On Imperialism n India

KARL MARX

Marx’s way of analyzing the problems of an Asian society under European
imperial rule is reflected in these two articles which he wrote in English for
The New York Daily Tribune and which were printed in its issues of June
25 and August 8, 1853. Of special interest in the analysis is the conception
he entertained of Oriental despotism as an antique form of class society
with a ruling bureaucracy based on large-scale irrigation works. We may
note, too, his assumption that it was the fate of non-Western societies like
that of India to go the way of bourgeois development as seen in modern
Europe.

The British Rule in India
London, Friday, June 10, 1853

Hindostan is an Italy of Asiatic dimensions, the Himalayas for
the Alps, the Plains of Bengal for the Plains of Lombardy, the
Deccan for the Appenines, and the Isle of Ceylon for the Island of
Sicily. The same rich variety in the products of the soil, and the
same dismemberment in the political configuration. Just as Italy has,
from time to time, been compressed by the conqueror’s sword into
different national masses, so do we find Hindostan, when not under
the pressure of the Mohammedan, or the Mogul, or the Briton, dis-
solved into as many independent and conflicting States as it num-
bered towns, or even villages. Yet, in a social point of view, Hindo-
stan is not the Italy, but the Ireland of the East. And this strange
combination of Italy and of Ireland, of a world of voluptuousness
and of a world of woes, is anticipated in the ancient traditions of
the religion of Hindostan. That religion is at once a religion of sen-
sualist exuberance, and a religion of self-torturing asceticism; a reli-
gion of the Lingam and of the Juggernaut; the religion of the
Monk, and of the Bayadere.
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I share not the opinion of those who believe in a golden age of
Hindostan, without recurring, however, like Sir Charles Wood, for
the confirmation of my view, to the authority of Khuli-Khan. But
take, for example, the times of Aurung-Zcbe; or the epoch, when
the Mogul appeared in the North, and the Portuguese in the South;
or the age of Mohammedan invasion, and of the Heptarchy® in
Southern India; or, if you will, go still more back to antiquity, take
the mythological chronology of the Brahmin himself, who places
the commencement of Indian misery in an epoch even more remote
than the Christian creation of the world.

There cannot, however, remain any doubt but that the misery
inflicted by the British on Hindostan is of an essentially different
and infinitely more intensive kind than all Hindostan had to suffer
before. I do not allude to European despotism, planted upon
Asiatic despotism, by the British Fast India Company,? forming a
more monstrous combination than any of the divine monsters star-
tling us in the temple of Salsette.® This is no distinctive feature of
British colonial rule, but only an imitation of the Dutch, and so
much so that in order to characterise the working of the British
East India Company, it is sufficient to literally repeat what Sir
Stamford Raffles, the English Governor of Java, said of the old
Dutch East India Company:

“The Dutch Company, actuated solely by the spirit of gain, and
viewing their subjects with less regard or consideration than a West
India planter formerly viewed a gang upon his estate, because the
latter had paid the purchase money of human property, which the
other had not, emploved all the existing machinery of despotism to
squeeze from the people their utmost mite of contribution, the last
dregs of their labour, and thus aggravated the evils of a capricious
and semi-barbarous Government, by working it with all the prac-

- tised ingenuity of politicians, and all the monopolising selfishness of
traders.”

All the civil wars, invasions, revolutions, conquests, famines,
strangely complex, rapid and destructive as the successive action in
Hindostan may appear, did not go deeper than its surface. England
has broken down the entire framework of Indian society, without

1. The conventional designation in Eng-
lish history of the seven Saxon King-
doms (sixth to eighth century). Marx
by analogy uses this term here to de-
note the feudal dismemberment of the
Deccan before its conquest by the
Moslems.

2. The British East India Company
was organised in 1600 for the purpose
of carrying on a monopoly trade with
India. Under cover of the Company's

“trading” operations the English cap-
italists conquered the country and gov-
erned it for decades. During the In-
dian uprising of 1857—1859 the Com-
pany was dissolved and the British
“mocnwu_u._n:ﬁ began to rule India direct-
y.

3. A cave temple situated on the island
of that name near the city of Bombay.
It contains a huge number of stone
carvings.
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any symptoms of reconstitution yet appearing. This loss of his old
world, with no gain of a new one, imparts a particular kind of mel-
ancholy to the present misery of the Hindoo, and separates Hindo-
stan, ruled by Britain, from all its ancient traditions, and from the
whole of its past history.

There have been in Asia, generally, from immemorial times, but
three departments of Government: that of Finance, or the plunder
of the interior; that of War, or the plunder of the exterior; and,
finally, the department of Public Works. Climate and territorial
conditions, especially the vast tracts of desert, extending from the
Sahara, through Arabia, Persia, India and Tartary, to the most ele-
vated Asiatic highlands, constituted artificial irrigation by canals
and waterworks the basis of Oriental agriculture. As in Egypt and
India, inundations are used for fertilising the soil of Mesopotamia,
Persia, etc.; advantage is taken of a high level for feeding irrigative
canals. This prime necessity of an economical and common use of
water, which, in the Occident, drove private enterprise to voluntary
association, as in Flanders and Italy, necessitated, in the Orient
where civilisation was too low and the territorial extent too vast to
call into life voluntary association, the interference of the centralis-
ing power of Government. Hence an economical function devolved
upon all Asiatic Governments the function of providing public
works. This artificial fertilisation of the soil, dependent on a Central
Government, and immediately decaying with the neglect of irriga-
tion and drainage, explains the otherwise strange fact that we now
find whole territories barren and desert that were once brilliantly
cultivated, as Palmyra, Petra, the ruins in Yemen, and large prov-
inces of Egypt, Persia and Hindostan; it also explains how a single
war of devastation has been able to depopulate a country for centu-
ries, and to strip it of all its civilisation.

Now, the British in East India accepted from their predecessors
the department of finance and of war, but they have neglected
entirely that of public works. Hence the deterioration of an agricul-
ture which is not capable of being conducted on the British princi-
ple of free competition, of laissez-faire and laissez-aller. But in
Asiatic empires we are quite accustomed to see agriculture deterio-
rating under one government and reviving again under some other
government. There the harvests correspond to good or bad govern-
ment, as they change in Europe with good or bad seasons. Thus the
oppression and neglect of agriculture, bad as it is, could not be
looked upon as the final blow dealt to Indian society by the British
intruder, had it not been attended by a circumstance of quite differ-
ent importance, a novelty in the annals of the whole Asiatic world.
However changing the political aspect of India’s past must appear,
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its social condition has remained unaltered since its remotest antiq-
uity, until the first decennium of the 1gth century. The hand-loom
and the spinning-wheel, producing their regular myriads of spinners
and weavers, were the pivots of the structure of that society. From
immemorial times, Europe received the admirable textures of
Indian labour, sending in return for them her precious metals, and
furnishing thereby his material to-the goldsmith, that indispensable
member of Indian society, whose love of finery is so great that even
the lowest class, those who go about nearly naked, have_commonly
a pair of golden ear-rings and a gold ornament of some kind hung
round their necks. Rings on the fingers and toes have also been
common. Women as well as children frequently wore massive brace-
lets and anklets of gold or silver, and statuettes of divinities in gold
and silver were met with in the households. It was the British
intruder who broke up the Indian handloom and destroyed the
spinning wheel. England began with driving the Indian cottons
from the European market; it then introduced twist into Hindostan
and in the end inundated the very mother country of cotton with
cottons. From 1818 to 1836 the Q%o; of twist from Great Britain
to India rose in the proportion of 1 to 5,200. In 1824 the export of
British muslins to India hardly amounted to 1,000,000 yards while
in 1837 it surpassed 64,000,000 yards. But at the same time the
population of Dacca decreased from 150,000 inhabitants to 20,000.
This decline of Indian towns celebrated for their fabrics was by no
means the worst consequence. British steam and science uprooted,
over the whole surface of Hindostan, the union between agricul-
tural and manufacturing industry.

These two circumstances—the Hindoo, on the one hand, leaving,
like all Oriental peoples, to the central government the care of the
great public works, the prime condition of his agriculture and com-
merce, dispersed, on the other hand over the surface of the country,
and agglomerated in small centres by the domestic union of agricul-
tural and manufacturing pursuits—these two circumstances had
brought about, since the remotest times, a social system of particu-
lar features—the so-called village system, which gave to each of
these small unions their independent organisation and distinct life.
The peculiar character of this system may be judged from the fol-
lowing description, contained in an old official report of the British
House of Commons on Indian affairs:

“A village, geographically considered, is a tract of country com-
prising some hundred or thousand acres of arable and waste lands;
politically viewed it resembles a corporation or township. Its proper
establishment of officers and servants consists of the following
descriptions: the potail, or head inhabitant, who has generally the
superintendence of the affairs of the village, settles the disputes of
the inhabitants, attends to the police, and performs the duty of col-
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lecting the revenue within his village, a duty which his personal
influence and minute acquaintance with the situation and concerns
of the people render him the best qualified for this charge. The
kurnum keeps the accounts of cultivation, and registers everything
connected with it. The Tallier and the totie, the duty of the former
of which consists in gaining information of crimes and offences, and
in escorting and protecting persons travelling from one village to
another; the province of the latter appearing to be more immedi-
ately confined to the village, consisting, among other duties, in
guarding the crops and assisting in measuring them. The boundary
man, who preserves the limits of the village, or gives evidence
respecting them in cases of dispute. The Superintendent of Tanks
and Watercourses distributes the water for the purposes of agricul-
ture. The Brahmin, who performs the village worship. The school-
master, who is seen teaching the children in a village to read and
write in the sand. The calendar-Brahmin, or astrologer, etc. These
officers and servants generally constitute the establishment of a vil-
lage; but in some parts of the country it is of less extent; some of the
duties and functions above described being united in the same
person; in others it exceeds the above-named number of individuals.
Under this simple form of municipal government, the inhabitants
of the country have lived from time immemorial. The boundaries of
the villages have been but seldom altered; and though the villages
themselves have been sometimes injured, and even desolated by
war, famine or disease, the same name, the same limits, the same
interests, and even the same families, have continued for ages. The
inhabitants gave themselves no trouble about the breaking up and
divisions of kingdoms; while the village remains entire, they care
not to what power it is transferred, or to what sovereign it devolves;
its internal economy remains unchanged. The potail is still the head
inhabitant, and still acts as the petty judge or magistrate, and
collector or Tentor of the village.”

