditions developed into class conditions. The same conditions, the
same contradiction, the same interests necessarily called forth
on the whole similar customs everywhere. The bourgeoisie itself,
with its conditions, develops only gradually, splits according
to the division of labour into various fractions and finally absorbs.
all propertied classes it finds in existence** (while it develops the

: * [Marginal note by Marx:] With the philosophers pre-existence of the
class.

*# [Marginal note by Marx:] To begin with it absorbs the branches of
labour directly belonging to the State and then all 4 [more or less] ideolo-
gical estates. -
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. +v of the earlier propertyless and a part of the hitherto
maJorty ' ] the proletariat) in the measure
ertied classes into a new class, the proletaria ! _
prophich all property found in existence is transformed into in-
to Wr;al or commercial capital. '
The separate individuals form a class only insofar as [55] they
.ve to carry on a common battle against another class; other-
hf)-l\e they are on hostile terms with each other as competitors. On
ﬁ:{? other hand, the class in its turn achieves an independent eX-
.stence over against the individuals, so that the latter find their
cBnditions of existence predestined, and he‘nce have their position
in life and their personal development assigned to them by their
class, become subsumed under it. This is the same phenomenon
4s the subjection of the separate individua!s to the: division of
1.bour and can only be removed by the abolithn of private proper-
ty and of labour* itself. We have already indicated sevgral times
how this subsuming of individuals under the class brings with
it their subjection to all kinds of ideas, etc. —

[f from a philosophical point of view one considers this evolu-
tion of individuals in the common conditions of existence of
cstates and classes, which followed on one another, and in the
accompanying general conceptions forced upon them, it is cer-
tainly very easy to imagine that in these individuals the species,
or “Man”, has evolved, or that they evolved “Man” —and in this
way one can give history some hard clouts-on the ear. One can con-
ceive these various estates and classes to be specific terms of the
general expression, subordinate varieties of the species, or evolu-
tionary phases of “Man”.

This subsuming of individuals under definite classes cannot
be abolished until a class has taken shape, which has no longer
any particular class interest to assert against the ruling class.

The transformation, through the division of labour, of personal
powers (relationships) into material powers, cannot be dispelled
by dismissing the general idea of it from one’s mind, but can
only be abolished by the individuals again subjecting these mate-
rfal powers to themselves and abolishing the division of labour.**
IhiS 1S not possible without the community. Only in commu-
Nty [with others has each] individual [56] the means of cultivat-
g his gifts in all directions; only in the community, therefore,
'S personal freedom possible. In the previous substitutes for the
“Ommunity, in the State, etc., personal freedom has existed only

4o . AS to the meaning of the expression: “Abolition of labour” (4 ufhebung
°r Arbeit), see pp. 37-38, 63, 68-71, of this book.—EZd.

* [Marginal ~note by Engels:] (Feuerbach: being and essence). (Cf.
Pp. 42-43 of thig book.—Ed.)
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for the individuals who developed within the relationships of |
the ruling class, and only insofar as they were individuals of j
this class. The illusory community, in which individuals have 7}
up till now combined, always took on an independent existence
in relation to them, and was at the same time, since it was the j
combination of one class over against another, not only a com-~ !
pletely illusory community, but a new fetter as well. In the real j
community the individuals obtain their freedom in and through |

their association.

Individuals have always built on themselves, but naturally i
on themselves within their given historical conditions and rela- |
tionships, not on the “pure” individual in the sense of the ideolo- }
gists. But in the course of historical evolution, and precisely
through the inevitable fact that within the division of labour ;
social relationships take on an independent existence, there ap- j
pears a division within the life of each individual, insofar as it is |
personal and insofar as it is determined by some branch of labour
and the conditions pertaining to it. (We do not mean it to be under- }
stood from this that, for example, the rentier, the capitalist, etc., §
cease to be persons; but their personality is conditioned and de- §
termined by quite definite class relationships, and the division :
appears only in their opposition to another class and, for them- §
selves, only when they go bankrupt.) In the estate (and even more
in the tribe) this is as yet concealed: for instance, a nobleman j
always remains a nobleman, a commoner always a commoner, |
apart from his other relationships, a quality inseparable irom |
his individuality. The division between the personal and the 4
class individual, the accidental nature of the conditions of life §
for the individual, appears only with the emergence of the class, §
which is itself a product of the bourgeoisie. This accidental char- 3
acter is only engendered and developed [57] by competition §
and the struggle of individuals among themselves. Thus, in imag- |
individuals seem freer under the dominance of the |
bourgeoisie than before, because their conditions of life seem |
accidental; in reality, of course, they are less free, because they
are more subjected to the violence of things. The difference from |
the estate comes out particularly in the antagonism between the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat. When the estate of the urban bur- !
chers, the corporations, etc., emerged in opposition to the landed 1
nobility, their condition of existence —movable property and |
craft labour, which had already existed latently before their §
separation from the feudal ties—appeared as something positive, |
which was asserted against feudal landed property, and, there- |
fore, in its own way at first took on a feudal form. Certainly
the refugee serfs treated their previous servitude as something
accidental to their personality. But here they only were doing |

ination,
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what every class that is freeing itself from a fetter does; and they
did not free themselves as a class but separately. Moreover, they
4id not rise above the system of estates, but only formed a new
astate, retaining their previous mode of labour even in their new
situation, and developing it further by freeing it from its earlier
fetterS:dWhiCh no longer corresponded to the development already
attained. |

For the proletarians, on the other hand, the condition of their
existence, labour, and with it all the conditions of existence gov--
erning modern society, have become something accidental, some--
thing over which they, as separate individuals, have no control,.
and over which no social organisation can give them control.
The contradiction between the individuality of each separate pro-
letarian and labour, the condition of life forced upon him, be-
comes evident to him himself, for he is sacrificed from youth upwards:
and, within his own class, has no chance of arriving at the condi--
tions which would place him in the other class. —

[58] NB. It must not be forgotten that the serfs’ very need:
of existing and the impossibility of a large-scale economy, which
involved the distribution of the allotments among the serfs, very
soon reduced the services of the serfs to their lord to an average
of payments in kind and statute-labour. This made it possible:
for the serf to accumulate movable property and hence facilitated.
his escape out of possession of his lord and gave him the prospect
of making his way as an urban citizen; it also created gradations
among the serfs, so that the runaway serfs were already half
Ililuarsg;;};ers. fIt iS flikﬁwcilse hobvious that the serfs who were

I'S oI a cratt had the 111 --
broperty. - best chance of acquiring movable

Thus, while the refugee serfs only wished to be free to develop
zgg (i;llssert those conditions of existence which were already there,
. _(;nclfal, in the end, only arrived at free labour, the proletari-
‘o glblol'they are to assert _themselve_s as individuals, will have

" IIlOIS- the very condition of their existence hitherto (which.
Lo In reover, been that of all society up to the present), namely,
Adour. Thus they find themselves directly opposed to the f
I which, hitherto, the individual ch soc; ots,

ave o , the individuals, of which society consists,
> 8glven themselves collective expression, that is, the State.

In order \Y a mu
) therefore, to assert themselves as indi idual h \
0% eI'thI'OW the State. e *

COIEmeLIOIWS frox}l all_we‘ have been saying up till now that the
entereg a drela!;lonshlp into 'VVhiCh the individuals of a class
againe; and which was determined by their common interests over

>t a third party, was always a community to which these:
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individuals belonged only as average individuals, only insofar}
as they lived within the conditions of existence of their class
a relationship in which they participated not as individuals but;
as members of a class. With the community of revolutionary pro<}
letarians, on the other hand, who take their conditions [59] of
existence and those of all members of society under their controlj
it is just the reverse; it is as individuals that the individuals par-}
ticipate in it. It is just this combination of individuals (assuming}
the advanced stage of modern productive forces, of course) which]
puts the conditions of the free development and movement off
individuals under their control —conditions which were previously}
abandoned to chance and had won an independent existence over]
against the separate individuals just because of their separatiomy
as individuals, and because of the necessity of their combination
which had been determined by the division of labour, and through
their separation had become a bond alien to them. Combinatiom
up till now (by no means an arbitrary one, such as is expounded
for example in the Conirat social,?® but a necessary one) was an]
agreement upon these conditions, within which the individualsf
were free to enjoy the freaks of fortune (compare, e.g., the forma-4
tion of the North American State and the South American repub-
lics). This right to the undisturbed enjoyment, within certal )
conditions, of fortuity and chance has up till now been called
personal freedom. These conditions of existence are, of course, only!
the productive forces and forms of intercourse at any particulan

time.

Communism difiers from all previous movements in that if
overturns the basis of all earlier relations of production and inter4
course, and for the first time consciously treats all natural pre+
mises as the creatures of hitherto existing men, strips them of thei#
natural character and subjugates them to the power of thd
united individuals. Its organisation is, therefore, essentially ecod
nomic, the material production of the conditions of this unity; 1
turns existing conditions into conditions of unity. The reality
which communism is creating, is precisely the true basis for rend
dering it impossible that anything should exist independently
of individuals, insofar as reality is only a product of the pred
ceding intercourse of individuals themselves. Thus the comf

munists in practice treat the conditions created up to now b¥
production and intercourse as inorganic conditions, without
however, imagining that it was the plan or the destiny o
previous generations to give them material, and without believing
that these conditions were inorganic for the individuald
“creating them. .
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(7. Contradiction Between Individuals and the Conditions
of Their Life as a Contradiction Between the Productive Forces
and the Form of Intercourse. The Development of the Productive
Forces and the Change of the Forms of Intercourse]

160] The difference between the individual as a person and what
.o accidental to him is not a conceptual difference but a historical
ract. This distinction has a different significance at difierent
times —e.g., the estate as something accidental to the individual
in the eighteenth century, the family more or less too. It is not
o distinction that we have to make for each age, but one which
each age makes itself from among the difierent elements which
it finds in existence, and indeed not according to any theory, but
compelled by material collisions in life.

