rmw..oomm Marx’s conception of ¢less agree with what you know about
class€s in modern American socieny? Whikis-this i ; nt?

_ 04 .<<o_« _{,o«x. o good E.«*o:n:..u Think about his exclusive emphasis on
c owm w Ewm e. Is this w...:nra.ua consistent with your understanding of causation
M history? What would Gustavson think obout Marx's onalysis of cousation?

4 D, . . e
Do you think that Marx's belief in the necessity of revolution contradicts

his prediction ot the end of th ife
e Manifesto that many ref i
before @ revolution breaks out? .< storms will take place

MANIFESTO OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels

Authorized Englah tramlotion, edited by Friedrich

Engelr. New York: New York Lobor News Ce,, 1888, -

A specter is haunting Evrope—the specter of Communism. All the
powers of old Europe have entered into g holy al .
this specter; Pope and Czar, Metternich and Guizo
and German police-spies.

Where

liance to exorcise
t, French radicals

| . .m.m ﬁrw party in opposition that has not been decried as
communistic by its opponents in power? Where the opposition that
has not hurled back the brandin

the more advanced opposition
uary adversaries?
Two things result from this fact,

. Communism is already :
3 y acknowledged by all F :
powers to be itself a power. : ’ e

g reproach of Communism, against
parties as well as against its reaction.

II. It is high time that Communists should openly
of the whole world, publish their views, their aims, their ¢

and meet this nursery tale of the Specter of Communism with a Man-
ifesto of the party itself.

in the face
endencies,

. To this end Communists of various nationalities have assembled
in Fosmn:. and sketched the following manifesto to be published in
the English, French, German, Italian, Flemish and® Danish languages.

3 BOURGEQIS AND PROLETARIANS

The history of all hitherto existin

£ society is the hj :
wﬁ.ﬁmﬁmm. > ty istory of class

~ Freeman and-shive, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf, gujld:
mﬂmmﬁw and journeymian, in a word, oppressor and om@«mmmmm stood
in ,‘._uos.mﬁmsﬁ opposition to one .,ms,ﬁ.v.nrmﬂ carried on an casﬁmﬂ,cvnmn
now hidden, now oper fight, that each time ended, either in 3..5?”

.

b

tionary re-constitution of scciety at large, or in the common ruin of
the contending classes.

In the ehrlier 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 gradatiors. :

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 oid ones.

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however,
this distinctive 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.

[After tracing briefly the evolution of the modern bourgeoisie
from the Middle Ages to the present, the authors continue.] ‘

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

Each 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 armed and self-govern-
ing association in the medieval commune, here independent urban
republic (as in Italy and Germany), there taxable “third estate” of the
Bos.«:.nvrw {as in France), afterwards, in the period of manufacture
proper, serving either the semi-feudal or the absolute monarchy as a
counterpoise. against the nobility, and, in fact, corner-stone of the
great monarchies in general, the bourgeoisie has at last, since the
establishment of Modem Industry and of the world’s market, con-
quered for itself, in the modern representative State, exclusive politi-
cal sway. The executive of the modern State is but a committee for
Bwamnmﬁn,nrm common affzirs of the whole bourgeoisie.

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

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an
end to allifeudal, patriarchal, idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn
asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his “natural superi-

"
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ors,” and has left remaining

: no other nexus between man and man
thun naked self-interest, than

! callous “cash payment.”” . | .

The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto

honored and locked 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 bourgeoisic has tom aw

ay from the family its sentimental
vedl, and has redaced the

family relation to a mere money relation,
[In succeeding paragraphs, Marx and Engels describe the accom-
plishments of the bourgeoisie in creating an’ industrial .moﬁ.m@ but
predict that the vast forces it has unleashed are beyond its .nc:maz

But not only has the hourgeoisie torged the weapons that bring
death o dselfy it has also called into existence *he men who are to
wicld those woes

ipons —the modern working class —the proletarians,
In propertion us the hourgeoisie, i.e., capital, is developed, in the
same proportion is the proletariat developed, the madern working
elass developeds o eluss of laborers, who live ﬁ.us;, so long as they fing
work, and who find work enly se long as their labor increases capital.

These Taborers, who must sell themselves piecemeal, are a com-
modity, | .

ke every other article of commerce, and are conse
exposed to all the vieissitudes
of th murket.

quently
of competition, to all the 8uctuations

Cwing to the extensive use of machinery and to division of]
the work of the proletarians has lost all individual c¢h
consequently, all charm for the workman,
ae of the nuchine, and it s onl

and waost easily acquired kuack, that is required of him. Hence, the
cost of production of o workman is restricted almost entirely to the
means of subsistence that he requires for his maintenance, and for
the propagation of his race. By the price of 2 commodity, and there-
fore also of labor, is cqual ta ity cost of production. In proportion,

a._e_dmo?,_zm::.:.::I?é:wmxom%méo«w increases, the wage
decreases. ., . '

abor,
aracter, and,
He becomes a mere append-
y the most simple, most monotonou:

vy

Modern industry has converted the little workshop of the patri-
archal master into the great factory of the industrial
of-laborers, crowded into the factory,
privates of the industrial

capitalist. Masses
are organized like soldiers. As
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 over-looker, and, above all,

K LI
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by the individual bourgeois manufacturer himself. . . .