These small stercotype forms of social organism have been to the
greater part dissolved, and are disappearing, not so much through
the brutal interference of the British tax-gatherer and the British
soldier, as to the working of English steam and English free trade.
Those family-communities were based on domestic industry, in that
peculiar combination of hand-weaving, hand-spinning and hand-till-
ing agriculture which gave them self-supporting power. English
interference having placed the spinner in Lancashire and the weaver
in Bengal, or sweeping away both Hindoo spinner and weaver, dis-
solved these small semi-barbarian, semi-civilised communities, by
blowing up their economical basis, and thus produced the greatest,
and, to speak the truth, the only social revolution ever heard of in
Asia,

Now, sickening as it must be to human feeling to witness those
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hardly transpires through a heap of ruins. Nevertheless it has begun.

The political unity of India, more consolidated, and extending
farther than it ever did under the Great Moguls, was the first condi-
tion of its regeneration. That unity, imposed by the British sword,
will now be strengthened and perpetuated by the electric telegraph.
The native army, organised and trained by the British drill-sergeant,
was the sine qua non of Indian self-emancipation, and of India ceas-
ing to be the prey of the first foreign intruder. The free press, intro-
duced for the first time into Asiatic society, and managed princi-
pally by the common offspring of Hindoo and Europeans, is a new
and powerful agent of reconstruction. The Zemindars and
Ryotwar® themselves, abominable as they are, involve two distinct
forms of private property in land—the great desideratum of Asiatic
society. From the Indian natives, reluctantly and sparingly edu-
cated at Calcutta, under English superintendence, a fresh class is
springing up, endowed with the requirements for government and
imbued with European science. Steam has brought India into regu-
lar and rapid communication with Europe, has connected its chief
ports with those of the whole south-eastern ocean, and has revindi-
cated it from the isolated position which was the prime law of its
stagnation. The day is not far distant when, by a combination of
railways and steam vessels, the distance between England and India,
measured by time, will be shortened to eight days, and when that
once fabulous country will thus be actually annexed to the Western
world. :

The ruling classes of Great Britain have had, till now, but an
accidental, transitory and exceptional interest in the progress of
India. The aristocracy wanted to conquer it, the moneyocracy to
plunder it, and the millocracy to undersell it. But now the tables
are turned. The millocracy have discovered that the transformation
of India into a reproductive country has become of vital importance
to them, and that, to that end, it is necessary, above all, to gift her
with means of irrigation and of internal communication. They
intend now drawing a net of railways over India. And they will do
it. The results must be inappreciable.

It is notorious that the productive powers of India are paralysed
by the utter want of means for conveying and exchanging its various
produce. Nowhere, more than in India, do we meet with social des-
titution in the midst of natural plenty, for want of the means of
exchange. It was proved before a Committee of the British House

1. Zemindars: New big landowners who India. Ryofwar: A system of renting
were established by the British from land to peasants for an unlimited per-

among former tax collectors and mer-
chant-usurers through the expropriation
of the Indian peasantry. The zemindar
system was widespread in Northeast

iod of time. Introduced by the British
in the South of India, it permitted them
to let land to peasants on extremely
Onerous terms.
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of Commons, which sat in 1848, that “when grain was selling from
6s. to 8s. a quarter at Kandeish, it was sold at 64s. to 70s. at Poonah,
where the people were dying in the streets of famine, without the
possibility of gaining supplies from Kandeish, because the clay-roads
were impracticable.”

The introduction of railways may be easily made to subserve agri-
cultural purposes by the formation of tanks, where ground is
required for embankment, and by the conveyance of water along
the different lines. Thus irrigation, the sine qua non of farming in
the East, might be greatly extended, and the frequently recurring
local famines, arising from the want of water, would be averted.
The general importance of railways, viewed under this head, must
become evident, when we remember that irrigated lands, even in
the district near Ghauts, pay three times as much in taxes, afford
ten or twelve times as much employment, and yield twelve or
fifteen times as much profit, as the same area without irrigation.

Railways will afford the means of diminishing the amount and
the cost of the military establishments. Col. Warren, Town Major
of the Fort St. William, stated before a Select Committee of the
House of Commons:

“The practicability of receiving intelligence from distant parts of
the country in as many hours as at present it requires days and even
weeks, and of sending instructions with troops and stores, in the
more brief period, are considerations which cannot be too highly
estimated. Troops could be kept at more distant and healthier sta-
tions than at present, and much loss of life from sickness would by
this means be spared. Stores could not to the same extent be
required at the various dépéts, and the loss by decay, and the
destruction incidental to the climate, would also be avoided. The
number of troops might be diminished in direct proportion to their
effectiveness.”

We know that the municipal organisation and the economical
basis of the village communities has been broken up, but their
worst feature, the dissolution of society into stereotyped and discon-
nected atoms, has survived their vitality. The village isolation pro-
duced the absence of roads in India, and the absence of roads per-
petuated the village isolation. On this plan a community existed
with a given scale of low conveniences, almost without intercourse
with other villages, without the desires and efforts indispensable to
social advance. The British having broken up this self-sufficient iner-
tia of the villlages, railways will provide the new want of communi-
cation and intercourse. Besides, “one of the effects of the railway
system will be to bring into every village affected by it such knowl-
edge of the contrivances and appliances of other countries, and such
means of obtaining them, as will first put the hereditary and stipen-
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diary village artisanship of India to full proof of its capabilities, and
then supply its defects.” (Chapman, The Cotton and Commerce of
India.)

I know that the English millocracy intend to endow India with
railways with the exclusive view of extracting at diminished expen-

ses the cotton and other raw materials for their manufactures. But

when you have once introduced machinery into the locomotion of a
country, which possesses iron and coals, you are unable to withhold
it from its fabrication. You cannot maintain a net of railways over
an immense country without introducing all those industrial proc-
esses necessary to meet the immediate and current wants of railway
locomotion, and out of which there must grow the application of
machinery to those branches of industry not immediately connected
with railways. The railway-system will therefore become, in India,
truly the forerunner of modern industry. This is the more certain as
the Hindoos are allowed by British authorities themselves to possess
particular aptitude for accommodating themselves to entirely new
labour, and acquiring the requisite knowledge of machinery. Ample
proof of this fact is afforded by the capacities and expertness of the
native engineers in the Calcutta mint, where they have been for
years employed in working the steam machinery, by the natives
attached to the several steam engines in the Hurdwar coal districts
and by other instances. Mr. Campbell himself, greatly influenced as
he is by the prejudices of the East India Company, is obliged to
avow “that the great mass of the Indian people possesses a great
industrial energy, is well fitted to accumulate capital, and remarka-
ble for a mathematical clearness of head, and talent for figures and
exact sciences.” “Their intellects,” he says, “are excellent.” Modemn
industry, resulting from the railway-system, will dissolve the heredi-
tary divisions of labour, upon which rest the Indian castes, those
decisive impediments to Indian progress and Indian power.

All the English bourgeoisie may be forced to do will neither
emancipate nor materially mend the social condition of the mass of
the people, depending not only on the development of the produc-
tive powers, but on their appropriation by the people. But what
they will not fail to do is to lay down the material premises for
both. Has the bourgeoisie ever done more? Has it ever affected a
progress without dragging individuals and peoples through blood
and dirt, through misery and degradation?

The Indians will not reap the fruits of the new elements of
society scattered among them by the British bourgeoisie, till in
Great Britain itself the now ruling classes shall have been sup-
planted by the industrial proletariat, or till the Hindoos themselves
shall have grown strong enough to throw off the English yoke alto-
gether. At all events, we may safely expect to see, at a more or less
remote period, the regeneration of that great and interesting coun-
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try, whose gentle natives are, to use the expression of Prince Solty-
kov, even in the most inferior classes, “plus fins et plus adroits que
les Italiens,”” whose submission even is counterbalanced by a cer-
tain calm nobility, who, notwithstanding their natural languor, have
astonished the British officers by their bravery, whose country has
been the source of our languages, our religions, and who represent
the type of the ancient German in the Jat and the type of the
ancient Greek in the Brahmin 8

I cannot part with the subject of India without some concluding
remarks.

The profound hypocrisy and inherent barbarism of bourgeois civ-
ilisation lies unveiled before our eyes, turning from its home, where
it assumes respectable forms, to the colonies, where it goes naked.
They are the defenders of property, but did any revolutionary party
ever originate agrarian revolutions like those in Bengal, in Madras,
and in Bombay? Did they not, in India, to borrow an expression of
that great robber, Lord Clive himself, resort to atrocious extortion,
when simple corruption could not keep pace with their rapacity?
While they prated in Europe about the inviolable sanctity of the
national debt, did they not confiscate in India the dividends of the
rajahs, who had invested their private savings in the Company’s
own funds? While they combatted the French revolution under the
pretext of defending “our holy religion,” did they not forbid, at the
same time, Christianity to be propagated in India, and did they not,
in order to make money out of the pilgrims streaming to the tem-
ples of Orissa and Bengal, take up the trade in the murder and pros-
titution perpetrated in the temple of Juggernaut? These are the
men of “Property, Order, Family, and Religion.”

The devastating effects of English industry, when contemplated
with regard to India, a country as vast as Europe, and containing
150 millions of acres, are palpable and confounding. But we must
not forget that they are only the organic results of the whole system
of production as it is now constituted. That production rests on the
supreme rule of capital. The centralisation of capital is essential to
the existence of capital as an independent power. The destructive
influence of that centralisation upon the markets of the world does
but reveal, in the most gigantic dimensions, the inherent organic
laws of political economy now at work in every civilised town. The
bourgeois period of history has to create the material basis of the
new world—on the one hand the universal intercourse founded
upon the mutual dependency of mankind, and the means of that
intercourse; on the other hand the development of the productive
powers of man and the transformation of material production into a

7. Marx quotes from A. D. Soltykov’s caste in Northwest India. Brahmin: A
book Lettres sur I'Inde, Paris, 1848, member of the highest Hindu caste.
8. Jat: A member of an agricultural
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scientific domination of natural agencies. Bourgeois industry and
commerce create these material conditions of a new world in the
same way as geological revolutions have created the surface of the
carth. When a great social revolution shall have mastered the re-
sults of the bourgeois epoch, the market of the world and the mod-
em powers of production, and subjected them to the common
control of the most advanced peoples, then only will human prog-
ress cease to resemble that hideous pagan idol, who would not drink
the nectar but from the skulls of the slain.