What appears accidental to the later age as opposed to the
earlier —and this applies also to the elements handed down by
an earlier age —is a form of intercourse which corresponded to
a definite stage of development of the productive forces. The
relation of the productive forces to the form oi intercourse, is
the relation of the form of intercourse to the occupation or acti-
vity of the individuals. (The fundamental form of this activity
is, of course, material, on which depend all other forms —mental,
political, religious, etc. The various shaping of material life is,
of course, in every case dependent on the needs which are already
developed, and the production, as well as the satisfaction, of
these needs is an historical process, which is not found in the case
of a sheep or a dog (Stirner’s refractory principal argument adver-
sus hominem), although sheep and dogs in their present form
certainly, but malgré euz, are products of an historical process.)
The conditions under which individuals have intercourse with
each other, so long as the above-mentioned contradiction is absent,
are: conditions appertaining to their individuality, in no way
external to them: conditions under which these definite indivi-
duals?' living under definite relationships, can alone produce their
3’%8;;181‘1_&1 life am_i \‘Nhat is connected with it are thus the conditions
deﬁ&;;lr self~a_ct;,1v1ty and are.produced by this self-activity.* The
i lone condition under which they produce, thus corresponds,
ity ofg 3181 [‘61] the contradiction has not yet appeared, to the real-
01{8—3'd their condnt:loned nature, thelr‘ one-sided existence, the
tion é edness of which only becomesﬁ evident when the contradic-
Then I%lilqrs on t}_le-_ scene and thus exists for the later individuals.
scion is cond_ltlpn appears as an accidental fetter, and the con-

Sness that it is a fetter is imputed to the earlier age as well.

lIl-l-h-'_-‘-'---__

¥ . )
5 [Mdrgmal note by Marx:] Production of the form of intercourse itself.
—1087
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These various conditions, which appear first as conditions off
self-activity, later as fetters upon it, form in the whole evolution
of history a coherent series of forms of intercourse, the coherencey
of which consists in this: in the place of an earlier form of inter4
course, which has become a fetter, a new one is put, correspondingt
to the more developed productive forces and, hence, to the ad-i
vanced mode of the self-activity of individuals —a form which in}
its turn becomes a fetter and is then replaced by another. Sincef
these conditions correspond at every stage to the simultaneous de-}
velopment of the productive forces, their history is at the same timei
the history of the evolving productive forces taken over by each:
new generation, and is, therefore, the history of the development]
of the forces of the individuals themselves.

Since this evolution takes place naturally, i.e., is not subordi-}
nated to a general plan of freely combined individuals, it pro-j
ceeds from various localities, tribes, nations, branches of labour, |
etc., each of which to start with develops independently of thej
others and only gradually enters into relation with the others.
Furthermore, it takes place only very slowly; the various stages}
and interests are never completely overcome, but only subordinat-1
ed to the prevailing interest and trail along beside the latter for!
centuries afterwards. It follows from this that within a nation it- |
self the individuals, even apart from their pecuniary circum-
stances, have quite different developments, and that an earlier
interest, the peculiar form of intercourse of which has already been
ousted by that belonging to a later interest, remains for a longj
time afterwards in possession of a traditional power in the illu-3%
sory community (State, law), which has won an existence inde- §
pendent of the individuals; a power which in the last resort can §
only be broken by a revolution. This explains why, with reference ]
to individual points [62] which allow of a more general summing- §
up, consciousness can sometimes appear further advanced than ;
the contemporary empirical relationships, so that in the struggles !
of a later epoch one can refer to earlier theoreticians as authorities. }

On the other hand, in countries which, like North America, }
begin in an already advanced historical epoch, the development §
proceeds very rapidly. Such countries have no other natural pre- !
mises than the individuals, who settled there and were led to do |}
so because the forms of intercourse of the old countries did not |
correspond to their wants. Thus they begin with the most ad- ?
vanced individuals of the old countries, and, therefore, with the 1
correspondingly most advanced form of intercourse, before this
form of intercourse has been able to establish itself in the old |}
countries. This is the case with all colonies, insofar as they are not |
mere military or trading stations. Carthage, the Greek colonies,
and Iceland in the eleventh and twelfth centuries, provide exam-
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les of this. A similar relationship issues from conquest, when a
Form of intercourse which has evolved on another soil is brought
over complete to the conquered country: whereas in its home it
was still encumbered with interests and relationships left over
from earkier periods, here it can and must be established com-

letely and without hindrance, if only to assure the conquerors’
jasting power. (England and Naples after the Norman conquest,??
when they received the most perfect form of feudal organisation.)

[8. The Role of Violence (Conquest) in History]

This whole interpretation of history appears to be contradicted
by the fact of conquest. Up till now violence, war, pillage, murder
and robbery, etc., have been accepted as the driving force of
history. Here we must limit ourselves to the chief points and
take, therefore, only the most striking example —the destruction
of an old civilisation by a barbarous people and the resulting
formation of an entirely new organisation of society. (Rome and
the barbarians; feudalism and Gaul; the Byzantine Empire and
the Turks:3%)

[65] With the conquering barbarian people war itself is still,
as indicated above, a regular form of intercourse, which is the
more cagerly exploited as the increase in population together with
the traditional and, for it, the only possible crude mode of pro-
duction gives rise to the need for new means of production.
In Ttaly, on the other hand, the concentration of landed property
(cansed not only by buying-up and indebtedness but also by inher-
Itance, since loose living being rife and marriage rare, the old
tamilies gradually died out and their possessions fell into the
hands of a few) and its conversion into grazing-land (caused not
only by the usual economic forces still operative today but by the

‘mportation of plundered and tribute-corn and the resultant lack
oI demand for Italian corn) brought about the almost total disap-
Pearance of the free population. The very slaves died out again and
?fﬂl-‘ﬁ‘, and had constantly to be replaced by new ones. Slavery
miﬂég%ned the basis of the whole productive system. The plebeians,
rnofwaﬁ between freemen and slaves, never succeeded in becoming
th e ti an a proletarlan rabble. Rome indeed never became more

b a city; its connection with the provinces was almost exclu-

Sively political and could, theref 1] :
political evente. n uld, theretore, easily be broken again by

tiﬁ\Othmg IS more common than the notion that in history up
HOW 1t has only been a question of taking. The barbarians

5%
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take the Roman Empire, and this fact of taking is made to explais
the transition from the old world to the feudal system. In thi§
taking by barbarians, however, the question is, whether the na4
tion which is conquered has evolved industrial productive forcesj
as is the case with modern peoples, or whether their productivd
forces are based for the most part merely on their association and
on the community. Taking is further determined by the object
taken. A banker’'s fortune, consisting of paper, cannot be taken}
at all, without the taker’s submitting to the conditions of pro4
duction and intercourse of the country taken. Similarly the tota}
industrial capital of a modern industrial country. And finally}
everywhere there is very soon an end to taking, and when there id
nothing more to take, you have to set about producing. From thig
necessity of producing, which very soon asserts itself, it follows
[64] that the form of community adopted by the settling con4
querors must correspond to the stage of development of the pro4
ductive forces they find in existence; or, if this is not the case
from the start, it must change according to the productive forces
By this, too, is explained the fact, which people profess to hava
noticed everywhere in the period following the migration of thef
peoples, namely, that the servant was master, and that the con-
querors very soon took over language, culture and manners from
the conquered. The feudal system was by no means brought com-§
plete from Germany, but had its origin, as far as the conquerors;
were concerned, in the martial organisation of the army duringj
the actual conquest, and this only evolved after the conquest
into the feudal system proper through the action of the productive]
forces found in the conquered countries. To what an extent this]
form was determined by the productive forces is shown by the§
abortive attempts to realise other forms derived from reminis-]
cences of ancient Rome (Charlemagne, etc.).
To be continued.

[9. The Development of Contradiction
Between the Productive Forces and the Form of Intercourse
in the Conditions of Big Industry and Free Competition.
Antithesis Between Labour and Capital]

In big industry and competition the whole mass of conditions
of existence, limitations, biases of individuals, are fused together |
into the two simplest forms: private property and labour. With i
money every form of intercourse, and intercourse itself, is con- |
sidered fortuitous for the individuals. Thus money implies that !
all previous intercourse was only intercourse of individuals under §

/’_
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nditions, not of individuals as individuals. These
1:t1ons are reduced to two: accumulated labour or private prop-
and actual labour. Ii both or one of these ceases, then inter-

erty. e comes to a standstill. The modern economists themselves,
conrs qjsmondi, Cherbuliez, etc., oppose “association of indi-
e"g';als” to “association of capital”. On the other hand, the indi-
v}(':iqlq themselves are entirely subordinated to the division
V;C'Lfiijokur and hence are brought into the most complete dependence
gn”(bne another. Private property, insofar as within labour itself
it is o'ppOSed to labour, evolves out of the necessity of accumula-
tion, and has still, to begin with, rather 'the form of the commu-
Lality; but in its further development it approaches more and
more the modern form of private property. The f:h‘wsmn of la-
bour implies from the outset the division of the f:on:dmons of labour,
of tools and materials, and thus the splitting-up of accu-
mulated capital among difierent owners, and thus, also, the divi-
<ion between capital and labour, and the different forms of prop-
erty itself. The more the division of labour develops [65] and
~coumulation grows, the sharper are the forms that this process
of differentiation assumes. Labour itself can only exist on the

premise of this fragmentation.

qrticular €O

(Personal energy of the individuals of various nations —Germans
and Americans —energy even through cross-breeding —hence the
cretinism of the Germans:; in France and England, etc., forei_gn
peoples transplanted to an already developed soil, in America
to an entirely new soil; in Germany the natural population quietly

stayed where it was.)