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 women. Differ-
‘ences of age and sex have no longer any distinctive social validity for
the working class. All are instruments of labor, more or less expensive
to use, according to age and sex. . . .

The lower strata of the middle class—the small tradespeople,
shopkeepers, and retired tradesmen generally, the handicraftsmen
and peasants—all these sink gradually into the proletariat, partly
because their diminutive capital does not suffice for the scale on
which modemn industry is carried on, and is swamped in the compe-
tition E:ﬂwmrm large capitalists, partly because their specialized skill

0y

?.amsmmamﬂ.{onrﬁmmmE\:migm%ommOmwnonwcﬁwon..ﬁr:mnrmvﬁ:c.
turiat is recruited from all classes of nr_m population.

The proletariat goes through various stages of development. With
its birth begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie. At first the contest
iy Eﬁln.mam: by individual laborers, then by the workpeople of a
factory, then by the operatives of one trade, in one locality, against
the individhal 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 im-

ported wares that compete with their labor, 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. . . .

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
muore equalized, in proportion as machinery obliterates all distinctions
of labor, and nearly everywhere reduces wages to the same low level,
The growing competition among the bourgeois, and the resulting
commercial erises, make the wages of the workers ever more fluctu-
ating. The unceasing improvement of machinery, ever more rapidly
developing, makes their livelihood more and more precarious; the
collisions .between individual workmen and individual bourgeois
take more and more the character of collisions between two classes.
Thereupon the workers begin to form combinations (Trades” Unions)
against thézbourgeois; they club together in order to keep up the rate
of wages

ithey found permanent associations in order to make pro-
A
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vision beforeshand for these occasional revolts. Here and there the
contest breaks out into riots.

Now and then the workers are victorious, but only fora tiine. The
real fruit of their hattles lies not in the immediate result but in the
ever improved means of communication that are created i1 modern

industry and that place the workers of different localities in contact
with one wnother, It was just ti

the numerous loe

s contact that was needed to contralize
al straggles, all of the. same character. into one
anational strogele hetween elasses, But every ¢l
politiea! strigrede. And il nnion, to attain wl
the Middle Agex

ass strugple is a
rich the burghers of
.owith their miserable highways, reqguired cen-
huries, the modern proletariany, thanks to rajlw

ays, achieve in a few

Altogether eollisions hoetween the classes of the old society
further, v many witys, the course of development of the proletarint,
The bonrgeoisic finds itself involved in a constant battle. At frst
with the aristoeraey: later on, with those portions of the bourgeoisie
itself, whone interests Ligse Brecome antigonistic to the progress of
inclusteyr at all 4

alhiliese conmntries it seoy itself compe

Hed to appenl to the vroletaria,
o axk for

its helpoand thus to drag it into the political sirena. The

)
sourgeanisio itselll therefore, supplies the proletariat with weapans
ar fighting the hourgenisic,

Further, as we have

t
1
;
already seen, entire sections of the ruling
e advinee of industry, precipitated into the prole-
tariad, or are at least threntened in their conditions of existonce. These

also supply the proletarint with fresh elements of enlightecument and
DTOETOSE,

classes are, by ]

Finally, tn times when the elass strugple ne

l ars the decisive hour,
the process of dissolution Foing on withi

n the roling class, in faet
withit the whole rmnge of old soclety, assumes such

a violent, glaring
character, that o small

section of the ruling class cuts itself adrift,
and joins the revolutionury class, the class that holds the future in its
hands, Just as, therelore, at an earlier perind, a section of the nobility
went aver to the bourgeoisic, so now a portion of the hourgeoisie goey
over to the proletarint, and in particular, a portion of the bourgeois
ideologists, who have mised themselves to the level of comprehend-
ing theoretically the historical movement as a whole.

Of all the classes that stand face to face with the bourgeoisie
te-day, the proletariat alone is a really revolutionary class. The other

1es with the hourgeoisie of foreign countries. 1

53
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classes decay and finally disappear in the face of modern industry:
the proletariat is its special and essential product.

The lower middle ¢lass, 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 im-
pending transfer into the proletariat; they thus defend not their pres-
ent, but their future interests, they desert their own standpoint to
place themselves at that of the proletariat, . . .