Manifesto of the Communist Party
MARX AND ENGELS

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

Preface to the German Edition of 1872

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

1. The February Revolution in France, 1848.
469
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aliste of New York. A new translation is in the course of prepar
tion. A Polish version appeared in London shortly after it was f
published in German. A Russian translation was published
Geneva in the sixties. Into Danish, too, it was translated short
after its first appearance. :
However much the state of things may have altered during ¢
last twenty-five years, the general principles laid down in this Man
festo are, on the whole, as correct today as ever. Here and the
some detail might be improved. The practical application of the
principles will depend, as the Manifesto itself states, everywher
and at all times, on the historical conditions for the time bein
existing, and, for that reason, no special stress is laid on the revols
tionary measures proposed at the end of Section II. That passage
would, in many respects, be very differently worded today. In view
of the gigantic strides of Modern Industry in the last twenty-five
years, and of the accompanying improved and extended party orga-
nisation of the working class, in view of the practical experience
gained, first in the February Revolution, and then, still more, in
the Paris Commune, where the proletariat for the first time hel
political power for two whole months, this programme has in some
details become antiquated. One thing especially was proved by the
Commune, viz., that “the working class cannot simply lay hold of
the ready-made State machinery, and wield it for its own purposes.”
(See The Civil War in France: Address of the General Council of
the International Working Men’s Association, London, Trulove,
1871, p. 15, where this point is further developed.)? Further, it is
self-evident that the criticism of socialist literature is deficient in
relation to the present time, because it comes down only to 1847;
also, that the remarks on the relation of the Communists to the
various opposition parties (Section IV), although in principle still |
correct, yet in practice are antiquated, because the political situa-
tion has been entirely changed, and the progress of history has
swept from off the earth the greater portion of the political parties
there enumerated. :
But, then, the Manifesto has become a historical document
which we have no longer any right to ‘alter. A subsequent edition
may perhaps appear with an introduction bridging the gap from

1847 to the present day; this reprint was too unexpected to leave us
time for that.

Revolutionary Program and Strategy

London, June 24, 1872 Friedrich Engels

Karl Marx

2. See Engels’ comment, p. 627, below. [R. 1A
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Preface to the Russian Edition of 1882

The first Russian edition of the Manifesto of the Oo.SE:E&
Party, translated by Bakunin, was published early in the mirn% U.m
the printing office of the Kolokol. Then the West could see in it
(the Russian edition of the Manifesto) onmly a literary curiosity.
Such a view would be impossible today. : ;

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

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

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

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

3. The date is not correct; the edition referred to appeared in 1869.
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develop, more than half the land owned in common by the peas.
ants. Now the question is: Can the Russian obshchina,® though
greatly undermined, yet a form of the primeval common ownershig
of Fum,.vmmm directly to the higher form of communist comme
ownership? Or, on the contrary, must it first pass through the sam
process of dissolution as constitutes the historical evolution of the
West? 4

The mﬁ_w answer to that possible today is this: If the Russia
Revolution becomes the signal for a proletarian revolution in thy
West, so that both complement each other, the present Russiax
common ownership of land may serve as the starting-point for
communist development.
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London, January 21, 1882 Friedrich m..zms.w i

Karl Marx

Preface to the German Edition of 1883

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

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

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

Friedrich Engels

London, June 28, 1883

4. Village community.
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MANIFESTO
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY

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

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

Two things result from this fact.

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

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

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

I. Bourgeois and Proletarians®

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

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

5. By bourgeoisie is meant the class of  been the primitive form of society
modern Capitalists, owners of the everywhere from India to Ireland. The
means of social production and employ-  inner organisation of this primitive
ers of wage-labour, By proletariat, the Communistic society was laid bare, in
class of modern wage-labourers who, its typical form, by Morgan’s crowning

having no means of production of their
own, are reduced to selling their la-
bour-power in order to live. [Engels,
English edition of 1888]

6. That is, all written history. In 1847,
the pre-history of society, the social or-
zanisation existing previous to recorded
history, was all but unknown. Since
then, Haxthausen discovered common
ownership of land in Russia, Maurer
proved it to be the social foundation
from which all Teutonic races started
in history, and by and by village com-
munities were found to be, or to have

discovery of the true nature of the
gens and its relation to the tribe. With
the dissolution of these primaeval com-
munities society begins to be differen-
tiated into separate and finally antag-
onistic classes. I have attempted to
retrace this process of dissolution in:
“Per Ursprung der Familie, des Privat-
eigenthums und des Staats” [The Ori-
gin of the Family, Private Property
and the State], 2nd edition, Stuttgart
1886. [Engels, English edition of
1888]
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guild-master” and journeyman, in a word, oppressor and oppressed,
stood in constant opposition to one another, carried on an uninter.

rupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, :
cither 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 manifold

gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians,

knights, plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords, vassals,
guild-masters, journeymen, apprentices, serfs; in almost all of these
classes, again, subordinate gradations.

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

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however, this
distinetive feature: it has simplified the class antagonisms: Society
as a whole is more and more splitting up into two great hostile
camps, into two great classes directly facing each other: Bourgeoisie
and Proletariat.

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

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

The feudal system of industry, under which industrial production
was monopolised by closed guilds, now no longer sufficed for the
growing wants of the new markets. The manufacturing system took
its place. The guild-masters were pushed on one side by the manu-
facturing 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 manu-
facture 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.

7. Guild-master, that is, a full member of a guild. [Engels, English edition of
of a guild, a master within, not a head 1888]
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Modern industry has established the world-market, for which the
discovery of America paved the way. This market has given an
immense development to commerce, to navigation, to communica-
tion by land. This development has, in its turn, reacted on the
extension of industry; and in proportion as industry, commerce,
navigation, railways extended, in the same proportion the bourgeoi-
sie developed, increased its capital, and pushed into the background
every class handed down from the Middle Ages.

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

Fach step in the development of the bourgeoisie was accompa-
nied by a corresponding political advance of that class. An
oppressed class under the sway of the feudal nobility, an m:s@_”_, and
self-governing association in the mediaeval commune;® here inde-
pendent urban republic (as in Italy and Germany), there n.:ﬁmzm
“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, comer-stone of the great monarchies in general, the bourgeoi-
sic has at last, since the establishment of Modern Industry and of
the world-market, conquered for itself, in the modern Hmwamo:ﬁm:ﬁ
State, exclusive political sway. The executive of the modern State is
but a committee for managing the common affairs of the whole
bourgeoisie. .

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

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an
end to all feudal, patriarchal, idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn
asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his “natural supe-
riors,” and has left remaining no other nexus between man and
man than naked self-interest, than callous “cash payment.” It has
drowned the most heavenly ecstasies of religious fervour, of chival-
rous enthusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism, in ;o. icy water of
egotistical calculation. It has resolved personal s”o:r mnto exchange
value, and in place of the numberless indefeasible chartered free-
doms, has set up that single, unconscionable ?ow&oa|5.wn Trade.
In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious and political illu-
sions, it has substituted naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation.

8. “Commune’”’ was the name taken, in development, France. [Engels, English
France, by the nascent towns even ?,u. am&o.a of 1888] : ; w
fore they had conquered from their This was the name given their urban
feudal lords and masters local self- communities by the townsmen of Italy
government and political rights as the and France, »H.ﬂma. n.r.mw r.mn purchased
“Third Estate.” Generally speaking, or wrested their z.::m,_ rights of self-
for the economical development of the government from their feudal lords.
bourgeoisie, England is here taken as [Engels, German edition of 1890]

the typical country; for its political



vm:o.ﬁ& mﬂa woowmm up to with reverent awe. It has converted th
physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, the man of scj I

] : yer, ; ; of scienc

1ts paid wage-labourers. : T

The bourgeoisie has torn away from the family its mmsmEm:Ef.

veil, and has reduced the family relation to a mere money relation

The vocm.maomﬂ.o has disclosed how it came to pass that the brutal
display of vigour in the Middle Ages, which Reactionists so much
admire, found its fitting complement in the most slothful indo-

lence. It has been the first to show what man’s activity can bring

m_u.o_.;. It has accomplished wonders far surpassing Egvpti
Eamm.w.,oam; aqueducts, and Gothic omnrnmmaﬁ W rw_wwﬂﬂwcﬂmm
MHMQOM_MMMMMTR put in the shade all former Exoduses of nations
The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly revolutionising
the instruments of production, and thereby the relations of produc-
tion, and with them the whole relations of society. Conservation of
the old modes of production in unaltered form, was, on the contra
the first condition of existence for all earlier industrial classes Ooﬂ.,
stant revolutionising of production, uninterrupted disturbance of all
social conditions, everlasting uncertainty and agitation distinguish
LS Uogmmmo_m epoch from all earlier ones. All fixed, fast-frozen rela-
tions, with their train of ancient and venerable prejudices and opin--
10ms, are swept away, all new-formed ones become antiquated before
they can ossify. All that is solid melts into air, all that is holy is pro-
faned, and man is at last compelled to face with sober senses, his
real conditions of life, and his relations with his kind. ol
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
stven 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 mHo:nm_ on which it
stood. All old-established national industries have been destroyed or
are daily being destroyed. They are dislodged by new industries
&Smm introduction becomes a life and death question for all civic
lised nations, by industries that no longer work up indigenous raw
E,m»anmr but raw material drawn from the remotest zones; indus-
tries whose products are consumed, not only at home, but m.,: every
quarter of the globe. In place of the old Emm_a, satisfied by the pro-
n_cﬁ,uoum of the country, we find new wants, requiring for their satis-
faction the products of distant lands and climes. In place of the old
H,oo.,: and ammo:a seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse
n cvery direction, universal inter-dependence of nations. And as in
material, so also in intellectual production. The intellectual creations
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of individual nations become common property. National one-sided-
ness and narrow-mindedness become more and more impossible,
and from the numerous national and local literatures, there arises a
world literature.