Thus two facts are here revealed.* First the productive forces
appear as a world for themselves, quite independent of and di-
vorced from the individuals, alongside the individuals: the reason
for this is that the individuals, whose forces they are, exist split
up and in opposition to one another, whilst, on the other hand,
these forces are only real forces in the intercourse and assoclation
of these individuals. Thus, on the one hand, we have a totality
of productive forces, which have, as it were, taken on a material
form and are for the individuals no longer the forces of the individ-
uals but of private property, and hence of the individuals only
Insofar as they are owners of private property themselves. Never,
In any earlier period, have the productive forces taken on a form
S0 indifferent to the intercourse of individuals as individuals,

ecause their intercourse itself was formerly a restricted one.

e

* [Marginal note by Engels:] Sismondi.




70 KARL MARX AND FREDERICK ENGELS

On the other hand, standing over against these productivg
forces, we have the majority of the individuals from whom
forces have been wrested away, and who, robbed thus of all regs
life-content, have become abstract individuals, but who are, ho
ever, only by this fact put into a position to enter into relatiog
with one another as individuals. 4
The only connection which still links them with the productiveg
forces and with their own existence —labour —has lost all semblan
of self-activity and only sustains their [66] life by stunting it§
While in the earlier periods self-activity and the production of
material life were separated, in that they devolved on differeng
persons, and while, on account of the narrowness of the indid
viduals themselves, the production of material life was considered
as a subordinate mode of self-activity, they now diverge to suclj
an extent that altogether material life appears as the end, and
what produces this material life, labour (which is now the onlyl

possible but, as we see, negative form of self-activity), as thel
means. -

[10. The Necessity, Conditions and Consequences
of the Abolition of Private Property]

Thus things have now come to such a pass, that the individuals)
must appropriate the existing totality of productive forces, not]
only to achieve self-activity, but, also, merely to safeguard their}
very existence.

This appropriation is first determined by the object to be appro-}
priated, the productive forces, which have been developed to a:
totality and which only exist within a universal intercourse. |
From this aspect alone, therefore, this appropriation must have{
a universal character corresponding to the productive forces and §
the intercourse. The appropriation of these forces is itself nothing 1

more than the development of the individual capacities corres-
ponding to the material instruments of production. The appropria-

tion of a totality of instruments of production is, for this very

reason, the development of a totality of capacities in the indi- _:':

viduals themselves.

This appropriation is further determined by the persons appro- |
priating. Only the proletarians of the present day, who are com- §
pletely shut off from all self-activity, are in a position to achieve
a complete and no longer restricted self-activity, which consists |

in the appropriation of a totality of productive forces and in the
thus postulated development of a totality of capacities. All earlier
revolutionary appropriations were restricted; individuals, whose
self-activity was restricted by a crude instrument of production
and a limited intercourse, appropriated this crude instrument 167]
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//;uction and hence merely achieved a new state of limita-
0( 1,

of PT Their instrument of produciion became their property, but
‘ selves remained subordinate to the division of _labour
they LheM wn instrument of production. In all exprOprlaFlons
and thelt Oa mass of individuals remained subservient to a single
of production; in the appropriation by the pr(?le-
.« 4 mass of instruments of production must be I_nad_e su_bject
[,-;11*12111515; ?ndividual, and property to all. Modern universal inter-
;{élﬁéﬁ can b?lcontrolled by individuals, therefore, only when con-
”01}[0-(; lg)pd;opriatioﬁ is further determined by the manner in
]1 1‘11 -+ must be effected. It can only be effected throug_h a union,
W'HCE hv the character of the proletariat itself can again only be
“Tl-lici-lxrelial one, and through a revolution, in which, on the one
i»—ll::;l 't.h; nower of the earlier mode of production and 11}111;91'0}?111'39
3;1(_1 .;ociai organisation is overthrown, and, on the otfe{h an :
there develops the universal charactg&r and the energy o 1{‘3 ﬁ)rg.
letariat, without which the revolution cannot be accomp I?h? ;
and in which, further, the prolete}rlat rld.S.ItSe_lf of everything
that still clings to it from its previous position 1n sociely. .
Only at this stage does self-activity commd{_a “ilt}l materia
life, which corresponds to the development of mdlv.l_du'als_mto
complete individuals and the casting-off of al! I%atural limitations.
The transformation of labour into self—actl_v;lty corresponds to
the transformation of the earlier limited intercourse into the
intercourse of individuals as such. Wi_th t,l:le ngroprlatm_n of
the total productive forces through uplted 1}1dw‘1duals, prwi?_te
property comes to an end. Whilst prewm{sly in history a par ic-
ular condition always appeared as accidental, now the isola-
tion of individuals and the particular private gain of each man
have themselves become accidental. o
The iﬁélividuals, who are no longer subject [68] to the dl‘\:TISIOIl
of labour, have been conceived by the philosophers as an ideal,
under the name “Man”. They have conceived the whole process
which we have outlined as the evolutionary process of “Man”,
so that at every historical stage “Man”™ was sqbstltuted for the
individuals and shown as the motive force of history. The whole
process was thus conceived as a process of the seli-estrangement
of “Man”,* and this was essentially due to the fact that the average
individual of the later stage was always foisted on to jch_e earlier
stage, and the consciousness of a later age on to the individuals of
an earlier. Through this inversion, which from the first is .anf ab-
Stract image of the actual conditions, it was possible to transiorm
the whole of history into an evolutionary process of consclousness.

———

up o now,
insl.rm'uent

* [Marginal note by Marx:] Self-estrangement.
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Civil society embraces the whole material intercourse of ind
viduals within a definite stage of the development of productivg
forces. It embraces the whole commercial and industrial life of
a given stage and, insofar, transcends the State and the nation}
though, on the other hand again, it must assert itself in its foreign
relations as nationality and inwardly must organise itself as State]
The term “civil society” (biirgerliche Gesellschaft)* emerged in thg
eighteenth century, when property relationships had alreadyd
extricated themselves from the ancient and medieval communal
society. Civil society as such only develops with the bourgeoisie;§
the social organisation evolving directly out of production and?}
commerce, which in all ages forms the basis of the State and of |
the rest of the idealistic*#* superstructure, has, however, always?
been designated by the same name.

[11.] The Relation of State and Law to Property

The first form of property, in the ancient world as in the Middle 4
Ages, is tribal property, determined with the Romans chiefly 1
by war, with [69] the Germans by the rearing of cattle. In the
case of the ancient peoples, since several tribes live together in 1
one town, the tribal property appears as State property, and the !
right of the individual to it as mere “possession” which, however, 3
like tribal property as a whole, is confined to landed property 3
only. Real private property began with the ancients, as with
modern nations, with movable property. —(Slavery and commu- }
nity) (dominium ex jure Quiritum***)_ In the case of the nations ]
which grew out of the Middle Ages, tribal property evolved through 1
various stages—feudal landed properly, corporative movable }
property, capital invested in manufacture—to modern capital, |
determined by big industry and universal competition, i.e., pure |
private property, which has cast off all semblance of a communal
institution and has shut out the State from any influence on the !
development of property. To this modern private property cor-
responds the modern State, which, purchased gradually by the 1
owners of property by means of taxation, has fallen entirely ]
into their hands through the national debt, and its existence has 1

* “Biirgerliche Gesellschaft” can mean either “bourgeois society”
“civil society”.— Ed. )

** i.e., ideal, ideological.— Ed.

*%* Ownership in accordance with the law applying to full Roman
citizens. — Ed.

or
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fﬂ; of property, the bourgeois, extend to it, as reflected in the
er

oWIl d fall of State funds on the stock exchange. By the'n}el:e
riSi Tﬁat it is a class and no longer an estate, the bourgeoisie is
fac

ise itself no longer locally, but nationally, and to give
dmf%ﬁﬁ?{) its mean a%erage interest. Through the emanci-
@ gf?neraf rivate property from the community, the State has
patio Oa sgparate entity, beside and outside civil society; but it
b econif_ ng more than the form of organisation which the bourgeois
is 0o alrilgy adopt both for internal and external purposes, for
IlecesSw\;ltu.al guarantee of their property and interests. The mc}e-
the dnelnce of the State is only found nowadays in tho'se countries
Eiﬁare the estates have not yet completely developed into clas§es,
Where the estates, done away with in more advanc?d countries,
W17;i11 have a part to play, and where there exists a mixture; coun-
iries that is to say, in which no one secti.oni of the p0pulafj10n
can zichieve dominance over the others. This is the case particu-
larly in Germany. The most perfect example of j;he modern Sj:ate
is North [70] America. The modern French, Enghgh and Amerlcfilln
writers all express the opinion that: the State exists only_ for the
sake of private property, solthat this fact has penetrated into the
iousness of the normal man. '
co%??li:?ihe State is the form in which the individuals of a rul.m_g
class assert their common interests, and in which the whole f:1v1l
society of an epoch is epitomised, it follows that the State mediates
in the formation of all common institutions ‘and_that the in-
stitutions receive a political form. Hence the illusion th_at law
is based on the will, and indeed on the will divorced from its real
basis—on free will. Similarly, justice is in its turit reduced to the
actual laws. | |
Civil law develops simultaneously With_prlvat.e property out
of the disintegration of the natural community. With the Romans

force

- the development of private property and civil law had no turther

industrial and commercial consequences, because their whole mode
of production did not alter.* With modern peoples, where the
feudal community was disintegrated by industry and trade, there
began with the rise of private property and civil law a new phase,
which wag capable of further development. The very first town

‘Which carried on an extensive maritime trade in the Middle Ages,

malfi, also developed maritime law.3! As soon as industry and |
trade developed private property further, first in Italy and later
1 other countries, the highly developed Roman civil law. was
‘mediately adopted again and raised to authority. When later
the bourgeoisie had acquired so much power that the princes took
4D its interests in order to overthrow the feudal nobility by means

h-'-'-—n-__

* [Marginal note by Engels:] (Usury!)
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of the bourgeoisie, there began in all countries—in France in thg
sixteenth century—the real development of law, which in al
countries except England proceeded [71] on the basis of the Romar
Codex. In England, too, Roman legal principles had to be introj
duced to further the development of civil law (especially in thg
case of movable property). (It must not be forgotten that law
has just as little an independent history as religion.)

