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It wa s th e proletaria t whos e fight  wo n fo r th e bourgeoisi e victor y ove r al l
the othe r classe s o f societ y in th e more develope d countrie s o f Europe ; i t i s up
to the proletariat alon e to break this rul e in turn, and to proclaim the rule of it s
own class—th e class tha t n o longer ha s an y other clas s below it . Th e desperat e
protests raise d everywher e agains t thi s prospec t b y the leader s o f th e so-calle d
radical oppositio n wil l no t chang e th e cours e o f event s an d wil l no t mak e
possible any conciliation between opponents who can only annihilate each other.

The proletaria t an d th e bourgeoisi e ar e bot h th e offsprin g o f steam—th e
products o f moder n industry ; the y hav e bee n shape d b y th e latter , an d th e
other element s of societ y dissolve more and more into these two antitheses . The
power o f feudalism  ha s been broken , eve n thoug h th e medieva l rubbis h o f pri -
vilege has not been remove d everywhere . The prou d noblema n ha s been force d
to giv e u p th e way s o f hi s forefather s an d adop t th e bourgeois  way o f life .
The petty  bourgeoisie  is everywhere o n th e threshold o f bankruptcy . Th e guil d
regulations, stil l cherishe d wit h s o muc h solicitud e i n German y an d eve n re -
stored b y Prussia' s romanti c king , hav e prove d ineffectiv e agains t th e superio r
power o f bi g capital . Ever y busines s crisi s throw s thousand s o f smal l owner s
into the ranks of th e proletariat ; a  single new machine can rui n whole branches
of business . But the disappearance of th e petty bourgeoisie means the disappear -
ance o f th e clas s which ha s u p t o no w forme d th e bridg e betwee n bourgeoisi e
and proletaria t an d which , while i t di d no t reconcil e the contradictions betwee n
them, a t least veiled them.

However, i t i s an ol d principle o f experienc e tha t no social class, even i f th e
ground unde r it s fee t i s alread y givin g way , abandon s it s hop e tha t i t wil l b e
restored t o its former positio n a s long as its demise is not a n accomplishe d fact .
And there has never been a dearth of fools to make a system out of these ignorant
hopes. The y woul d sacrific e a  whol e proces s o f developmen t t o thei r philan -
thropic fantasies , i f onl y th e worl d woul d accommodat e itsel f t o thei r whim s
for a  single day.

Today ther e i s no longe r an y branch of busines s which i s secure agains t th e
inroads o f bi g industry . Even where the machine canno t penetrate , the continu -
ing divisio n o f labo r i s enough anyway to turn man int o a  machine himself an d
to replac e th e wor k o f a  man mor e an d mor e b y th e cheape r wor k o f wome n
and children .

Modern industr y concentrate s capita l i n fewe r an d fewe r hand s because , i n
contrast t o medieva l han d labor , i t ca n onl y b e undertaken wit h larg e financial
means. I t i s natura l tha t fo r th e great mass of thos e who have been robbe d an d
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degraded fro m independen t worker s int o machines , onl y th e wors t side s o f
this developmen t hav e mad e themselve s felt . Th e first  an d crudes t oppositio n
to thi s developmen t vente d itsel f therefor e i n th e destructio n o f machines , an d
it wa s abov e al l th e factor y worker s wh o resorte d t o thi s i n orde r t o improv e
their lot . Thei r oppositio n becam e more intelligen t onl y when the y ha d prove d
the fruitlessnes s o f thi s an d othe r means of individua l resistance . Every new at -
tempt ha d onl y serve d t o mak e the m fee l eve n mor e strongl y thei r dependenc e
on industr y an d th e impossibilit y o f eve r emancipatin g themselve s fro m it ,
since the y wer e th e first  t o suffe r fro m it s up s an d downs . Bu t ever y ne w at -
tempt had als o woven firmer  ties amon g th e various section s o f th e proletariat .
They cam e to kno w thei r communit y o f interest ; i n a  word, the y cam e to fee l
that the y were a  class, one which could gain victory only togethe r with industr y
and no t agains t it .

Gradually the y wer e joine d b y thos e worker s who , althoug h stil l employe d
in petty-bourgeois production, did no t cling to it with the ignorant and tenacious
obstinacy o f th e privileged masters . I n th e beginning , thei r oppositio n to o ha d
been directe d agains t furthe r development ; thei r idea l was the re-establishmen t
of th e artisa n crafts , th e dissolutio n o f bi g industry , th e dissolutio n o f societ y
into a big artisan association; and by preference the y joined with thos e who, like
W. Weitling , kne w ho w t o combin e thes e reactionar y hope s int o a  system , o r
they let themselves be misused an d exploite d b y those who knew how t o flatter
their naiv e ideas . But onl y a  few violen t upheaval s wer e neede d t o destro y thi s
dream-world, an d i n th e Ol d Worl d thes e fals e leader s wer e soo n abandone d
by the mass of the workers.

Modern industr y no t onl y concentrate s capita l i n fewe r an d fewe r hands , i t
also concentrate s th e masse s a t certai n points . I n thi s wa y i t bring s abou t a  fa r
greater increas e i n population , whil e o n th e othe r han d i t make s human powe r
more and more superfluous throug h it s constant expansion of machine work. The
so-called "surplus " population—i.e . tha t par t whic h present-da y societ y ca n n o
longer employ and consequently for whic h i t can no longer provide—is growing
every day . Thereb y th e stat e o f wa r i n whic h present-da y societ y finds  itsel f
becomes permanent , unti l th e overthro w o f th e existin g relationship s come s
about, an d th e exploitation o f th e masses for th e benefi t o f a  smal l minorit y i s
brought to an end.