The bourgeoisie, by the rapid improvement of all instruments of
production, by the immensely facilitated means of communication,
draws all, even the most barbarian, nations into civilisation. The
cheap prices of its commaodities are the heavy artillery with which it
batters down all Chinese walls, with which it forces the barbarians’
intensely obstinate hatred of foreigners to capitulate. It compels all
nations, on pain of extinction, to adopt the bourgeois mode of pro-
duction; 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 image. !

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

The bourgeoisie keeps more and more doing away with the scat-
tered state of the population, of the means of production, and of
property. It has agglomerated population, centralised means of pro-
duction, and has concentrated property in a few hands. The neces-
'sary consequence of this was political centralisation. Independent,
or but looselv 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 one customs-tariff.

The 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 forces to
man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry and agricul-
ture, steam-navigation, railways, electric telegraphs, clearing of
whole continents for cultivation, canalisation of rivers, whole popu-
lations 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 agricul-
ture and manufacturing industry, in one word, the feudal relations
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of property became no longer compatible with the already devel-

oped productive forces; they became so many fetters. They had to

be burst asunder; they were burst asunder, 3

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

A similar movement is going on before our own eyes. Modemn
bourgeois society with its relations of production, of exchange and
of property, a society that has conjured up such gigantic means of
production and of exchange, is like the sorcerer, who is no longer.
able to control the powers of the nether world whom he has called
up by his spells. For many a decade past the history of industry and
commerce is but the history of the revolt of modern productive
forces against modem conditions of production, against the prop-
erty relations that are the conditions for the existence of the bour-
geoisie and of its rule. It is enough to mention the commercial
crises that by their periodical return put on its trial, each time more
threateningly, the existence of the entire bourgeois society. In these
crises a great part not only of the existing products, but also of the
previously created productive forces, are periodically destroyed. In
these crises there breaks out an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs,
would have seemed an absurdity—the epidemic of over-production.
Society suddenly finds itself put back into a state of momentary bar-
barism: it appears as if a famine, a universal war of devastation had
cut off the supply of every means of subsistence: industry and com-
merce seem to be destroyed; and why? Because there is too much
civilisation, too much means of subsistence, too much industry, too
much commerce. The productive forces at the disposal of society no
longer tend to further the development of the conditions of bour-
geois property; on the contrary, they have become too powerful
for these conditions, by which they are fettered. and so soon as they
overcome these fetters, they bring disorder into the whole of bour-
geois society, endanger the existence of bourgeois property. The con-
ditions of bourgeois society are too narrow to comprise the wealth
created by them. And how does the bourgeoisie get over these
crises? On the one hand by enforced destruction of a mass of pro-
ductive forces; on the other, by the conquest of new markets, and
by the more thorough exploitation of the old ones, That is to say,
by paving the way for more extensive and more destructive crises,
and by diminishing the means whereby crises are prevented.

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

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

In proportion as the bourgeoisie, i.c., capital, is developed, in the
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same proportion is the ?ommﬁmamw the modern éoﬂfﬂm &mmmm_ mmﬁ“w_w.
oped—a class of labourers, who live only so long as they fin é.w _‘
and who find work only so long as their labour increases capital.
These labourers, who must sell themselves piece-meal, are a oo:_g-
modity, like every other article of commerce, and are nM:mM@:MHM
exposed to all the vicissitudes of competition, to all the fluctuation
: ket. 55
4 %memmomﬁ:m extensive use of :SnE:oQ.»na to division of Hm_uosm
the work of the proletarians has lost all individual character, m::.
consequently, all charm for the workman. He becomes an mEuo.wS‘
dage of the machine, and it is only the most simple, most EﬁcﬁwH .
nous, and most easily acquired knack, that is required o : E.M
Hence, the cost of production of a workman is 8&:2&1 a ENM.
entirely, to the means of subsistence .wrm» he requires mo.ﬂ ?ME»SE.
nance, and for the propagation of his race. But the price om a o% .
modity, and therefore also of labour,? is equal to its cost oﬁwﬂo sw
tion. In proportion, therefore, as the Aowuwzmnmwm of *r g.m EOM*
increases, the wage decreases. Nay more, in proportion as the cww.
machinery and division of labour increases, in the same ,EovoHﬂ Mﬂa
the burden of toil also increases, whether by ‘ﬁHoHo.:mmro.: o do
working hours, by increase %m the work exacted in a given time or by
i seed of the machinery, etc. ;
H:ﬁmwmn”_m:m:&:.. has converted the little éo&.awov of the ﬂﬂ:ﬁ.
chal master into the great factory of the Ea:&:ﬂ nmm;m_aw. . mmwmw
of labourers, crowded into the factory, are organised like soldiers. M
privates of the industrial army they are placed under E.J ,.ooaﬁmﬁ
of a perfect hierarchy of officers and sergeants. Not on y M_w:w M:M
slaves of the bourgeois class, and of Eo bourgeois State; 4 1ey :
daily and hourly enslaved by the machine, by the over-loo mw,mmﬁ i
above all, by the individual bourgeois :mmn:?nw:_ﬂoﬁ ?Emn&. 'he
more ovasrﬂ this despotism proclaims gain to be its end M._M._.w aim,
the more petty, the more hateful and the more mﬂ,c_:.m:nm it is. :
The less the skill and exertion of mq@:.mg implied in EME:M
labour, in other words, the more modern industry vmoou.mmm miﬂ -
oped, the more is the labour of men superseded by that of waoEMm_.
Differences of age and sex have no longer any distinctive so 2
validity for the working class. All mﬂw _:ﬁ:::ﬁwgmwxom labour, more
5 pensive to use, according to their age an :
_Swﬂwxmmosmw is: the mﬁu_o:m%o: of the labourer by the Ewszmﬂw
turer, so far, at an end, that he receives his wages in RWF_H HMM_ it
is set upon by the other ﬁow:csm of the bourgeoisie, the landlord,
-eper, the pawnbroker, etc.
ﬁrﬁﬁomwﬂm@% qumﬁmmo* the middle class—the small :m@omwMO@M
shopkeepers, and retired tradesmen generally, the handicraftsm

i hi
9. Subsequently Marx pointed out that the worker sells not his labour but his
labour power.
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and peasants—all these sink gradually into the proletariat, _um:@...

because their diminutive capital does not suffice for the scale on
which Modern Industry is carried on, and is swamped in the com-
petition with the large capitalists, partly because their specialised
skill is rendered worthless by new methods of production. Thus the
proletariat is recruited from all classes of the population.

The proletariat goes through various stages of development. With

its birth begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie. At first the contest
is carried on by individual labourers, then by the workpeople of a
factory, then by the operatives of one trade, in one locality, against
the individual bourgeois who directly exploits them. They direct
their attacks not against the bourgeois 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 factories ablaze, they seek to restore by force
the vanished status of the workman of the Middle Ages.

At this stage the labourers still form an incoherent mass scattered
over the whole country, and broken up by their mutual competi-
tion. If anywhere they unite to form more compact bodies, this is
not yet the consequence of their own active union, but of the union
of the bourgeoisie, which class, in order to attain its own political
ends, is compelled to set the whole proletariat in motion, and is
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 bourgeoisie. Thus the whole his-
torical movement is concentrated in the hands of the bourgeoisie;
every victory so obtained is a victory for the bourgeoisie.

But with the development of industry the proletariat not only
increases in number; it becomes concentrated in greater masses, its
strength grows, and it feels that strength more. The various interests
and conditions of life within the ranks of the proletariat are more
and more equalised, in proportion as machinery obliterates all dis-
tinctions of labour, and nearly everywhere reduces wages to the
same low level. The growing competition among the bourgeois, and
the resulting commercial crises, make the wages of the workers ever
more fluctuating. The unceasing improvement of machinery, ever
more rapidly developing, makes their livelihood more and more pre-
carious; the collisions between individual workmen and individual
bourgeois take more and more the character of collisions between
two classes. Thereupon the workers begin to form combinations
(Trades Unions) against the bourgeois; they club together in order
to keep up the rate of wages; they found permanent associations in
order to make provision beforehand for these occasional revolts.
Here and there the contest breaks out into riots.
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Now and then the workers are victorious, ‘.UE o&m for a time.
The real fruit of their battles lies, not in the _Eaamﬂmﬁw result, but
in the ever-expanding union of the s,oa..naa.. This union is r&wn% ﬂﬂ
by the improved means of communication that are created by
modemn industry and that place the workers of different localities in
contact with one another. It was just this contact that was needed
to centralise the numerous local struggles, all of the same character,
into one national struggle between classes. But every class struggle Hw
a political struggle. And that union, to attain which the burghers o
the Middle Ages, with their 5;9@5 r_mrémﬁ»mm@ﬁ:mm centuries,
the modem proletarians, thanks to railways, achieve in a few years.

This organisation of the ﬁao_nﬂm&m.:m into a class, and o.o:ﬂn.
quently into a political party, is continually being upset again by
the competition between the workers themselves. But _,H. ever rises
up again, stronger, firmer, mightier. It compels legislative _.mowmﬂ_-
tion of particular interests of the workers, by taking mmqmsn_mn%:ﬂ he
divisions among the bourgeoisie itself. Thus the ten-hours b in

d was carried. .
m:mm“w_mw?mﬂ collisions between the classes of the old moo_o@. mcn%ﬂb
in many ways, the course of development of the wﬂoym»mm_mﬁ » M
bourgeoisie finds itself involved in a constant battle. At first witl
the aristocracy; later on, with those portions of the _uonam.wo_m_.w
itself, whose interests have become antagonistic to the progress w
industry; at all times, with the bourgeoisie of foreign countries. In
all these battles it sees itself compelled to appeal to ,z._o proletariat,
to ask for its help, and thus, to drag it into the political arena. .._.,“5
bourgeoisic itself, therefore, supplies the proletariat with its own M e-
ments of political and general education, in other words, it fur-
nishes the proletariat with weapons for fighting :Hw bourgeoisie. 5

Further, as we have already seen, entire sections of the ruling
classes are, by the advance of industry, @Ro:u:m.ﬂnm into m.ﬁ. prole-
tariat, or are at least threatened in their conditions of mx_.mﬁm:no...
These also supply the proletariat with fresh elements of enlighten-

T0gress. i

En%ﬂwmw“ w: m:ﬂam when the class mﬁ:mm.rw nears ﬁ_.#u moo_m:ﬁ hour,
the wﬁoowmm of dissolution going on within the ruling class, in m.mnﬁ
within the whole range of society, assumes such a violent, glaring
character, that a small section of the ruling class cuts itself adrift,
and joins the revolutionary class, the class that holds z:w. ?Emnm wn
its hands. Just as, therefore, at an earlier period, a section of the
nobility went over to the bourgeoisie, so now a portion of nro, _uocﬂ
geoisic goes over to the proletariat, and in particular, a vo:_oﬂ n.m
the bourgeois ideologists, who have raised themselves to the Hmﬁw 0
comprehending theoretically the historical movement as a whole.