In civil law the existing property relationships are declaredy
to be the result of the general will. The jus utendi et abutendi%
itself asserts on the one hand the fact that private property hag
become entirely independent of the community, and on the otheg
the illusion that private property itself is based solely on thd
private will, the arbitrary disposal of the thing. In practice, thd
abuti** has very definite economic limitations for the owner of
private property, if he does not wish to see his property and hencéd
his jus abutendi*** pass into other hands, since actually the thingj
considered merely with reference to his will, is not a thing at ally
but only becomes a thing, true property in intercourse, and indej
pendently of the law (a relationship, which the philosophers cal}
an idea®***¥) This juridical illusion, which reduces law to thd
mere will, necessarily leads, in the further development of prop4
erty relationships, to the position that a man may have a legak
title to a thing without really having the thing. If, for instancej
the income from a piece of land is lost owing to competition, thes
the proprietor has certainly his legal title to it along with thd
jus utendi et abulendi. But he can do nothing with it: he owng
nothing as a landed proprietor if in addition he has not enough
capital to cultivate his ground. This illusion of the jurists alsd
explains the fact that for them, as for every code, it is altogethes
fortuitous that individuals enter into relationships among them-+
selves (e.g., contracts); it explains why they consider that thesd
relationships [can] be entered into or not at will, [72] and that
their content rests purely on the individual [free]l will of the con-
tracting parties.

Whenever, through the development of industry and commerce,j
new forms of intercourse have been evolved (e.g., insurance com-}
panies, etc.), the law has always been compelled to admit themf
among the modes of acquiring property.¥****

* The right of using and consuming (also: abusing), i.e., of dispos-}
ing of a thing at will.—Ed.
" ** Consuming or abusing.— Ed.
*** The right of abusing.—Ed. :__
***x [Marginal note by Marx:] For the philosophers relationship=idea.]
They only know the relation of “Man” to himself and hence for them all real!
relations become ideas. :
#%%¥* Further, at the end of the manuscript, there are notes written
in Marx's hand which were intended for his further elaboration.—Ed. |
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f12. Forms of Social Consciousness]

The influence of the division of labour on science.

The role of repression with regard to the State, right, morality,
ew{'[n the] law the bourgeois must give themselves a general ex-
ression precisely because they rule as a class.

Natural science and history.
There is no history of politics, law, science, etc., of art, religion,

ele.®

Why the ideologists turn everything upside-down.

Religionists, jurists, politicians.

Jurists, politicians (statesmen in general), moralists, religion-
isis.

For this ideological subdivision within a class, 1. The occupa-
tion assumes an independent existence owing to division of labour,
everyone believes his craft to be the true one. The very nature
of their craft causes them to succumb the more easily to illusions
recarding the connection between their craft and reality. In their
consciousness, in jurisprudence, politics, etc., relationships become
concepts; since they do not go beyond these relationships, the
concepts of the relationships also become fixed concepts in their
mind. The judge, for example, applies the code, he therefore re-
gards legislation as the real, active driving force. Respect for
their goods, because their craft deals with general matters.

Idea of justice. Idea of State. The matter is turned upside-down
In ordinary consciousness.

Religion is from the outset consciousness of the transcendental

‘arising from a real necessity.

This more popular.

Iradition, with regard to law, religion, etc.
* #* %

[73]** Individuals always started, and always start, from them-
Selves. Their relations are the relations of their real life. How

¥ [Marginal note by Marx:] To the “community® as it appears in the

Clent State, in feudalism and in the absolute monarchy, to this bond cor-

reS,,Pgnd espectally the religious conceptions.

ol . This last page is not numbered in the manuscript. It contains notes

» atmg_ to the beginning of the authors’ exposition of the materialistic

O‘f)nﬂeptlon of history. The ideas expressed here are developed in Part 1l
the chapter, in Section 3.— Ed.

an
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!

does it happen that their relations assume an independent]
existence over against them? and that the forces of their ow &
life overpower them?

In short: the division of labour, the level of which depends on thef
development of the productive power at any particular time.3

Landed property. Communal property. Feudal. Modern. 3
Estate property. Manufacture property. Industrial capital.?

Written between November 1845
and August 1846

First published in Russian in

the Marz-Engels Archives, Book I,
1924

Translated from the German

KARL MARX

From THE POVERTY OF PHILOSOPHY

Feonomic categories are only the theoretical expressions, the
 bstractions of the social relations of production. M. Proudhon,
holding things upside down like a true philosopher, sees in actual
relations nothing but the incarnation of these principles, of these
calegories, which were slumbering—so M. Proudhon the phi-
losopher tells us—in the bosom of the “impersonal reason of
humanity”. |

M. Proudhon the economist understands very well that men
make cloth, linen or silk materials in definite relations of produc-
tion. But what he has not understood is that these definite social
relations are just as much produced by men as linen, flax, etc.
Social relations are closely bound up with productive forces.
In acquiring new productive forces men change their mode of
production; and in changing their mode of production, in changing
the way of earning their living, they change all their social rela-
tions. The hand-mill gives you society with the feudal lord; the

~ steam-mill, society with the industrial capitalist.

The same men who establish their social relations in conformity
with their material productivity, produce also principles, 1deas
and categories, in conformity with their social relations.

Thus these ideas, these categories, are as little eternal as the

‘relations they express. They are historical and transitory products.

There is a continual movement of growth in productive forces,
of destruction in social relations, of formation in ideas; the only
Zlmmut-able thing is the abstraction of movement—mors immoria-
ts.... |

Economists have a singular method of procedure. “There
are only two kinds of institutions for them, artificial
and natural. The institutions of feudalism are artificial institu-
tions, those of the bourgeoisie are natural institutions. In this
they resemble the theologians, who likewise establish two kinds
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of religion. Every religion which is not theirs is an invention of }
men, while their own is an emanation from God. When the eco- §
nomists say that present-day relations—the relations of bourgeois }
production—are natural, they imply that these are the relations §
in which wealth is created and productive forces developed in }
conformity with the laws of nature. These relations therefore g

are themselves natural laws independent of the influence of time.

They are eternal laws which must always govern society. Thus 1
there has been history, but there is no longer any. There has been
history, since there were the institutions of feudalism, and in these 1
institutions of feudalism we find quite different relations of pro- j
duction from those of bourgeois society, which the economists |

try to pass off as natural and as such, eternal.

Feudalism also had its proletariat—the estate of serfs, which 1
contained all the germs of the bourgeoisie. Feudal production also %
had two antagonistic elements which are likewise designated by 1
the name of the good side and the bad side of feudalism, irrespective 1}
of the fact that it is always the bad side that in the end triumphs ?
over the good side. It is the bad side that produces the movement }
which makes history, by providing a struggle. If, during the }
epoch of the domination of feudalism, the economists, enthusias- }
tic over the knightly virtues, the beautiful harmony between |
rights and duties, the patriarchal life ¢f the towns, the pros- j
perous condition of domestic industry in the countryside, the de- }
velopment of industry organised into corporations, guilds and }
fraternities, in short, everything that constitutes the good side }
of feudalism, had set themselves the problem of eliminating }§
everything that cast a shadow on this picture—serfdom, privi- %
leges, anarchy—what would have happened? All the elements -
which called forth the struggle would have been destroyed, and

the development of the bourgeoisie nipped in the bud. One would
have set oneself the absurd problem of eliminating history.

After the triumph of the beurgeoisie there was no longer any

queslion of the good or the bad side of feudalism. The bourgeoisie

took possession of the productive forces it had developed under

feudalism. All the old economic forms, the corresponding civil

relations, the political state which was the official expression of '

the old civil society, were smashed.

Thus feudal production, to be judged properly, must be con- '-'

sidered as a mode of production founded on antagonism. It must
be shown how wealth was produced within this antagonism, how
the productive forces were developed at the same time as class
antagonisms, how one of the classes, the bad side, the drawback
of society, went on growing until the material conditions for its
emancipation had attained full maturity. Is not this as good as
saying that the mode of production, the relations in which pro-
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quctive forces are developed, are anything but eternal laws, but
(hat they correspond to a definite development of men and of their
roductive forces, and that a change in men’s productive forces
qecessarily brings about a change in their relations of production?
As the main thing is not to be deprived of the fruits of civilisation,
of the acquired productive forces, the traditional forms in which
they were produced must be smashed. From this moment the revo-
[utionary class becomes conservative.

