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EDITORIAL

O

n 28 November 1820, Frederick Engels
was born. This was a little over two
years after the birth of his great friend
and collaborator, Karl Marx. We are thus
celebrating the 200th birth anniversary of one of the
greatest teachers of the working class, a friend and
collaborator of Marx.
Engels and Marx are the fathers of what we today
refer to as “Marxism-Leninism”, that is, scientific socialism – also well known as the materialist conception
of history and dialectics, or simply, as we refer to it
today, dialectical and historical
materialism. This new science,
a new approach to understanding and changing society, is the most reliable and
consistent tool at the hands of
the modern working class, the
proletariat, in its struggles
against the bourgeoisie. Ever
since the two friends presented scientific socialism through
their joint work in 1846, the
Critique of The German Ideology, as well as more other
works through their lives, the
working class has correctly
relied on this science and succeeded in most battles.

bodies. The result was the colossal work from which even
Marx heavily relied when he worked on his earth shattering work, Capital: A Critique of Political Economy. Up till
The Condition, no writer had ever presented the situation,
sufferings and struggles of the working class with such
utmost clarity. Additionally, this work placed the working
class as the major class to take on the bourgeoisie in the
struggles that were taking place – and moving forward.
The Condition, therefore, is a prerequisite for every
class conscious worker and any communist, along with
others which Engels and Marx wrote.
Marx and Engels are thus the true guiding
light in the struggle of the working class
against the bourgeoisie. They brought to
the working class the most advanced revolutionary theory – a consistent scientific
method – in their struggles, struggles
which they themselves partook in.
As Marx stated in 1845 in his Theses on
Feuerbach, the philosophers have interpreted the world, in various ways; the
point is to change it. Both Marx and Engels marked a great shift from the academics, thinkers, and philosophers of the
time – as well as previous ones. They did
not analyse society and its struggles for
the sake of it. They personally participated
in the working-class revolution with the
aim of changing society towards socialism. Their works were thus always directed at giving the correct strategy and
tactics for the working class to fight and
defeat the bourgeoisie as well as to build
the new society that was to emerge after
the defeat of this oppressing class.

It is remarkable that Engels
did not acquire university qualification, yet by the time he
was in his early 20s he was
already critically reading and The young Frederick Engels (1841)
analysing the philosophical
works of great philosophers such as that of Georg WilEngels is well known for his fierce engagement in pohelm Friedrich Hegel. This should be a lesson and
lemics,
especially in defence of scientific socialism. This
inspiration to many of our comrades in Swaziland. It is
was
necessary
as their collaboration meant that the work
important that comrades do not allow themselves to
had
to
be
divided
and the load shared accordingly. Marx,
be prohibited by personal, family and community cirmeanwhile,
worked
diligently and studiously on political
cumstances from engaging fully in the revolution, ineconomy,
using
their
scientific method, resulting in Capicluding pushing themselves to transcend societal
tal.
No
Marxist
can
ever
be a true Marxist, we dare say,
boundaries.
until they have thoroughly studied this work. As things
At 24, Engels started working on his groundstand, therefore, most of the Marxists of this world are, in
breaking work, The Condition of the Working Class in
truth, merely aspirant Marxists. The road to Marxism is
England, in September 1844 and published it in March
very long!
1845. To produce this work, Engels personally lived
Notwithstanding the above remark, however, one who
with the working people in England, Manchester,
is
well
armed with the basic method of scientific socialism
where he worked for his father. He was a direct wit–
dialectical
and historical materialism – will be in the best
ness to the plight of the workers and saw the terrible
position
to
analyse
society and devise strategies and tacconditions they lived in. He also read many books and
tics for the masses of each society.
reports that were published by various commissions,
the government, parliament, and other independent
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By taking a materialist standpoint, they meant, as
Engels explained in Ludwig Feuerbach and the End
of Classical German Philosophy, that nature and history must be comprehended just as it presents itself
to everyone who approaches it free from preconceived idealist crotchets. The world must thus be taken as it is, not as it has been presented to us by this
or that “great thinker”. We must trace history as it is
and not rely on some unexplainable and unexplained
idea, the “Word”. Thus, everything must be capable of
being proved empirically and not be left to speculations and superstitions. Elaborating on this point,
Marx made the declaration in 1859 in his A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy, that “at the
entrance to science, as at the entrance to hell, the
demand must be made: Here must all distrust be left;
All cowardice must here be dead.” Marx had already
clearly elaborated their scientific outlook in a polemic
with Proudhon, in Poverty of Philosophy (1847).