Of all the classes that stand face to face with the bourgeoisie
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today, the proletariat alone is a really revolutionary class. The other
classes decay and finally disappear in the face of Modern Industry:
the proletariat is its special and essential product. ‘

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hitherto, every form of society has been based, as we have
already seen, on the antagonism of oppressing and oppressed classes.
But in order to oppress a class, certain conditions must be assured
to it under which it can, at least, continue its slavish existence. The
serf, in the period of serfdom, raised himself to membership in the
commune, just as the petty bourgeois, under the voke of feudal
absolutism, managed to develop into a bourgeois. The modern
labourer, on the contrary, instead of rising 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 evi-
dent, that the bourgeoisie is unfit any longer to be the ruling class
in society, and to impose its conditions 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 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.

The essential condition for the existence, and for the sway of the
bourgeois class, is the formation and augmentation of capital; the
condition for capital is wage-labour. Wage-labour rests exclusively
on competition between the labourers. The advance of industry,
whose involuntary promoter is the bourgeoisie, replaces the isolation
of the labourers, due to competition, by their revolutionary combi-
nation, due to association. The development of Modern Industry,
therefore, cuts from under its feet the very foundation on which the
bourgeoisie produces and appropriates products. What the bourgeoi-
sie, therefore, produces, above all, is its own grave-diggers. Its fall
and the victory of the proletariat are equally inevitable.

II. Proletarians and Communists

In what relation do the Communists stand to the proletarians as
a whole?

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 pro-
letariat as a whole.

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

The Communists are distinguished from the other working-class
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parties by this only: (1) In the national struggles of the proletari-
ans of the different countries, they point out and bring to the front
the common interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all
nationality. (2) In the various stages of development which the
struggle of the working class against the bourgoisie has to pass
through, they always and everywhere represent the interests of the
movement as a whole.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Hard-won, self-acquired, sclf-earned property! Do you mean the
property of the petty artisan and of the small peasant, a form of
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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?

But does wage-labour create any property for the labourer? Not a
bit. It ecreates capital, ie., that kind of property which exploits
wage-labour, and which cannot increase except upon condition of
begetting a new supply of wage-labour for fresh exploitation. Prop-
erty, in its present form, is based on the antagonism n,:" capital and
wage-labour. Let us examine both sides of this antagonism.

To be a capitalist, is to have not only a purely personal, but a
social status in production. Capital is a oo:mo.rcm product, and only
by the united action of many members, nay, in the Fmﬁ resort, o:.€
by the united action of all members of society, can it be set in
motion. :

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

When, therefore, capital is converted into common propety, into
the property of all members of society, Hu,o;o:m_ property is not
thereby transformed into social property. It is only the social charac-
ter of the property that is changed. It loses its class-character.

Let us now take wage-labour. O :

The average price of wage-labour is the minimum wage, i.e., .,&m;
quantum of the means of subsistence, which is absolutely requisite
to keep the labourer in bare existence as a Hm_uo:ﬂh What, there-
fore, the wage-labourer appropriates by means of his labour, merely
suffices to prolong and reproduce a bare existence. We by no means
intend to abolish this personal appropriation of ﬂr.m products of
labour, an appropriation that is made for the maintenance and
reproduction of human life, and that leaves no surplus E&mhni; to
command the labour of others. All that we want to do away .é_:f is
the miserable character of this appropriation, under which the
labourer lives merely to increase capital, and is allowed to live only
in so far as the interest of the ruling class requires it.

In bourgeois society, living labour is but a means to increase accu-
mulated labour. In Communist society, accumulated labour is but a
means to widen, to enrich, to promote the existence of the EuoEn”H.

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

And the abolition of this state of things is called by the bour-
geois, abolition of individuality and freedom! And rightly so. The
abolition of bourgeois individuality, bourgeois independence, and
bourgeois freedom is undoubtedly aimed at.
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By ?weaoﬂ is meant, under the present bourgeois conditions of
Hunoa:ncosy free trade, free selling and buying.

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

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

_H,Hon._ the moment when labour can no longer be converted into
capital, money, or rent, into a social power capable of being monop-
olised, i.e., from the moment when individual ‘property can no
longer be transformed into bourgeois property, into capital, from
that moment, you say, individuality vanishes. ]

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

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

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

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

All objections urged against the Communistic mode of producing
-and appropriating material products, have, in the same way, been
h,.s.mmﬂ against the Communistic modes of producing and appropriat-
ing intellectual products. Just as, to the bourgeois, the disappear-
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ance of class property is the disappearance of production itself, so
the disappearance of class culture is to him identical with the disap-
pearance of all culture.

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

But don’t wrangle with us so long as you apply, to our intended
abolition of bourgeois property, the standard of your bourgeois
notions of freedom, culture, law, &c. Your very ideas are but the
outgrowth of the conditions of your bourgeois production and bour-
geois property, just as your jurisprudence is but the will of your class
made into a law for all, a will, whose essential character and direc-
tion are determined by the economical conditions of existence of
vour 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—historical
relations that rise and disappear in the progress of production—this
misconception you share with every ruling class that has preceded
you. What you see clearly in the case of ancient property, what you
admit in the case of feudal property, you are of course forbidden to
admit in the case of your own bourgeois form of property.

Abolition of the family! Even the most radical flare up at this in-
famous proposal of the Communists.

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

The bourgeois family will vanish as a matter of course when its
complement vanishes, and both will vanish with the vanishing of
capital. 4

Do you charge us with wanting to stop the exploitation of chil-
dren by their parents? To this crime we plead guilty.

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

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

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

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

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

He has not even a suspicion that the real point aimed at is to do
away with the status of women as mere instruments of production,

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

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

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

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

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

National differences and antagonisms between peoples are daily
more and more vanishing, owing to the development of the bour-
mnoa_,@ to freedom of commerce, to the world-market, to uniformity
in the mode of production and in the conditions of life no:mm_uo:m..‘

ing thereto.

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

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

The charges against Communism made from a religious, a philo-
sophical, and, generally, from an ideological standpoint, are not de-
serving of serious examination.

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

What else does the history of ideas prove, than that intellectual
production changes its character in proportion as material produc-
tion 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 of exist-
ence.

When the ancient world was in its last throes, the ancient reli-
gions were overcome by Christianity. When Christian ideas suc-
cumbed 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 ex-
pression to the sway of free competition within the domain of
knowledge. S

“Undoubtedly,” it will be said, “religious, moral, philosophical
and juridical ideas have been modified in the course of historical de-
velopment. But religion, morality, philosophy, political science, and
law, constantly survived this change.”

“There are, besides, eternal truths, such as Freedom, Justice, etc.,
that are common to all states of socicty. But Communism abolishes
eternal truths, it abolishes all religion, and all morality, instead of
constituting them on a new basis; it therefore acts in 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 cer-
tain common forms, or general ideas, which cannot completely van-
ish except with the total disappearance of class antagonisms.

The Communist revolution is the most radical rupture with tradi-
tional property relations; no wonder that its development involves
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the most radical rupture with traditional ideas.
:.wcﬂ let us have done with the bourgeois objections to Commu-
ism.

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. i

The _ﬁo_oﬁ.m:.mﬂ will use its political supremacy to wrest, by de-
grees, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to centralise all instruments
of production in the hands of the State, i.c., of the proletariat or-
ganised 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 con-
%Jo:m of bourgeois production; by means of measures, therefore
which appear economically insufficient and untenable, but which in
the course of the movement, outstrip themselves, necessitate further
_:Bm% upon the old social order, and are unavoidable as a means of
entirely revolutionising the mode of production.

These measures will of course be different in different countries.

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

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

2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

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

5. .Om::m:mm:o: of credit in the hands of the State, by means of
a :%:M:a vm_u_ﬂ with State capital and an exclusive Eomomo_%.

. Centralisati icati
ey rm:ﬁ_ﬂ _Mﬂ%m mmmmw.m means of communication and transport

7 Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by
the State; the bringing into cultivation of waste-lands, and the im-
provement of the soil generally in accordance with a common plan

,m. Equal liability of all to labour. Establishment of industrial ar-
mies, especially for agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries:
gradual abolition of the distinction between town and country, by a
more equable distribution of the population over the o.os:ﬁmﬂw. “

to. Free education for all children in public schools. Abolition of
o.r:n_nm.dd factory labour in its present form. Combination of educa-
tion with industrial production, &c., &c.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

One section of the French Legitimists? and “‘Young England™®
exhibited this spectacle.

1. Not the English Restoration 1660 to  Bourbon dynasty.

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

that of the bourgeoisie, the feudalists forget that they exploited
under circumstances and conditions that were quite different, and
that are now antiquated. In showing that, under their rule, the
modern proletariat never existed, they forget that the modem bour-
geoisie is the necessary offspring of their own form of society.

For the rest, so little do they conceal the reactionary character of
their criticism that their chief accusation against the bourgeoisie
amounts to this, that under the bourgeois régime a class is being de-
veloped, which is destined to cut up root and branch the old order
of society.

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

In political practice, therefore, they join in all coercive measures
against the working class; and in ordinary life, despite their high fa-
lutin phrases, they stoop to pick up the golden apples dropped from
the tree of industry, and to barter truth, love, and honour for traffic
in wool, beetroot-sugar, and potato spirits.

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

Nothing is easier than to give Christian asceticism a Socialist
tinge. Has not Christianity declaimed against private property,
against marriage, against the State? Has it not preached in the place
of these, charity and poverty, celibacy and mortification of the flesh,
monastic life and Mother Church? Christian Socialism is but the
holy water with which the priest consecrates the heart-burnings of
the aristocrat.

B. Petty-Bourgeois Socialism

The feudal aristocracy was not the only class that was ruined by
the bourgeoisie, not the only class whose conditions of existence
pined and perished in the atmosphere of modern bourgeois society.

