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Volume 2: Chapter 7 
 
Source 7.2 
 
Marx and Engels Publish the Communist Manifesto (1848)  
 

The mid-nineteenth century was a period of rapid social and economic transformation 

in Europe, in a large part because of the rise of industrial capitalism. During this time, 

numerous intellectuals and activists articulated various ideas of socialism, meaning social 

organization based on collective social organization and equality. One of the most influential 

varieties of socialism came from two German intellectuals, Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. 

They published the first edition of the Communist Manifesto in 1848, the same year that a 

series of revolutionary nationalist uprisings swept across Europe. This text was 

commissioned by the Communist League, an international organization founded by German 

emigrants and workers in London. Gradually, the Communist Manifesto became one of the 

most influential political and philosophical documents in world history.   

 

A spectre is haunting Europe — the spectre of communism. All the powers of old 

Europe have entered into a holy alliance to exorcise 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 is 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.  
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II. It 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 languages.  

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, guild-master and 

journeyman, in a word, oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant opposition to one another, 

carried on an uninterrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, either 

in a revolutionary re-constitution of society at large, or in the common ruin of the contending 

classes. 

In 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 modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society, has 

not done away with class 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 distinct feature; it 

has simplified 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. 
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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 East-Indian and Chinese markets, the colonization of America, trade 

with the colonies, 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. . . .  

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 communication 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 bourgeoisie developed, increased its capital, and pushed 

into the background every class handed down from the Middle Ages. . . .  

The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto honored and looked 

up to with reverent awe. It has converted the physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, the 

man of science, into its paid wage laborers. 

The bourgeoisie has torn away from the family its sentimental veil, and has reduced 

the family relation to a mere money relation. . . .  

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 wield those weapons — the modern working 

class — the proletarians. 

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

the proletariat, the modern working class, developed, a class of laborers, who live only so 
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long as they find work, and who find work only so long as their labor increases capital. These 

laborers, who must sell themselves piecemeal, are a commodity, like every other article of 

commerce, and are consequently exposed to all the vicissitudes of competition, to all the 

fluctuations of the market. 

Owing to the extensive use of machinery, and to the division of labor, the work of the 

proletarians has lost all individual character, and, consequently, all charm for the workman. 

He becomes an appendage of the machine, and it is only the most simple, most monotonous, 

and most easily acquired knack that is required of him. Hence, the cost of production of a 

workman is restricted, almost entirely, to the means of subsistence that he requires for 

maintenance, and for the propagation of his race. But the price of a commodity, and therefore 

also of labor, is equal to its cost of production. In proportion, therefore, as the repulsiveness 

of the work increases, the wage decreases. Nay more, in proportion as the use of machinery 

and division of labour increases, in the same proportion the burden of toil also increases, 

whether by prolongation of the working hours, by the increase of the work exacted in a given 

time, or by increased speed of machinery, etc. 

Modern Industry has converted the little workshop of the patriarchal master into the 

great factory of the industrial capitalist. Masses of laborers, crowded into the factory, are 

organized like soldiers. As privates of the industrial army they are placed under the command 

of a perfect hierarchy of officers and sergeants. Not only are they slaves of the bourgeois 

class, and of the bourgeois State, they are daily and hourly enslaved by the machine, by the 

overlooker, and, above all, by the individual bourgeois manufacturer himself. The more 

openly this despotism proclaims gain to be its end and aim, the more petty, the more hateful 

and the more embittering it is. 

The less the skill and exertion of strength implied in manual labor, in other words, the 

more modern industry becomes developed, the more is the labor of men superseded by that of 
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women. Differences of age and sex have no longer any distinctive social validity for the 

working class. All are instruments of labour, more or less expensive to use, according to their 

age and sex. . . .  

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-labor. Wage-

labor rests exclusively on competition between the laborers. The advance of industry, whose 

involuntary promoter is the bourgeoisie, replaces the isolation of the laborers, due to 

competition, by the their involuntary combination, 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 bourgeoisie therefore produces, 

above all, are its own grave-diggers. Its fall and the victory of the proletariat are equally 

inevitable.  

* By bourgeoisie is meant the class of modern capitalists, owners of the means of social 

production and employers of wage labour. By proletariat, the class of modern wage labourers 

who, having no means of production of their own, are reduced to selling their labour power in 

order to live.  

 

Source: Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party (Chicago: 

Charles H. Kerr & Company): 11-29.  

 

• How does the Communist Manifesto portray human history before the Industrial 

Revolution?  

• In your own words, how would you explain Marx and Engels’ argument about the 

relationship between the bourgeoisie and the proletatiat?  
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• According to Marx and Engels, how did the rise of industrial machinery and capitalist 

economic relations change the nature of work?  

• How do you think industrial wage workers in the mid-nineteenth century would 

respond to this text?   

 