The bourgeoisie begins with a proletariat which is itself a relic
of the proletariat of feudal times. In the course of its historical
Jevelopment, the bourgeoisie necessarily develops its antagonistic
character, which at first is more or less disguised, existing only in
q latent state. As the bourgeoisie develops, there develops in its
hosom a new proletariat, a modern proletariat; there develops

~a struggle between the proletarian class and the bourgeois class,

a struggle which, before being felt, perceived, appreciated, under-
stood, avowed and proclaimed aloud by both sides, expresses
itself, to start with, merely in partial and momentary conflicts,
in subversive acts. On the other hand, if all the members of the
modern bourgeoisie have the same interests inasmuch as they
form a class as against another class, they have opposite, antago-
nistic interests inasmuch as they stand face to face with one an-
other. This opposition of interests results from the economic con-
ditions of their bourgeois life. From day to day it thus becomes
clearer that the production relations in which the bourgeoisie
moves have not a simple, uniform character, but a dual charac-
ter; that in the selfsame relations in which wealth is produced,
poverty is produced also; that in the selfsame relations in which
there is a development of the productive forces, there is also a
force producing repression; that these relations produce bourgeois
wealih, i.e., the wealth of the bourgeois class, only by continually
annihilating the wealth of the individual members of this class

~and by producing an ever-growing proletariat.

The more the antagonistic character comes to light, the more
the cconomists, the scientific representatives of bourgeois pro-
d_uclion, find themselves in confliet with their own theory; and
different schools arise.

. We have the fatalist economists, who in their theory are as
Ndifferent to what they call the drawbacks of bourgeois pro-
'fl‘lction as the bourgeois themselves are in practice to the suffer-
INgs of the proletarians who help them to acquire wealth. In
t‘hls fatalist school there are Classics and Romantics. The Clas-
Slen:, like Adam Smith and Ricardo, represent a bourgeoisie which,
While sti]) struggling with the relics of feudal society, works only
” Durge economic relations of feudal taints, to increase the pro-
Uctive forces and to give a new upsurge to industry and commerce.
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The proletariat that takes part in this struggle and is absorbed 4
in this feverish labour experiences only passing, accidental sutier- §
ings, and itself regards them as such. Economists like Adam Smith }
and Ricardo, who are the historians of this epoch, have no other }
mission than that of showing how wealth is acquired in bourgeois §
production relations, of formulating these relations into catle- §
gories, into laws, and of showing how superior these laws, these §
categories, are for the production of wealth to the laws and cate- |
gories of feudal society. Poverty is in their eyes merely the pang |
which accompanies every childbirth, in nature as in industry. }

The Romantics belong to our own age, in which the bourgeoisie |
is in direct opposition to the proletariat; in which poverty is |
engendered in as great abundance as wealth. The economists now
pose as blasé fatalists, who, from their elevated position, cast a §
proudly disdainful glance at the human machines who manufacture §
wealth. They copy all the developments given by their predeces-
sors, and the indifference which in the latter was merely naiveté

becomes in them coquetry.

Next comes the humanitarian school, which sympathises with |
the bad side of present-day production relations. It seeks, by way j
of easing its conscience, to palliate even if slightly the real con- }
trasts; it sincerely deplores the distress of the proletariat, the }
unbridled competition of the bourgeois among themselves; it §
counsels the workers to be sober, to work hard and to have few |
children; it advises the bourgeois to put a reasoned ardour into }
production. The whole theory of this school rests on interminable 4
distinctions between theory and practice, between principles and §
results, between idea and application, between form and content,
between essence and reality, between right and fact, between the §

good side and the bad side.

The philanthropic school is the humanitarian school carried 4
to perfection. It denies the necessity of antagonism; it wants to |
turn all men into bourgeois; it wants to realise theory in so far |
as it is distinguished from practice and contains no antagonism. §
It goes without saying that, in theory, it is easy to make an ab-
straction of the contradictions that are met with at every moment ;
is actual reality. This theory would therefore become idealised §
reality. The philanthropists, then, want to retain the categories j
which express bourgeois relations, without the antagonism which {
constitutes them and is inseparable from them. They think they §
are seriously fighting bourgeois practice, and they are more bour-

geois than the others.

Just as the economists are the scientific representatives of the §
bourgeois class, so the Socialists and the Communists are the ]
theoreticians of the proletarian class. So long as the proletariat
is not yet sufficiently developed to constitute itseli as a class, }

— PE..
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and consequently so long as the struggle itself of the proletariat
with the bourgeoisie has not yet assumed a political character,
and the productive forces are not yet sufficiently developed in
he bosom of the bourgeoisie itself to enable us to catch a glimpse
of the material conditions necessary for the emancipation of the
proletariat and for the formation of a new society, these theoreti-
cians are merely utopians who, to meet the wants of the oppressed
classes, 1mprovise systems and go in search of a regenerating
seience. But in the measure that history moves forward, and with
it the struggle of the proletariat assumes clearer outlines, they
no longer need to seek science in their minds; they have only
{o take note of what is happening before their eyes and to become
its mouthpiece. So long as they look for science and merely make
systems, so long as they are at the beginning of the struggle, they
see in poverty nothing but poverty, without seeing in it the revo-
lutionary, subversive side, which will overthrow the old society.
From this moment, science, which is a product of the historical
movement, has associated itself consciously with it, has ceased to
be doctrinaire and has become revolutionary.

Let us return to M. Proudhon.

Every economic relation has a good and a bad side; it is the
one point on which M. Proudhon does not give himself the lie.
He sees the good side expounded by the economists; the bad
side he sees denounced by the Socialists. He borrows from the
economists the necessity of eternal relations; he borrows from
the Socialists the illusion of seeing in poverty nothing but poverty.
He is in agreement with both in wanting to fall back upon the
authority of science. Science for him reduces itself to the slender
proportions of a scientific formula; he is the man in search of for-
mulas. Thus it is that M. Proudhon flatters himself on having
given a criticism of both political economy and communism: he

18 beneath them both. Beneath the economists, since, as a philos-

0]_)her who has at his elbow a magic formula, he thought he could
dispense with going into purely economic details; beneath the
Socialists, because he has neither courage enough nor insight
¢nough to rise, be it even speculatively, above the bourgeois ho-

‘T1720n.

He wants to be the synthesis—he is a composite error.

He wants to soar as the man of science above the bourgeois
ilnd the proletarian; he is merely the petty bourgeois, continually
Ossed back and forth between capital and labour, political eco-
nomy and communism.... |
péﬂl‘ge—scale industry concentrates in one place a crowd of peo-
BUtUtI}lkn()Wp to one another. Competltlon dw:ides their interests.
1a.-ve 1 mamtenqnce of wages, this common interest which they

against their boss, unites them in a common thought of
b—10g7
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resistance—combination. Thus combination always has a double]
aim, that of stopping competition among the workers, so that]
they can carry on general competition with the capitalist. If thej
first aim of resistance was merely the maintenance of wages, com-§
binations, at first isolated, constitute themselves into groups asj
the capitalists in their turn unite for the purpose of repression,
and in face of always united capital, the maintenance of the asso-3§
ciation becomes more necessary to them than that of wages. This J
is so true that English economists are amazed to see the workers
sacrifice a good part of their wages in favour of associations, which,
in the eyes of these economists, are established solely in favour !
of wages. In this struggle—a veritable civil war—all the ele-§
ments necessary for a coming battle unite and develop. Once }
it has reached this point, association takes on a political char- }
acter. 3

Economic conditions had first transformed the mass of the #
people of the country into workers. The domination of capital §
has created for this mass a common situation, common interests. J
This mass is thus already a class as against capital, but not yet 4
for itself. In the struggle, of which we have noted only a few §
phases, this mass becomes united, and constitutes itself as a class 4
for itself. The interests it defends become class interests. But §
the struggle of class against class is a political struggle.

In the bourgeoisie we have two phases to distinguish: that in §
which it constituted itself as a class under the regime of feu- j§
dalism and absolute monarchy, and that in which, already consti- %
tuted as a class, it overthrew feudalism and monarchy to make 9
society into a bourgeois society. The first of these phases was the §
longer and necessitated the greater efforts. This too began by par- |
tial combinations against the feudal lords. - 1

Much research has been carried out to trace the different his- 1
torical phases that the bourgeoisie has passed through, from the
commune up to its constitution as a class.

But when it is a question of making a precise study of strikes, §
combinations and other forms in which the proletarians carry |
out before our eyes their organisation as a class, some are seized %
with real fear and others display a transcendental disdain. !

An oppressed class is the vital condition for every society 4
founded on the antagonism of classes. The emancipation of the J
oppressed class thus implies necessarily the creation of a new so- |
ciety. For the oppressed class to be able to emancipate itself it |
is necessary that the productive powers already acquired and
the existing social relations should no longer be capable of exist- |
ing side by side. Of all the instruments of production, the great- |}
est productive power is the revolutionary class itself. The organ- }
isation of revolutionary elements as a class supposes the existence
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i
of all the productive forces which could be engendered in the
posom of the old society.

Does this mean that after the fall of the old society there will
be a new class domination culminating in a new political power?
N .
: The condition for the emancipation of the working class is the
.holition of every class, just as the condition for the liberation
of the third estate, of the bourgeois order, was the abolition of
aill ostates™® and all orders.

The working class, in the course of its development, will sub-
«titute for the old civil society an association which will exclude
classes and their antagonism, and there will be no more political
power properly so-called, since political power is precisely the
official expression of antagonism in civil society.

Meanwhile the antagonism between the proletariat and the
hourgeoisie is a struggle of class against class, a struggle which
carried to its highest expression is a total revolution. Indeed,
is it at all surprising that a society founded on the opposition
of classes should culminate in brutal contradictiorn, the shock of
body against body, as its final dénouement?

Do not say that social movement excludes political movement.
There is never a political movement which is not at the same
time social. _ |

It is only in an order of things in which there are no more
classes and class antagonisms that social evolutions will cease to

be political revolutions.

Written in the first half of 1847

First published as a separate
book in Paris and Brussels in 1847

Translated from the French

——
*

With Estates here in the historical sense of the estates of feudalism, estates
ishhe 1d{f:t"lmte and limited prlelleges. The revolu_tmn (_)f the bourgeoisie abol-
t ® the estates and their privileges. Bourgeois society knows only classes.