The mediaeval burgesses and the small peasant proprietors were the

precursors of the modern bourgeoisie. In those countries which are
but little developed, industrially and commercially, these two classes
still vegetate side by side with the rising bourgeoisie.

In countries where modemn civilisation has become fully devel-
oped, a new class of petty bourgeois has beén formed, fluctuating
between proletariat and bourgeoisie and ever renewing itself as a

4. This applies chiefly to Germany ier British aristocracy are, as wvet,

where the landed aristocracy and squire-
archy have large portions of their es-
tates cultivated for their own account
by stewards, and are, moreover, exten-
sive beetroot-sugar manufacturers and
distillers of potato spirits. The wealth-

rather above that: but they, too, know
how to make up for declining rents by
lending their names to floaters of more
or less shady joint-stock companies.
[Engels, English edition of 1588]
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supplementary part of bourgeois society. The individual members of
this class, however, are being constantly hurled down into the prole-
tariat by the action of competition, and, as modern industry devel-
ops, they even see the moment approaching when they will com-
pletely disappear as an independent section of modern society, to be
replaced, in manufactures, agriculture and commerce, by overlook-
ers, bailiffs and shopmen.

In countries like France, where the peasants constitute far more
than half of the population, it was natural that writers who sided
with the proletariat against the bourgeoisie, should use, in their crit-
icism of the bourgeois régime, the standard of the peasant and
petty bourgeois, and from the standpoint of these intermediate
classes should take up the cudgels for the working class. Thus arose
petty-bourgeois Socialism. Sismondi was the head of this school, not
only in France but also in England.

This school of Socialism dissected with great acuteness the con-
tradictions in the conditions of modern production. It laid bare the
hypocritical apologies of economists. It proved, incontrovertibly, the
disastrous effects of machinery and division of labour; the concen-
tration of capital and land in a few hands; overproduction and
crises; it pointed out the inevitable ruin of the petty bourgeois and
peasant, the misery of the proletariat, the anarchy in production,
the crying inequalities in the distribution of wealth, the industrial
war of extermination between nations, the dissolution of old moral
bonds, of the old family relations, of the old nationalities.

In its positive aims, however, this form of Socialism aspires either
to restoring the old means of production and of exchange, and with
them the old property relations, and the old society, or to cramping
the modern means of production and of exchange, within the
framework of the old property relations that have been, and were
bound to be, exploded by those means. In either case, it is both
reactionary and Utopian.

Its last words are: corporate guilds for manufacture, patriarchal
relations in agriculture.

Ultimately, when stubborn historical facts had dispersed all intox-
icating effects of self-deception, this form of Socialism ended in a
miserable fit of the blues.

C. German, or “True,” Socialism

The Socialist and Communist literature of France, a literature
that originated under the pressure of a bourgeoisie in power, and
that was the expression of the struggle against this power, was intro-
duced into Germany at a time when the bourgeoisie, in that coun-
try, had just begun its contest with feudal absolutism.
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German philosophers, would-be philosophers, and beaux esprits,

cagerly seized on this literature, only forgetting, that when these

writings immigrated from France into Germany, French social con-

ditions had not immigrated along with them. In contact with

German social conditions, this French literature lost all its immedi-
ate practical significance, and assumed a purely literary aspect.
Thus, to the German philosophers of the eighteenth century, the
demands of the first French Revolution were nothing more than the
demands of “Practical Reason” in general, and the utterance of the
will of the revolutionary French bourgeoisie signified in their eyes
the law of pure Will, of Will as it was bound to be, of true human
Will generally.

The work of the German literati consisted solely in bringing the
new French ideas into harmony with their ancient philosophical
conscience, or rather, in annexing the French ideas without desert-
ing their own philosophic point of view.

This annexation took place in the same way in which a foreign
language is appropriated, namely, by translation.

It is well known how the monks wrote silly lives of Catholic
Saints over the manuscripts on which the classical works- of ancient
heathendom had been written. The German literati reversed this
process with the profane French literature. They wrote their philo-
sophical nonsense beneath the French original. For instance,
beneath the French criticism of the economic functions of money,
they wrote “Alienation of Humanity,” and beneath the French crit-
icism of the bourgeois State they wrote “dethronement of the Cate-
gory of the General,” and so forth.

The introduction of these philosophical phrases at the back of -

the French historical criticisms they dubbed “Philosophy of
Action,” “True Socialism,” “German Science of Socialism,” “Phil-
osophical Foundation of Socialism,” and so on.

The French Socialist and Communist literature was thus com-
pletely emasculated. And, since it ceased in the hands of the Ger-
man to express the struggle of one class with the other, he felt
conscious of having overcome “French one-sidedness” and of repre-
senting, not true requirements, but the requirements of truth; not
the interests of the proletariat, but the interests of Human Nature,
of Man in general, who belongs to no class, has no reality, who
exists only in the misty realm of philosophical fantasy.

This German Socialism, which took its schoolboy task so seriously
and solemnly, and extolled its poor stock-in-trade in such mounte-
bank fashion, meanwhile gradually lost its pedantic innocence.

The fight of the German, and especially, of the Prussian bourgeoi-
sie, against feudal aristocracy and absolute monarchy, in other
words, the liberal movement, became more eamnest.
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By this, the long wished-for opportunity was om.o:& to :A..E..w:
Socialism of confronting the political movement with the man_.m_;ﬂ
demands, of hurling the traditional anathemas against liberalism,
against representative government, mmm:_;w v.osnm.mo; competition,
bourgeois freedom of the press, bourgeois legislation, bourgeois lib-
erty and equality, and of preaching to the masses that _”.:Q had
nothing to gain, and everything to lose, by this wo..,:mmﬁm move-
ment. German Socialism forgot, in the nick of time, that the
French criticism, whose silly echo it was, presupposed the existence
of modern bourgeois society, with its corresponding economic con-
ditions of existence, and the political constitution adapted thereto,
the very things whose attainment was the object of the pending
struggle in Germany. : :

To the absolute governments, with their following of parsons,
professors, country squires and officials, it served as a welcome scare-
crow against the threatening bourgeoisie. _

It was a sweet finish after the bitter pills of floggings and bullets
with which these same governments, just at that time, dosed the
German working-class risings.

While this “True” Socialism thus served the governments as a
weapon for fighting the German bourgeoisie, it, mn.:;n same time,
directly represented a reactionary interest, the interest of the
German Philistines. In Germany the petty-bourgeois class, a relic .om
the sixteenth century, and since then constantly cropping up agaimn
under various forms, is the real social basis of the existing state of
things. i CHBR

To preserve this class is to preserve the existing state of things in
Germany. The industrial and political supremacy of the bourgeoisie
threatens it with certain destruction; on the one hand, from Hrw con-
centration of capital; on the other, from the rise of a revolutionary
proletariat. “True” Socialism appeared to kill these two birds with
one stone. It spread like an epidemic. . :

The robe of speculative cobwebs, embroidered ,Q:r flowers of
rhetoric, steeped in the dew of sickly sentiment, this ?m:moﬁwim:ﬂ:
robe in which the German Socialists wrapped their sorry “eternal
truths,” all skin and bone, served to wonderfully increase the sale of
their goods amongst such a public. :

And on its part, German Socialism :wooms,_mmav more and more,
its own calling as the bombastic representative of the petty-bour-
geois Philistine. i : -

It proclaimed the German nation to be the model nation, an
the German petty Philistine to be the typical man. To every (”_:.m:.r
ous meanness of this model man it gave a hidden, higher, Socialistic
interpretation, the exact contrary of its real character. It Emdmwo the
extreme length of directly opposing the “brutally destructive” tend-
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ency of Communism, and of proclaiming its supreme and impartial

contempt of all class struggles. With very few exceptions, all the

so-called Socialist and Communist publications that now (1847)
circulate in Germany belong to the domain of this foul and enervat-
ing literature.5

2. CONSERVATIVE, OR BOURGEOIS, SOCIALISM

A part of the bourgeoisie is desirous of redressing social griey-
ances, in order to secure the continued existence of bourgeois
society.

To this section belong economists, philanthropists, humanitari-
ans, improvers of the condition of the working class, organisers of
charity, members of socicties for the prevention of cruelty to ani-
mals, temperance fanatics, hole-and-corner reformers of every imagi-
nable kind. This form of Socialism has, moreover, been worked out
into complete systems.

We may site Proudhon’s Philosophie de la Misére as an exam-
ple of this form.

The Socialistic bourgeois want all the advantages of modern
social conditions without the struggles and dangers necessarily
resulting therefrom. They desire the existing state of society minus
its revolutionary and disintegrating elements. They wish for a bour-
geoisie without a proletariat. The bourgeoisie naturally conceives
the world in which it is supreme to be the best; and bourgeois
Socialism develops this comfortable conception into various more or
less complete systems. In requiring the proletariat to carry out such
a system, and thereby to march straightway into the social New
Jerusalem, it but requires in reality, that the proletariat should
remain within the bounds of existing society, but should cast away
all its hateful ideas concerning the bourgeoisie.

A second and more practical, but less systematic, form of this
Socialism sought to depreciate every revolutionary movement in the
eyes of the working class, by showing that no mere political reform,
but only a change in the material conditions of existence, in eco-
nomical relations, could be of any advantage to them. By changes in
the material conditions of existence, this form of Socialism, how-
ever, by no means understands abolition of the bourgeois relations
of production, an abolition that can be effected only by a revolu-
tion, but administrative reforms, based on the continued existence
of these relations; reforms, therefore, that in no respect affect the
5. The revolutionary storm of 1848  chief representative and classical type
swept away this whole shabby tendency  of this tendency is Herr Karl Griin.

and cured its protagonists of the desire [Engels, German edition of 1890]
to dabble further in Socialism. The
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relations between capital and labour, but, at the best, lessen the
cost, and simplify the administrative work, of bourgeois govern-
ment.

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

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

It is summed up in the phrase: the bourgeois is a bourgeois—for
the benefit of the working class.