"Hitherto, ever y for m o f societ y ha s bee n based , a s we hav e alread y seen ,
on th e antagonism o f oppressin g an d oppresse d classes . But in orde r t o oppres s
a class, certain conditions mus t be assured to i t under which i t can , a t least, con-
tinue it s slavis h existence . The serf , i n th e period o f serfdom , raise d himsel f t o
membership i n th e commune , jus t a s th e pett y bourgeois , unde r th e yok e o f
feudal absolutism , manage d t o develo p int o a  bourgeois . Th e moder n laborer ,
on th e contrary , instea d o f risin g wit h th e progres s o f industry , sink s deepe r
and deepe r belo w th e condition s o f existenc e o f hi s ow n class . He become s a
pauper, and pauperism develop s more rapidly tha n populatio n an d wealth . An d
here i t become s evident tha t th e bourgeoisie i s unfit an y longer t o be the rulin
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class in society, and to impose its conditions of existenc e upon society as an over-
riding law . I t i s unfit t o rule because i t i s incompetent t o assure an existence to
its slav e withi n hi s slavery , becaus e i t canno t hel p lettin g hi m sin k int o suc h
a stat e tha t i t ha s t o fee d him , instea d o f bein g fe d b y him . Societ y ca n n o
longer liv e unde r thi s bourgeoisie , i n othe r words , it s existenc e i s n o longe r
compatible wit h society. "

The rul e o f th e bourgeoisi e has t o b e removed , bu t no t i n orde r t o retur n
to th e Middl e Age s o r divid e u p capita l o r destro y th e machines , bu t i n orde r
to bring th e benefit s o f industria l achievement s t o al l of society . The constantl y
progressing concentratio n o f capita l an d th e instrument s o f productio n i n th e
hands o f individual s ca n reac h it s final  goa l onl y throug h concentratio n i n th e
hands o f th e state . Modern industr y ha s arrive d a t th e degre e o f developmen t
of whic h i t was capable within th e boundaries which private property set s every-
where. The ever-growin g intensit y o f busines s crise s show s tha t th e productiv e
forces ar e clos e to breaking dow n thes e boundaries , jus t a s the ris e o f industr y
destroyed medieva l forms o f production . Jus t a s only social or state property can
take th e plac e o f privat e property , s o onl y stat e productio n ca n tak e th e plac e
of privat e production . Th e "violatio n o f property " whic h precede s thi s trans -
formation i s th e sam e a s tha t whic h w e se e dail y committe d b y larg e capita l
against smal l capital , th e difference bein g onl y tha t i n th e latte r cas e i t i s don e
in the interest of individual s an d in th e former cas e in th e interest o f th e whole
society.

It i s quite plain tha t there canno t be here an y question o f gradual , peacefu l
transitions. I t i s a  struggle fo r existenc e i n whic h th e bourgeoisi e stake s every -
thing i n orde r t o sav e everything , an d int o which th e proletaria t i s drive n eve r
and agai n b y wan t an d unbearabl e pressure , unti l i t finally  succeed s i n tearin g
down th e barrier s whic h kee p i t fro m enjoyin g th e riche s o f thi s earth . Th e
petty bourgeoisi e play s th e rol e o f th e philistine , timi d bu t sometime s drive n
to despair , who a t one moment i s pushed b y similar pressures t o the sid e of th e
proletariat, an d a t anothe r i s turne d int o a  traito r t o thos e wh o ha d jus t bee n
his fello w fighters  b y th e smalles t concessio n t o hi s dirt y self-seeking . I f thi s
class succeeded fo r a  moment in conquering power fo r itself , then haplessly and
helplessly i t woul d hav e t o joi n on e o r th e othe r o f th e "extreme " partie s an d
submit t o it s leadership—sinc e al l o f it s ow n tendencie s stan d i n contradictio n
with th e rea l course o f development .

The rule of the proletariat has nothing in common with the rule of a  Vandal-
like barbarism ; o n th e contrary , th e proletaria t i s th e onl y clas s whic h i s i n a
position t o step int o th e entir e legac y o f th e bourgeoisie , since it s ow n welfar e
depends o n th e continue d developmen t o f thi s legacy . I t i s th e las t clas s tha t
will exercis e rule , fo r wit h th e abolitio n o f al l clas s privilege s al l remainin g
classes will  dissolv e into it , jus t a s even now i t absorb s al l creativ e element s o f
the other classes who have achieved a  theoretical understandin g o f th e historica l
movement. With th e rule of th e proletariat ther e comes to an end every political
rule whatsoever, fo r th e basis of suc h rule is the class struggle.
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"In place of th e old bourgeoi s society, with it s classes and class antagonisms,
we shall have an association , i n which th e free developmen t o f eac h i s th e con-
dition fo r th e free developmen t o f all. "

If a  revolutio n i s t o b e victoriousl y carrie d through , i t will  requir e a  con -
centrated power , a  dictatorshi p a t it s head . Cromwell' s dictatorshi p wa s neces -
sary in order to establish the supremacy of th e English bourgeoisie ; the terrorism
of th e Paris Commune and o f the Committee of Publi c Safety alon e succeeded i n
breaking the resistance of th e feudal lord s on Frenc h soil . Without th e dictator -
ship o f th e proletaria t whic h i s concentrate d i n th e bi g cities , th e bourgeoi s re -
action wil l not be done away with.

(Translated by  Horst Duhnke  and  Hal Draper

 