Vas, therefore, absolutely in contradiction with history to describe the

%ggﬂﬁal‘iat as the “fourth estate”. [Note by F. Engels to the German edition,

£ *
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From MANIFESTO OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY?

1

BOURGEOIS AND PROLETARIANS*

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

0
"
il
by
i

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf, guild-
master*** and journeyman, in a word, oppressor and oppressed, ]
stood in constant opposition to one another, carried on an uninter-
rupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, j
either in a revolutionary re-constitution of society at large, or
in the common ruin of the contending classes.

In the earlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere]
a complicated arrangement of society into various -orders, a mani-}3
fold gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we have patri-§
cians, knights, plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudalj

N
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* By bourgeoisie is meant the class of modern Capitalists, owners of4

the means of social production and employers of wage-labour. By prole~ 3
tariat, the class of modern wage-labourers who, having no means of produc- §
tion of their own, are reduced to selling their labour-power in order to live. §
dNote by Engels to the English edition of 1888.] ;
** That is, all written history. In 1847, the pre-history of society, the
social organisation 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 communities were found to be,
or to have been the primitive form of society everywhere from India to4
Ireland. The inner organisation of this primitive Communistic society 3
was laid bare, in its typical form, by Morgan’s crowning discovery of the }
true nature of the gens and its relation to the fribe. With the dissolution §
of these primaeval communities society begins to be differentiated into 3
separate and finally antagonistic classes. 1 have attempted to retrace this §
process of dissolution in: “Der Ursprung der Familie, des Privateigenthums §
und des Staats” [The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State.— }
Ed.], 2nd edition, Stuttgart 1886. [Note by Engels to the English edition -
of 1888.] 1
f*** Guild-master, that is, a full member of a guild, a master within, not §
a head of a guild. [Note by Engels to the English edition of 1888.]
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lords, vassals, guild-masters, journeymen, apprentices, serfs; in
most all of these classes, again, subordinate gradations.

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

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however,
(his distinctive feature: it has simplitied the class antagonisms.
Society as a whole is more and more splitting up into two great
hostile camps, into two great classes directly facing each other:
BBourgeoisie and Proletariat.

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the chartered bur-
ohers of the earliest towns. From these burgesses the first ele-
ments of the bourgeoisie were developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of the Cape, opened
up fresh ground for the rising bourgeoisie. The East-Indian and
Chinese markets, the colonisation of America, trade with the
colonies, the increase in the means of exchange and in commodi-
ties generally, gave to commerce, to navigation, to industry, an
impulse never before known, and thereby, to the revolutionary
element in the tottering feudal society, a rapid development.

The feudal system of industry, under which industrial pro-
duction was monopolised by closed guilds, now no longer sufticed
for the growing wants of the new markets. The manufacturing
system took its place. The guild-masters were pushed on one side
by the manufacturing middle class; division of labour between
the different corporate guilds vanished in the face of division
of labour in each single workshop.

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

Modern industry has established the world market, for which
the discovery of America paved the way. This market has given
“I Immense development to commerce, to navigation, to com-
Munication by land. This development has, in ils turn, reacted
On the extension of industry; and in proportion as industry,
COmmerce, navigation, railways extended, in the same propor-
1.“_10“ the bourgeoisie developed, increased its capital, and pushed
1}_{‘;0 the background every class handed down from the Middle
Ages,

We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoisie is itself the
Product of a long course of development, of a series of revo-
“Hons in the modes of production and of exchange.

-
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Each step in the development of the bourgeoisie was accom-]
panied by a corresponding 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*; hereg
independent urban republic (as in Italy and Germany), thera!
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 inf
general, the bourgeoisie 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 man-;
aging the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisie. !

The bourgeoisie historically, has played a mostrevolutionary part.}

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put}
an end to all feudal, patriarchal, idyllic relations. It has piti-}
lessly torn asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his;
“natural superiors”, and has left remaining no other nexus be-}
tween man and man than naked self-interest, than callous “cash{
payment”. It has drowned the most heavenly ecstasies of religious}
fervour, of chivalrous enthusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism,§
in the icy water of egotistical calculation. It has resolved per-}
sonal worth into exchange value, and in place of the numberless
indefeasible chartered freedoms, has set up that single, unconscion-
able freedom—Free Trade. In one word, for exploitation, veiled }
by religious and political illusions, it has substituted naked,
shameless, direct, brutal exploitation. = y

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 a 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 §

'
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* “Commune” was the name taken, in France, by the nascent towns even
before they had conquered from their feudal lords and masters local self- %
%overnment and political rights as the “Third Estate”. Generally speaking, ?
or the economical development of the bourgeoisie, England is here taken .}
as the typical country; for its political development, France. [Note by Engels
to the English edition of 1888.3

This was the name given their urban communities by the townsmen of 4
Italy and France, after they had purchased or wrested their initial rights 4§
of self-government from their feudal lords. [Note by Engels to the German }
edition of 1890.]
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.ndolence. It has been the first to show what man’s activity can
pring about. It has accomplished wonders f{-.u' surpassing Egyp-
ian pyramids, Roman aqueducts, and Gothic cathedrals; it has
conducted expeditions that put in the shade all former Exoduses
of nations and crusades. _

The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly revolution-
ising the instruments of production, and thereby the relations
of production, 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. Constant revolutionising of production, unin-
terrupted disturbance of all social conditions, everlasting uncer-
t{ainty and agitation distinguish the bourgeois epoch from all
carlier ones. All fixed, fast-frozen relations, with their train
of ancient and venerable prejudices and opinions, are swept
away, all new-formed ones become antiquated befor_e they can
ossify. All that is solid melts into air, all that is holy is profaned,
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
siven 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 are dislodged by
new industries, whose introduction becomes a lile and death
question for all civilised nations, by industries that no longer

work up indigenous raw material, but raw material drawn from

the remotest zones; industries whose products sre consumed, not
only at home, but in every quarter of the globe. In place of the
old wants, satisfied by the productions of the country, we find
new wants, requiring for their satisfaction 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
I intellectual production. The intellectual creations of indi-
Vidual nations become common property. National one-sidedness
and narrow-mindedness become more and more impossible, and
trom the numerous national and local literatures, there arises
4 World literature.

The bourgeoisie, by the rapid improvement of all instruments
of production, by the immensely facilitated means of communi-
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cation, draws all, even the most barbarian, nations into civili- §
sation. The cheap prices of its commodities are the heavy artillery }
with which it batters down all Chinese walls, with which it forces j
the barbarians’ intensely obstinate hatred of foreigners to ca- j
pitulate. It compels all nations, on pain of extinction, to adopt the }
bourgeois mode of production; it compels them to introduce what }
it calls civilisation into their midst, i.e., to become bourgeois §
themselves. In one word, it creates a world after its own 1

lmage.

- The bourgeoisie has subjected the country to the rule of the j
towns. It has created enormous cities, has greatly increased the }
urban population as compared with the rural, and has thus rescued 1
a considerable part of the population from the idiocy of rural 4
life. Just as it has made the country dependent on the towns, so }
it has made barbarian and semi-barbarian countries dependent 4
on the civilised ones, nations of peasants on nations of bourgeois, §

the East on the West.

The bourgeoisie keeps more and more doing away with the }
scattered state of the population, of the means of production, ]}
and of property. It has agglomerated population, centralised }
means of production, and has concentrated property in a few
hands. The necessary consequence of this was political central- }
isation. Independent, or but loosely connected provinces, with }
separate interests, laws, governments and systems of taxation, }
became lumped together into one nation, with one government, }
one code of laws, one national class-interest, one frontier and B

one customs-tariff.

I'he bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce one hundred years, has §
created more massive and more colossal productive forces than §
have all preceding generations together. Subjection of Nature's |
torces to man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry 1
and agriculture, steam-navigation, railways, electric telegraphs, 3
clearing of whole continents for cultivation, canalisation of rivers, ;
whole populations conjured out of the ground—what earlier }
century had even a presentiment that such productive forces |

slumbered in the lap of social labour?

We see then: the means of production and of exchange, on whose |
foundation the bourgeoisie built itself up, were generated in §
feudal society. At a certain stage in the development of these |
means of production and of exchange, the conditions under which - |

feudal society produced and exchanged, the feudal organisation

of agriculture and manufacturing industry, in one word, the |

feudal relations of property became no longer compatible with

the already developed productive forces; they became so
many fetters. They had to be burst asunder; they were burst

asunder,.
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Into their place stepped Iree competition, accompanied
py a social and political constitution adapted to it, and
ny the economical and political sway of the bourgeois
class. _ _

A similar movement is going on before our own eyes. Modern
hourgeois society with its relations of production, of exchange
aund of property, a society that has co_n]u?ed up such gigantic
weans of production and of exchange, is like the sorcerer, who
'« no longer able to control the powers of the nether world ":Nh()m
he has called up by his spells. For many a decade past the hlstoryl
of industry and commerce is but the history of the revolt of
modern productive forces against modern conditions 0}.“ _prod'u_c—
tion, against the property relations that are the conditions for
the existence of the bourgeoisie and of its rule. It is_enough to
mention the commercial crises that by their periodical return
put 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 pro-
ductive forces, are periodically destroyed. In these crises there
hreaks out an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs, would have
scemed an absurdity—the epidemic of over-production. Society
suddenly finds itself put back into a state of momentary barba-
rism; it appears as if a famine, a universal war of devastation had
cut off the supply of every means of subsistence; industry and
commerce seem to be destroyed; and why? Because there is too
much civilisation, too much means of subsistence, too much indus-
try, toc much commerce. The productive forces at the disposal
of sociely no longer tend to further the development of the condi-
tions of bourgeois 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
inlo the whole of bourgeois society, endanger the existence of
bourgeois property. The conditions of bourgeois society are too
narrow to comprise the wealth created by them. And how does
lhe bourgeoisie get over these crises? On the one hand by enforced
destruction of a mass of productive forces; on the other, by the
conquest of new markets, and by the more thorough exploitation
ol the old ones. That is to say, by paving the way for more exten-
Sive and more destructive crises, and by diminishing the means
Whereby crises are prevented.