3. CRITICAL-UTOPIAN SOCIALISM AND OO?ﬁSCZHwZ

We do not here refer to that literature which, in every great
modern revolution, has always given voice to the demands of the
proletariat, such as the writings of Babeuf and others. |

The first direct attempts of the proletariat to attain its own ends,
made in times of universal excitement, when feudal society was
being overthrown, these attempts necessarily failed, owing to the
then undeveloped state of the proletariat, as well as to the absence
of the economic conditions for its emancipation, conditions that
had yet to be produced, and could be produced by the impending
bourgeois epoch alone. The revolutionary literature that accompa-
nied these first movements of the proletariat had necessarily a reac-
tionary character. It inculcated universal asceticism and social level-
ling in its crudest form. .

The Socialist and Communist systems properly so called, those of
Saint-Simon, Fourier, Owen and others, spring into existence in the
early undeveloped period, described above, of the struggle between
proletariat and bourgeoisie (see Section I. Bourgeois and Proletar-
1ans ).

H.wum founders of these systems see, indeed, the class antagonisms,
as well as the action of the decomposing elements, in the prevailing
form of society. But the proletariat, as yet in its infancy, offers to
them the spectacle of a class without any historical initiative or any
independent political movement.

Since the development of class antagonism keeps even pace
with the development of industry, the economic situation, as they
find it, does not as yet offer to them the material conditions for the
emancipation of the proletariat. They therefore search after a new
social science, after new social laws, that are to create these condi-
tions. . :

Historical action is to yield to their personal inventive action, his-
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torically created conditions of emancipation to fantastic ones, and ]
the gradual, spontaneous class-organisation of the proletariat to the
organisation of society specially contrived by these inventors. Future
history resolves itself, in their eyes, into the propaganda and the
practical carrying out of their social plans.

In the formation of their plans they are conscious of caring
chiefly for the interests of the working class, as being the most suffer-

ing class. Only from the point of view of being the most suffering

class does the proletariat exist for them.

The undeveloped state of the class struggle, as well as their own
surroundings, causes Socialists of this kind to consider themselves
mmﬂ.w:@mz.a to all class antagonisms. They want to improve the con-
dition of every member of society, even that of the most favoured.
Hence, they habitually appeal to society at large, without distinc-
tion of class; nay, by preference, to the ruling class. For how can
people, when once they understand their system, fail to see in it the.
best possible plan of the best possible state of society?

Hence, they reject all political, and especially all revolutionary
action; they wish to attain their ends by peaceful means, and endeav.
our, by small experiments, necessarily doomed to failure, and by
the force of example, to pave the way for the new social Gospel.

Such fantastic pictures of future society, painted at a time when
the Pproletariat is still in a very undeveloped state and has but a fan-
tastic conception of its own position correspond with the first
mstinctive yearnings of that class for a general reconstruction of
society. :

But these Socialist and Communist publications contain also a
critical element. They attack every principle of existing society.
Hence they are full of the most valuable materials for the enlighten-
ment of the working class. The practical measures proposed in them
—such as the abolition of the distinction between town and coun-
try, of the family, of the carrying on of industries for the account of
private individuals, and of the wage system, the proclamation of
social harmony, the conversion of the functions of the State into a
mere superintendence of production, all these proposals, point
solely to the disappearance of class antagonisms which were, at that
time, only just cropping up, and which, in these publications, are
recognised in their earliest, indistinct and undefined forms only.
These proposals, therefore, are of a purely Utopian character.

The significance of Critical-Utopian Socialism and Communism
bears an inverse relation to historical development. In proportion as
the modern class struggle develops and takes definite shape, this
ﬂmnﬁmmao standing apart from the contest, these fantastic attacks on
it, lose all practical value and all theoretical justification. Therefore,
although the originators of these systems were, in many respects,
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revolutionary, their disciples have, in every case, formed mere reac-
tionary sects. They hold fast by the original views of their masters,
in opposition to the progressive historical development of the prole-
tariat. They, therefore, endeavour, and that consistently, to deaden
the class struggle and to reconcile the class antagonisms. They still
dream of experimental realisation of their social Utopias, of found-
ing isolated “phalanstéres,” of establishing “IHHome Colonies,” of
setting up a “Little Icaria”%—duodecimo editions of the New Jeru-
salem—and to realise all these castles in the air, they are compelled
to appeal to the feelings and purses of the bourgeois. By degrees
they sink into the category of the reactionary conservative Socialists
depicted above, differing from these only by more systematic pedan-
try, and by their fanatical and superstitious belief in the miracu-
lous effects of their social science.

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

The Owenites in England, and the Fourierists in France, respec-
tively, oppose the Chartists and the Réformistes.”

IV. Position of the Communists in Relation to the
Various Existing Opposition Parties

Section IT has made clear the relations of the Communists to the
existing working-class parties, such as the Chartists in England and
the Agrarian Reformers in America.

The Communists fight for the attainment of the immediate aims,
for the enforcement of the momentary interests of the working
class; but in the movement of the present, they also represent and
take care of the future of that movement. In France the Commu-
nists ally themselves with the Social-Democrats,® against the con-
servative and radical bourgeoisie, reserving, however, the right to

6. Phalanstéres were Socialist colonies 8. The party then represented in Par-
on the plan of Charles Fourier; [caria liament by Ledru-Rollin, in literature
was the name given by Cabet to his by Louis Blane, in the daily press by
Utopia and, later on, to his American the Réforme. The name of Social-
Communist colony. [Engels, English  Democracy signified, with these its in-
edition of 1888] ventors, a section of the Democratic or
“Home colonies” were what Owen Republican party more or less tinged
called his Communist model societies. with Socialism. [Engels, Englishk edi-
Phalanstéres was the name of the tion of 1888] f
public palaces planned by Fourier. Ica- The party in France which at that
rig was the name given to the Utopian time called itself Socialist-Democratic
land of fancy, whose Communist insti- was represented in political life by
tutions Cabet portrayed. [Engels, Ger- Ledru-Rollin and in literature by Louis
man edition of 1800] Blanc; thus it differed immeasurably
7. This refers to the adherents of the | from present-day German Social-
newspaper La Réforme, which was  Democracy. [Engels, German edition of
published in Paris from 1843 to 1850, 1890]
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take up a critical position in regard to phrases and illusions tradition-
ally handed down from the great Revolution.

In Switzerland they support the Radicals, without losing sight of
the fact that this party consists of antagonistic elements, partly of
Democratic Socialists, in the French sense, partly of radical bour-
geois.

In Poland they support the party that insists on an agrarian revo-
lution as the prime condition for national emancipation, that party
which fomented the insurrection of Cracow in 1846.

In Germany they fight with the bourgeoisie whenever it acts in a
revolutionary way, against the absolute monarchy, the feudal squire-
archy, and the petty bourgeoisie.?

But they never cease, for a single instant, to instil into the work-
ing class the clearest possible recognition of the hostile antagonism
between bourgeoisie and proletariat, in order that the German
workers may straightway use, as so many weapons against the bour-
geoisie, the social and political conditions that the bourgeoisie must
necessarily introduce along with its supremacy, and in order that,
after the fall of the reactionary classes in Germany, the fight against
the bourgeoisie itself may immediately begin.

The Communists turn their attention chiefly to Germany,
because that country is on the eve of a bourgeois revolution that is
bound to be carried out under more advanced conditions of Euro-
pean civilisation, and with a much more developed proletariat, than
that of England was in the seventeenth, and of France in the eight-
eenth century, and because the bourgeois revolution in Germany
will be but the prelude to an immediately following proletarian rey-
olution.

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

In all these movements they bring to the front, as the leading
question in each, the property question, no matter what its degree
of development at the time.

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

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

WORKING MEN OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE!

9. Kleinbiirgerei in the German origi- describe the reactionary elements of the
nal. Marx and Engels used this term to urban petty bourgeoisie.




Marx on the History of His Opinions

This is the preface to Marx’s book A Contribution to the Critique of Po-
litieal Economy, first published in 1859. The passage setting forth the ma-
terialist conception of history—one of the few general statements of the
theory that Marx gave in his middle and later years—is the locus classicus
of historical materialism. But the preface is also important as an account by
Marx himself of the formative period of Marxism. As such it forms an ap-
propriate introduction to the writings of 1837-1846 gathered here in Part
I. The “criticism of post-Hegelian philosophy” which he mentions in the
third-to-last paragraph is a reference to his work The German Ideology,
written jointly with Engels.

* * * I am omitting a general introduction which I had
jotted down because on closer reflection any anticipation of results
still to be proved appears to me to be disturbing, and the reader
who on the whole desires to follow me must be resolved to ascend
from the particular to the general. A few indications concerning the
course of my own politico-economic studies may, on the other hand,
appear in place here.

I was taking up law, which discipline, however, I only pursued as
a subordinate subject along with philosophy and history. In the
vear 1842—44, as editor of the Rheinische Zeitung,! T experienced
for the first time the embarrassment of having to take part in dis-
cussions on so-called material interests. The proceedings of the
Rhenish Landtag on thefts of wood and parcelling of landed prop-
erty, the official polemic which Herr von Schaper, then Oberprisi-
dent of the Rhine Province, opened against the Rheinische Zeitung
on the conditions of the Moselle peasantry, and finally debates on
free trade and protective tariffs provided the first occasions for
occupying myself with economic questions. On the other hand, at
that time when the good will “to go further” greatly outweighed
knowledge of the subject, a philosophically weakly tinged echo of
French socialism and communism made itself audible in the Rhein-
ische Zeitung. 1 declared myself against this amateurism, but
1. Rheinische N&haam (Rhenish Ga-  tober 15, 1842, to March 18, 1843, its

zette): A daily radical newspaper pub-  editor was Marx.
lished in Cologne in 1842—43; from Oc-

3
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frankly confessed at the same time in a controversy with the All-
gemeine Augsburger Zeitung? that my previous studies did not
permit me even to venture any judgement on the .content of the
French tendencies. Instead, I eagerly seized on the illusion of the
managers of the Rheinische Zeitung, who thought that by a weaker
attitude on the part of the paper they could secure a remission of
the death sentence passed upon it, to withdraw from the public
stage into the study.