1l PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS

L
In what relation do the Communists stard to the proletarians as
a whole? . |

The Communists are distinguished from the other working-class
parties by this only: 1. In the national struggles of the proletarians
of the different countries, they point ont and bring to the front the
common interests of the entire proleturiat, independently of all
nationality. 2. In the various stages of development which the struggle
of the working class agrainst the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they
alwiys . . | represent the interests of the movement as a whole. . . .

The immediate aim of the Communists is' the same as that of all
other proletariun parties: Formation of the proletariat into u class,
overthrow of bourgeois supremacy, conqguest of political power hy
the proletariat. . . .

The distinguishing feature of Communism is not the abolition
of property generally, but the abolition of bourgeois property. But
madern bourgeois private property is the final and most complete
expression of the system of producing and appropriating products that
is based on class ,x:?nc:mm_zx. on the exploitation of the many by the
few, .

In this sense, the theory of the Communists may be summied up
inasingle sentence: Abolition of private property. . . . .

You are horrified at our intending to do wway with private prop-

-erty. But in your existing society, private property is »'~eady 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. . . |
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Communism deprives no man of the power to appropriate the
products of society; a1l that it does is to deprive hiin of the power to
subjupgate the labor of others by means of such appropriation, ... .

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

The workingmen have no country. We cannot take from them
what they have not got. Since the prolelariat must first of all acquire
_5:.:2; supremiaey, must rise to be the leading class of the nation,
st constitute itsell the nation, it is, so far, itself national, though
not in the bourzeois sense of the word. ", .

The proletariat will use ity political supremacy to wrest, by de-
grees, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to centralize wl) instruments
of production in the hands of the state, i.e.. of the proletariat organ-
ized as woraling elass; and to increase the total of productive forces
as rapidly as possible,

When,in the conrse of development, elass distinetions have dis-
appearced 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
orianized power ol one class for oppressing another, If the prole-
arint during its contest with the bourgeoisie is compelled, by the
foree of circumstances, to organize itself as a class, if, by means of a
revolution, it mukes itself the ruling class, and, as such, SWOOPS away
by force the old conditions of production, then it will, along with
these conditions, have swept away the conditions for the oxistence of
Jdass antagonising, and of classes generally, and will therely rm.cw
abolished its own supremacy as a class.

In place of the old r::..mmomm society with its classes and o]
antagonisms we shall have ;o asseciation in which the free deve

sment of cach s the condition for the free development of all,

[After a diseussion of socialist and communist literature, and of

ether political partios, the Manifesto ends with the
passage.]

ass
lop-

Sollowing famous

The Communists disdain to concea! their views and aims. They
openly declare that their ends can be attained only by the forcible
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.

Workingmen of all countries unite!
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> A Study of Changing

_ T,atin America

Many nations of Central and South Americe were born in the demccretic
revolutions of the early 19th century. The changes that followed these up-
heavals, however, did not necessarily create democratic regimes. Nor was
the social and economic life of the avercge Lotin American significantly
altered. For. ¢ century thereafter, Latin-American peasants followed their
ancient ways, poorly educated and almost completely unexposed to modern
technology.

" In the 20th century, the poce of social change all over Lotin America was
"greatly sccelercted. The coming of industrialism touched 1 :e lives of Latin
Americans os political movements of the past had failed to do. The rise of
gities and the growth of a new urban working class chenged the old social
Grder. As former peasants received more education and learned new skills,
their dissatisfoction increased. Many jcined orgaonized iabor movements
and mode greater demands on their employers.

* The shift from form to foctory and from country to city also brought grave
socia!l rroblems. Uprooted from their villages and families, workers discovered
that increased physical comforts often could not compensate for the security
of the familiar, The new life cnd the new loydlties were confusing and frus-
treting, The reading for today personelizes this revolution. it explores the life
of & Guatemalon corpenter, Esteban Pazui, who left his native mountaoins for o
better job in the lowlands.

In the process of onalyzing historical phenomena, writers make use ‘of
‘evidence from any number of possible sources. As we sow in Problems 1 and
11, histerians profit from the work of archoeologists and anthropelogists, In
today’'s Probiem, where the reading consists of a sociclogical study, cur
insight into social change — one aspect of history in the making —is broadened
through the discipline of another social science. Sociologists, by systematicelly
studying human groups both as societies and through their individual mem.
bers, contribute vital information about changes in the minds and hearts of
men. Looking at changing conditions in Latin America through the eyes of one
transplonted Indian peasant, Pazuj, should help you understond more clearly
the problems which our neighbors to the south face todoy.

As you read this selection, consider the following questions:

1 Do you think that the way in which Europeans established themselves
in Latin, Americe exploins the traditional type of society described in this
article? !

2 .Compare the social and economic changes that offc cted the workers
of Guatemala with those affecting English laborers, as described in Problem 21,

3 What types of problems do emerging netions such os Guatemdla
*mnm as'they try to adjust to urban, industrial life?

.4 % What are the advantages of a personalized account to a historian?
K S;Hn: are the dangers in using such evidence?