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

But not only has the bourgeoisie forged the weapons that bring
death to itself; it has also called into existence the men who are

o wield those weapons—the modern working class—the pro-
€tarians. ] |
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In proportion as the bourgeoisie, i.e., capital, is developed f
in the same proportion is the proletariat, the modern workingd
class, developed—a class of labourers, who live only so long a4
they find work, and who find work only so long as their labous
increases capital. These labourers, who must sell themselveg
piecemeal, are a commodity, like every other article of commerce}
and are consequently exposed to all the vicissitudes of competitionig
to all the fluctuations of the market. s

Owing to the extensive use of machinery and to division
labour, the work of the proletarians has lost all individual char4
acter, and, consequently, all charm for the workman. He becomeg
an appendage of the machine, and it is only the most simple;
most monotonous, and most easily acquired knack, that is req-]
uired of him. Hence, the cost of production of a workman is re-4
stricted, almost entirely, to the means of subsistence that he req-
uires for his maintenance, and for the propagation of his race. But!
the price of a commodity, and therefore also of labour, is equal}
to its cost of production. In proportion, therefore, as the repuli
siveness of the work increases, the wage decreases. Nay more, inj
proportion as the use of machinery and division of labour in-g
creases, in the same proportion the burden of toil also increases,
whether by prolongation of the working hours, by increase of
work exacted in a given time or by increased speed of the;
machinery, etc.

Modern industry has converted the little workshop of thej
patriarchal master into the great factory of the industrial capi-{
talist. Masses of labourers, crowded into the factory, are orga-]
nised like soldiers. As privates of the industrial army they arel
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 overlooker, and, above all, by the individual 4
bourgeois manufacturer himself. The more openly this despotism}
proclaims gain to be its end and aim, the more petty, the more 3
hateful and the more embittering 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. 3§
Differences of age and sex have no 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, and he receives his wages in cash, than }

he is set upon by the other portions of the bourgeoisie, the land- |
lord, the shopkeeper, the pawnbroker, etc. |
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The lower strata of the middle class—the sma}l tradespeople,
shopkeepers, and retired tradesmen generally, the handmrajfts—
en and peasants—all these sink gradually into the proletariat,
qut]y because their diminutive capital does not sutfice for the
ccfale on which Modern Industry is carrifad on, and is swamped in
the competition with the large capitalists, partly because their
sp(-;cialised skill is rendered Worthlesg by new methods of pro-
duction. Thus the proletariat is recruited from all classes of the
population. |

The proletariat goes through various stages of d_e}felc:pment.
With its birth begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie. At first
e contest is carried on by individual laboqrers, then by the
workpeople of a factory, then by the operatwe_s of one .trade,
in one locality, against the individual bourgeois who directly
exploits them. They direct their attack:% not against the bour-
geois conditions of production, but against the instruments of
production themselves; they destroy imported wares that compete
with their labour, they smash to pieces machinery, they set facto-
rics 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 scat-
tered over the whole country, and broken up by their mutual com-
pelition. If anywhere they unite to form more compact bodies,
this is not yet the consequence ol their own active union, b}lt
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 moreover yet, for a time, able to do so. At this
stage, therefore, the proletarians do not fight their enemies, but
the enemies of their enemies, the remnants of absolute monarchy,
the landowners, the non-industrial bourgeois, the petty bourgeoi-
sie. Thus the whole historical movement is concentrated in the.
hands of the bourgeoisie; every victory so obtained is a victory
tor the bourgeoisie. _

But with the development of industry the proletariat not only
Increases in number; it becomes concentrated in greater masses,
ils strength grows, and it feels that strength more. The various
interests and conditions of life within the ranks of the proletar-
lal  are more and more equalised, in proportion as machinery
obliterates all distinctions 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 fluctuating. The unceasing
improvement of machinery, ever more rapidly developing, makes
their livelihood more and more precarious; the collisions between
individual workmen and individual bourgeois take more and
tore the character of collisions between two classes. Thereupon
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the workers begin to form combinations (Trades’ Unions) against 7
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.

Now and then the workers are victorious, but only for a time, 3
The real fruit of their battles lies, not in the immediate result, |
but in the ever-expanding union of the workers. This union is
helped on by the improved means of communication that are

created by modern industry and that place the workers of differ- §

ent localities in contact with one another. It was just this con- §
tact 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 4
union, to attain which the burghers of the Middle Ages, with 4
their miserable highways, required centuries, the modern prole- }
tarians, thanks to railways, achieve in a few years.

This organisation of the proletarians into a class, and conse- 4
quently into a political party, is continually being upset again
by the competition between the workers themselves. But it ever 4
rises up again, stronger, firmer, mightier. It compels legislative §
recognition of particular interests of the workers, by taking advan- 3
tage 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 prole-
tariat. The bourgeoisie finds itself involved in a constant battle.
At first with the aristocracy; later on, 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, sup- j
plies the proletariat with its own elements of political and general 3
education, in other words, it furnishes 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 |

proletariat, or are at least threatened in their conditions of §

existence. These also supply the proletariat with fresh elements
of enlightenment 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 old society, assumes such a violent,
glaring character, that a small section of the ruling class cuts itself 4

adrift, and joins the revolutionary class, the class that holds the
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future in its hands. Just as, therefore, at an Qa'rlier period, a section
{ the nobility went over to the bourgemgw, S0 NOW a portion
Of the bourgeoisie goes over to the proletariat, amﬁi in particular,
2 portion of the bourgeois ideologists, who have ral'sed ?hemselves
;O"-the level of comprehending theoretically the historical move-
nent as a whole. | .

Of all the classes that stand face to face mth the bourgeoisie
today, the proletariat alone is a ]:_'eally rev_olutmnary class. The
other classes decay and finally dlsappear in the faqe of Modern
Industry; the proletariat is its special and essential product.

The lower middle class, the small manufacturer, the sh0pkee'p?r,
the artisan, the peasant, all these fight against the bourgeoisie,
to save from extinction their existence as fractions of the m1c!dle
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 revglutlonary, they are
so only in view of their impending transier into the prt_)letarlat,
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 pgsswely rotting
mass thrown off by the lowest layers of old society, may, here
and there, be swept into the movement by a proletarian revolu-
tion, 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.socuf:ty at
large are already virtually swamped. The p.roletarian is without
property; his relation to his wife and children has no longer
anything in common with the bourgeois famlly-relatlons; modern
industrial labour, modern subjection to capital, the same in
[‘ngland 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 hz_md, sm_lght to
fortify their already acquired status by subjecting society at
large to their conditions of appropriation. The proletarians can-
not become masters of the productive forces of society, except
by abolishing their own previous mode of approp;iajuon, and
thereby also every other previous mode of appropriation. They
have nothing of their own to secure and to fo‘rtlfy; their mission
18 to destroy all previous securities for, and insurances of, indi-
Vidual property. . o

All previous historical movements were movements of minori-
lies, or in the interests of minorities. The proletarian moverment
1S the self-conscious, independent movement of the immense
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majority, in the interests of the immense majority. The prole-]
tariat, the lowest stratum of our present society, cannot stir,}
cannot raise itselt up, without the whole superincumbent strata }
of official society being sprung into the air. 1

Though not in substance, yet in form, the struggle of the pro-j
letariat with the bourgeoisie is at first a national struggle. Thed
proletariat of each couniry must, of course, first of all settle]
matters with its own bourgeoisie.

In depicting the most general phases of the development of the
proletariat, we traced the more or less veiled civil war, raging §
within existing society, up to the point where that war breaks out 4
into open revolution, and where the violent overthrow of3§
the bourgeoisie lays the foundation for the sway of the prole-
tariat. 3

Hitherto, every form of society has been based, as we have }
already seen, on the antagonism of oppressing and oppressed 4
classes. But in order to oppress a class, certain conditions must J
be assured to it under which it can, at least, continue its slavish §
existence. The serf, in the period of serfdom, raised himself 3
to membership in the commune, just as the petty bourgeois, under
the yoke of feudal absolutism, managed to develop into a bour-
geois. The modern labourer, on the contrary, instead of rising 4
with the progress of industry, sinks deeper and deeper below the
conditions of existence of his own class. He becomes a pauper, {
and pauperism develops more rapidly than population and wealth.
And here it becomes evident, that the bourgeoisie is unfit any §
longer to be the ruling class in society, and to impose its condi-
tions of existence upon society as an over-riding law. It is unfit
to rule because it is incompetent to assure an existence to its §
slave within his slavery, because it cannot help letting him sink 1
into such a state, that it has to feed him, instead of being fed
by him. Society can no longer live under this bourgeoisie, §
in other words, its existence is no longer compatible with |
society. ..j

The essential condition for the existence, and for the sway of 3
the bourgeois class, is the formation and augmentation of capital; §
the condition for capital is wage-labour. Wage-labour rests exclu-
sively on competition between the labourers. The advance of 1
industry, whose involuntary promoter is the bourgeoisie, replaces |
the isolation of the labourers, due to competition, by their revo- }
lutionary combination, due to association. The development of §
Modern Industry, therefore, cuts from under its feet the VEery 4
foundation on which the bourgeoisie produces and appropriates §
products. What the bourgeoisie, therefore, produces, above all, |
is its own grave-diggers. Its fall and the victory of the prole- |
tariat are equally inevitable. |
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PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS

in what relation do the Communists stand to the proletarians
Q \VhOle? |

The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to other
working-class parties.