The first work which I undertook for a solution of the doubts
which assailed me was a critical review of the Hegelian philosophy
of right, a work the introduction to which appeared in 1844 in the
Deutsch-Franzésische [ahrbiicher,? published in Paris. My investi-
gation led to the result that legal relations as well as forms of state
are to be grasped neither from themselves nor from the so-called
general development of the human mind, but rather have their
roots in the material conditions of life, the sum total of which
Hegel, following the example of the Englishmen and Frenchmen of
the eighteenth century, combines under the name of “civil
society,” that, however, the anatomy of civil society is to be sought
m political economy. The investigation of the latter, which I began
in Paris, I continued in Brussels, whither I had emigrated in conse-
quence of an expulsion order of M. Guizot. The general result at
which I arrived and which, once won, served as a guiding thread for
my studies, can be briefly formulated as follows: In the social pro-
duction of their life, men enter into definite relations that are indis-
pensable and independent of their will, relations of production
which correspond to a definite stage of development of their mate-
rial productive forces. The sum total of these relations of produc-
tion constitutes the economic structure of society, the real founda-
tion, on which rises a legal and political superstructure and to
which correspond definite forms of social consciousness. The mode
of production of material life conditions the social, political and
intellectual life process in general. It is not the consciousness of
men that determines their being, but, on the contrary, their social
being that determines their consciousness. At a certain stage of
their development, the material productive forces of society come
in conflict with the existing relations of production, or—what is
but a legal expression for the same thing—with the property rela-
tions within which they have been at work hitherto. From forms of
development of the productive forces these relations turn into their
2. Marx has in mind his article, “Der 1927, S. 260—65.

Kommunismus und die Augsburger All- 3. Deutsch-Franzisische Jahrbiicher
gemeine Zeitung” (Communism and  (German-French Annals): Organ of
the Augsburg General Journal), Marx-  revolutionary and communist propa-

Engels Gesamtausgabe, Abt. I, B. I, ganda, published by Marx in Paris in
Halbband I, Frankfurt am Main, 1844,
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fetters. Then begins an epoch of social revolution. With the
change of the economic foundation the entire immense superstruc-
ture is more or less rapidly transformed. In considering such trans-
formations a distinction should always be made between the mate-
rial transformation of the economic conditions of production, which
can be determined with the precision of natural science, and the
legal, political, religious, aesthetic or philosophic—in short, ideolog-
ical forms in which men become conscious of this conflict and fight
it out. Just as our opinion of an individual is not based on what he
thinks of himself, so can we not judge of such a period of transfor-
mation by its own consciousness; on the contrary, this conscious-
ness must be explained rather from the contradictions of material
life, from the existing conflict between the social productive forces
and the relations of production. No social order ever perishes
before all the productive forces for which there is room in it have
developed; and new, higher relations of production never appear
before the material conditions of their existence have matured in
the womb of the old society itself. Therefore mankind always sets
itself only such tasks as it can solve; since, looking at the matter
more closely, it will always be found that the task itself arises only
when the material conditions for its solution already exist or are at
least in the process of formation. In broad outlines Asiatic, ancient,
feudal, and modem bourgeois modes of production can be desig-
nated as progressive epochs in the economic formation of society.
The bourgeois relations of production are the last antagonistic form
of the social process of production—antagonistic not in the sense
of individual antagonism, but of one arising from the social condi-
tions of life of the individuals; at the same time the productive
forces developing in the womb of bourgeois society create the mate-
rial conditions for the solution of that antagonism. This social for-
mation brings, therefore, the prehistory of human society to a close.

Frederick Engels, with whom, since the appearance of his bril-
liant sketch on the criticism of the economic categories (in the
Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbiicher), 1 maintained a constant ex-
change of ideas by correspondence, had by another road (com-
pare his The Condition of the Working Class in England in 1844)
arrived at the same result as I, and when in the spring of 1845 he
also settled in Brussels, we resolved to work out in common the
opposition of our view to the ideological view of German philoso-
phy, in fact, to settle accounts with our erstwhile philosophical
conscience. The resolve was carried out in the form of a criticism of
post-Hegelian philosophy. The manuscript, two large octavo vol-
umes, had long reached its place of publication in Westphalia
when we received the news that altered circumstances did not allow
of its being printed. We abandoned the manuscript to the gnawing
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criticism of the mice all the more willingly as we had achieved our
main purpose—self-clarification. Of the scattered works in which
we put our views before the public’at that time, now from one
aspect, now from another, I will mention only the Manifesto of the
Communist Party, jointly written by Engels and myself, and Dis-
cours sur le libre échange published by me. The decisive points of
our view were first scientifically, although only polemically, indi-
cated in my work published in 1847 and directed against Proudhon:
Misére de la Philosophie, etc. A dissertation written in German on
Wage Labour, in which I put together my lectures on this subject
delivered in the Brussels German Workers’ Society, was inter-
rupted, while being printed, by the February Revolution and my
consequent forcible removal from Belgium.

The editing of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung in 1848 and 1849,
and the subsequent events, interrupted my economic studies which
-could only be resumed in the year 1850 in London. The enormous
material for the. history of political economy which is accumulated
in the British Museum, the favourable vantage point afforded by
London for the observation of bourgeois society, and finally the
new stage of development upon which the latter appeared to have
entered with the discovery of gold in California and Australia,
.determined me to begin afresh from the very beginning and to
work through the new material critically. These studies led partly
of themselves into apparently quite remote subjects on which I had
to dwell for a shorter or longer period. Especially, however, was the
time at my disposal curtailed by the imperative necessity of earning
‘my living. My contributions, during eight years now, to the first
English-American newspaper, the New York Tribune, compelled an
extraordinary scattering of my studies, since I occupy myself with
newspaper correspondence proper only in exceptional cases. How-
ever, articles on striking economic events in England and on the
Continent constituted so considerable a part of my contributions
that I was compelled to make myself familiar with practical details
which lie outside the sphere of the actual science of political econ-
omy.

This sketch of the course of my studies in the sphere of political
economy is intended only to show that my views, however they
may be judged and however little they coincide with the-inter-
ested prejudices of the ruling classes, are the results of conscien-
tious ‘investigation lasting many years. But at the entrance to sci-
ence, as at the entrance to hell, the demand must be posted:

Qui si convien lasciare ogni sospetto;
Ogni vilta convien che qui sia morta.*
4. Here all mistrust must be abandoned

And here must perish every craven thought.
(Dante, The Divine Comedy)
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myriads of industrious patriarchal and inoffensive social organisa-
tions disorganised and dissolved into their units, thrown into a sea
of woes, and their individual members losing at the same time their
ancient form of civilisation, and their hereditary means of subsist-
ence, we must not forget that these idyllic village communities,
inoffensive though they may appear, had always been the solid foun-
dation of Oriental despotism, that they restrained the human mind
within the smallest possible compass, making it the unresisting tool
of superstition, enslaving it beneath traditional rules, depriving it of
all grandeur and historical energies. We must not forget the barbar-
ian egotism which, concentrating on some miserable patch of land,
had quietly witnessed the ruin of empires, the perpetration of
unspeakable cruelties, the massacre of the population of large
towns, with no other consideration bestowed upon them than on
natural events, itself the helpless prey of any aggressor who deigned
to notice it at all. We must not forget that this undignified, stagna-
tory, and vegetative life, that this passive sort of existence evoked on
the other part, in contradistinction, wild, aimless, unbounded forces
of destruction and rendered murder itself a religious rite in Hindo-
stan. We must not forget that these little communities were contam-
inated by distinctions of caste and by slavery, that they subjugated
man to external circumstances instead of elevating man to be the
sovereign of circumstances, that they transformed a self-developing
social state into mever changing natural destiny, and thus brought
about a brutalising worship of nature, exhibiting its degradation in
the fact that man, the sovereign of nature, fell down on his knees in
adoration of Hanuman, the monkey, and Sabbala, the cow.

England, it is true, in causing a social revolution in Hindostan,
was actuated only by the vilest interests, and was stupid in her
manner of enforcing them. But that is not the question. The ques-
tion is, can mankind fulfill its destiny without a fundamental revo-
lution in the social state of Asia? If not, whatever may have been
the crimes of England she was the unconscious tool of history in
bringing about that revolution.

Then, whatever bitterness the spectacle of the crumbling of an
ancient world may have for our personal feelings, we have the right,
in point of history, to exclaim with Goethe:

“Sollte diese Qual uns quilen,
Da sie unsre Lust vermehrt,

Hat nicht Myriaden Seelen
Timur’s Heerschaft aufgezehrt?”4

4. Should this torture then torment us  Souls devoured without measure?

Since it brings us greater pleasure? (Goethe, Westistlicher Diwan.
Were not through the rule of Timur An Suleika)
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The Future Results of British Rule in India
London, Friday, July 22, 1853

How came it that English supremacy was established in India?
The paramount power of the Great Mogul was broken by the Mogul
Viceroys. The power of the Viceroys was broken by the Mahrattas?
The power of the Mahrattas was broken by the Afghans,
and while all were struggling against all, the Briton rushed in and
was enabled to subdue them all. A country not only divided between
Mohammedan and Hindoo, but between tribe and tribe, between
caste and caste; a society whose framework was based on a sort of
equilibrium, resulting from a general repulsion and constitutional
exclusiveness between all its members. Such a country and such a
society, where they not the predestined prey of conquest? If we knew
nothing of the past history of Hindostan, would there not be the
one great and incontestable fact, that even at this moment India is
held in English thraldom by an Indian army maintained at the cost
of India? India, then, could not escape the fate of being conquered,
and the whole of her past history, if it be anything, is the history of
the successive conquests she has undergone. Indian society has no
history at all, at least no known history. What we call its history, is
but the history of the successive intruders who founded their
empires on the passive basis of that unresisting and unchanging
society. The question, therefore, is not whether the English had a
right to conquer India, but whether we are to prefer India con-
quered by the Turk, by the Persian, by the Russian, to India con-
quered by the Briton.

England has to fulfil a double mission in India: one destructive,
the other regenerating—the annihilation of old Asiatic society, and
the laying of the material foundations of Western society in Asia.

Arabs, Turks, Tartars, Moguls, who had successively overrun
India, soon became Hindooised, the barbarian conquerors being, by

_ an eternal law of history, conquered themselves by the superior civ-

ilisation of their subjects. The British were the first conquerors
superior, and therefore, inaccessible to Hindoo civilisation. They
destroyed it by breaking up the native communities, by uprooting
the native industry, and by levelling all that was great and elevated
in the native society. The historic pages of their rule in India report
hardly anything beyond that destruction. The work of regeneration
5. A group of people in Central India  century formed a confederation of feu-

who rose against the Mohammedans  dal princedoms.
and in the beginning of the eighteenth