They have no interests separate and apart from those of the
proletariat as a whole. | o o

They do not set up any sectarian principles of their own, by
which to shape and mould the proletarian movement.

The Communists are distinguished irom the other working-class
parties by this only: 1. In the national struggles of the proletar-
ians 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 bourgeoisie 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 proletariat the advantage of clearly understanding
the line of march, the conditions, and the ultimate general results
of the proletarian movement.

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.

T'he theoretical conclusions of the Communists are in no way
based on ideas or principles that have been invented, or discov-
ered, by this or that would-be universal reformer.

. They merely express, in general terms, actual relations spring-
Ing from an existing class struggle, from a historical move-
ment going on under our very eyes. The abolition of existing
Property relations is not at all a distinctive feature of Com-
mMunism.

Al property relations in the past have continually been sub-
J€Cl 1o historical change consequent upon the change in historical
tonditions.

The French Revolution, for example,
Property in favouar of bourgeois property.
he distinguishing feature of Communism is not the abolition
ol Property generally, but the abolition of bourgeois property.

as

abolished feudal
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But Imodern bourgeois private property is the final and mos!;f
complete expression of the system of producing and appropriat-
ing products, that is based on class antagonisms, on the exploi-

5

tation 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 ground-}
work of all personal freedom, activity and independence.

Hard-won, self-acquired, self-earned property! Do you mean]
the property of the petty artisan and of the small peasant, a form4
of property that preceded the bourgeois form? There is no need
to abolish that; the development of industry has to a great extent
already destroyed it, and is still destroying it daily.

Or do you mean modern bourgeois private property? 1

But does wage-labour create any property for the labourer?f
Not a bit. It creates capital, i.e., that kind of property which
exploits wage-labour, and which cannot increase except upon;
condition of begetting a new supply of wage-labour for freshi
exploitation. Property, in its present form, is based on the antag-1
onism of capital and wage-labour. Let us examine both sides]
of this antagonism.

To be a capitalist, is to have not only a purely personal, butg
a social status in production. Capital is a collective product, and3
only by the united action of many members, nay, in the last§
resort, only by the united action of all members of society, canj
it be set in motion.

Capital is, therefore, not a personal, it is a social power. =

When, therefore, capital is converted into common property,}
into the property of all members of society, personal property!
is not thereby transformed into social property. It is only the
social character of the property that is changed. It loses its class
character. :

Let us now take wage-labour.

The average price of wage-labour is the minimum wage, i.e.,j
that quantum of the means of subsistence, which is absolutely}
requigite to keep the labourer in bare existence as a labourer.§
What, therefore, the wage-labourer appropriates by means of}
his labour, merely suffices to prolong and reproduce a bare ex-1
istence. We by no means intend to abolish this personal appro-}
priation of the products of labour, an appropriation that is made
for the maintenance and reproduction of human life, and that4
leaves no surplus wherewith to command the labour of others. }
All that we want to do away with, is the miserable character{
of this appropriation, under which the labourer lives merely
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to increase capita!, and is allmzved to live only in so far as the
. terest of the ruling class requires it.

: {n bourgeois society, living labour is but a means to increase
.ccumulated labour. In Communist society, accumulated labour
's but a means to widen, to enrich, to promote the existence of the
]abourer. .

In bourgeois society, therefore, the past dominates the
present; in Communist society, the present dominates the past.
n 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 bour-
geois, 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 preduction,
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
¢Xistence 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
Mmonopolised, 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
10 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
O Subjugate the labour of others by means of such appropriation.
1—~1087
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It has®been objected that upon the abolition of private prop<
erty all work will cease, and universal laziness will overtake us

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

All objections urged against the Communistic mode of pro+
ducing and appropriating material products, have, in the sameg

i
i

way, been urged against the Communistic modes of producing and#
appropriating intellectual products. Just as, to the bourgeois,j}
the disappearance of class property is the disappearance of pro-§
duction itself, so the disappearance of class culture is to him
identical with the disappearance of all culture. 1

That culture, the loss of which he laments, is, for the enormous
majority, a mere training to act as a machine. 3

But don’t wrangle with us so long as you apply, to our intendec
abolition of bourgeois property, the standard of your bourgeoig
notions of freedom, culture, law, &c. Your very ideas are but thej
outgrowth of the conditions of your bourgeois production and
bourgeois property, just as your jurisprudence is but the wilkf
of your class made into a law for all, a will, whose essential
character and direction are determined by the economical con<
ditions of existence of your class. -

‘The selfish 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 —4
historical relations that rise and disappear in the progress of pro+§
duction —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, youd
are of course forbidden to admit in the case of your own bourgeoisy
- “form of property. ~

Abolition of the family! Even the most radical flare up at thisj
infamous 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 thisg
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 whenf{
its complement vanishes, and both will vanish with thed
vanishing of capital.

Do you charge us with wanting to stop the exploitation of}
children by their parents? To this crime we plead guilty. 1

'
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But, you will say, we destroy the most hallowed of relations,
«hen 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 interven-
tion, direct or indirect, of society, by means of schools, &ec.?
The Communists have not invented the intervention of society
in education; they do but seek to alter the character of that inter-
vention, 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 ties among the proletarians are torn asunder, and their
children transformed into simple articles of commerce and instru-
ments of labour. |

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

The bourgeois sees in his wile 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.

lle 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
indignation of our bourgeois at the community of women which,
they pretend, jis to be openly and officially established by the
Communists. The Communists have no need to introduce com-
munity 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
prostitutes, 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
feproached with, is that they desire to introduce, in substitution
lor a hypocritically concealed, an openly legalised community
of women. For the rest, it is self-evident that the abolition of the
Present system of production must bring with it the abolition
oI the community of women springing from that system, i.e.,
Of prostitution both public and private.

I'he Communists are further reproached with desiring to abolish
tOuntries and nationality.

WlThe working men have no country. We cannot take from them
lal they have not got. Since the proletariat must first of all

7
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acquire political supremacy, must rise to be the leading class offj'-;

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 3
daily more and more vanishing, owing to the development of §
the bourgeoisie, to freedom of commerce, to the world-market, §
to uniformity in the mode of production and in the conditions $

of life corresponding thereto.

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

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 §
classes within the nation vanishes, the hostility of one nation §

to another will come to an end.

The charges against Communism made from a religious, a"-:'
philosophical, and, generally, from an ideological standpoint, }

are not deserving of serious examination.

Does it require deep intuition to comprehend that man’s ideas,
views and conceptions, in one word, man’s consciousness, changes j
with every change in the conditions of his material existence, 3

in his social relations and in his social life?

What else does the history of ideas prove, than that intellectuali‘;
production changes its character in proportion as material pro- |
duction is changed? The ruling ideas of each age have ever been §

the ideas of its ruling class.

When people speak of ideas that revolutionise society, they !
do but express the fact, that within the old society, the elements §
of a new one have been created, and that the dissolution of the }
old ideas keeps even pace with the dissolution of the old conditions 4

of existence.

When the ancient world was in its last throes, the ancient !
religions were overcome by Christianity. When Christian ideas |
succumbed in the 18th century to rationalist ideas, feudal society §
fought its death battle with the then revolutionary bourgeoisie. !
The ideas of religious liberty and freedom of conscience merely %
gave expression to the sway of free competition within the domain }

of knowledge.

“Undoubtedly,” it will be said, “religious, moral, philosophical
and juridical ideas have been modified in the course of historical }
development. But religion, morality, philosophy, political science, }

and law, constantly survived this change.”

“There are, besides, eternal truths, such as Freedom, J ustice,'_fi@_
etc., that are common to all states of society. But Communism }
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abolishes eternal truths, it abolishes all religion, and all morality,
nstead of constituting them on a new basis; it therefore acts
:n contradiction to all past historical experience.”

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

But whatever form they may have taken, one fact is common
to all past ages, viz., the exploitation of one part of society by
the other. No wonder, then, that the social consciousness of past
ages, despite all the multiplicity and variety it displays, moves
within certain common forms, or general ideas, which cannot
completely vanish except with the total disappearance of class
antagonisms. |

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

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
class, 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 instru-
ments of production in the hands of the State, i.e., of the prole-
tariat 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, there-
fore, which appear economically insufficient and untenable, but
which, in the course of the movement, outstrip themselves, neces-
sitate further inroads upon the old social order, and are unavoid-
able as a means of entirely revolutionising the mode of production.
t These measures will of course be different in difierent coun-
ries,

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

1. Abolition of property in land and application of all rents
0f land to public purposes.

2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

o. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

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

0. Centralisation of credit in the hands of the State, by means
oI 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.
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7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned
by the State; the bringing into cultivation of waste-lands, and 3
the improvement of the soil generally in accordance with a com-

mon plan.

8. Equal liability of all to labour. Establishment of industrial

armies, especially for agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; 3§
gradual abolition of the distinction between town and country, |
by a more equable distribution of the population over the country. 4

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, &e., &ec.

When, in the course of development, class distinctions have j
disappeared, and all production has been concentrated in the J
hands of a vast association of the whole nation, the public power ¥
will lose its political character. Political power, properly so 3
called, is merely the organised power of one class for oppressing 3
another. If the proletariat during its contest with the 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 3
class, and, as such, sweeps away by force the old conditions of }
production, then it will, along with these conditions, have swept 4
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 3

all.

Written in December 1847-January
1848

Originally published as a separate
~ edition in German in London in

English edition
February 1848
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KARL MARX

From WAGE LABOUR AND CAPITAL

[n 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 activi-
ties 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
internal organisation of the army necessarily changed; the rela-
tionships 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 individua