form the foundation upon which the state institutions,
the legal conceptions, art, and even the ideas on religion,
of the people concerned have been evolved, and in the
light of which they must, therefore, be explained, instead
of vice versa, as had previously been the case (Engels’
Speech at the Grave of Karl Marx in 1883).
The bourgeoisie and the monarchies of the world are,
of course, happy with a working class that keeps thinking
that the world is directed by some invisible superbeing in
the sky, whose intentions should never be questioned.
They are happy to lull the world into holding on to the
concept that, somewhere out there, there is someone
who knows it all and who has a plan for everyone; that,
therefore, if one is enslaved and poor, it is in accordance
with the “grand plan” of that particular superbeing – that
the oppressed must accept such enslavement with utmost grace! This is why they are fierce enemies of communists and the class conscious worker. They know that,
armed with the knowledge of scientific socialism, workers
will remove all the fog that has been placed on their faces over the centuries, overthrow the present system and
take and wield state power for the benefit of the whole of
society.

In further unpacking the materialist conception,
Engels clarified further in 1884 in his book The Origin
of the Family, Private Property and the State as follows:
“…the determining factor in history is, in the final
instance, the production and reproduction of the immediate essentials of life. This, again, is of a twofold
character. On the one side, the production of the
means of existence, of articles of food and clothing,
dwellings, and of the tools necessary for that production; on the other side, the production of human beings themselves, the propagation of the species. The
social organisation under which the people of a particular historical epoch and a particular country live is
determined by both kinds of production: by the
stage of development of labour on the one hand and
of the family on the other.” (emphasis added)
Engels was elaborating on a point he had made
some four years earlier, in Socialism: Utopian and
Scientific, where he pointed out that the materialist
conception of history starts from the proposition that
the production of the means to support human life
and, next to production, the exchange of things produced, is the basis of all social structure; that in
every society that has appeared in history, the manner in which wealth is distributed and society divided
into classes or orders is dependent upon what is produced, how it is produced, and how the products are
exchanged.
As such, one can never understand any society
without, as a basis of all study, analysing the way that
particular society produces its means of life. The discovery of this secret, Engels attributed to Marx. That
is, the secret that humans must first of all eat,
drink, have shelter and clothing, BEFORE pursuing
politics, science, art, religion, etc.; that therefore the
production of the immediate material means, and consequently the degree of economic development attained by a given people or during a given epoch,

Cover of the first edition of Engels's The Origin of
the Family, Private Property and the State
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warring classes of society are always the products
of the modes of production and of exchange — in
a word, of the economic conditions of their time;
that the economic structure of society always furnishes the real basis, starting from which we can
alone work out the ultimate explanation of the
whole superstructure of juridical and political institutions as well as of the religious, philosophical,
and other ideas of a given historical period” (Ludwig Feuerbach and the End of classical
German Philosophy).
The employment of materialist dialectics was important because they were able to prove that the
capitalist system, like all other modes of production, is a product of human interaction through
production. They showed that the system
emerged from feudalism and that, since it is also
a product of human action, it would also reach its
highest stage and be overthrown. Capitalism did
not end the domination of one class by another,
however. Instead, it revamped and complicated
the class organisation of society and maintained
class domination of the majority by the minority
bourgeoisie. The defeat of the capitalist class will
not be by persuasion, but by forcible action which
must be undertaken by the class working class in
conscious action to build a totally new society.
The two friends committed themselves to directly
participate it the working-class struggles that were
happening, learn from them and thus constantly
improve their tools. They participated in the various
working-class organisations, helping to lead, guide
and unite the entire working class as they shared in
their struggles. They understood fully that no one
should ever undertake the struggle with “clean”
hands, that one had to throw themselves in the mash
and wage the revolution – and not be a mere “critic” of
the revolution, insulated from all mistakes. They were
practical revolutionaries till their last breath!

Frederick Engels in the 1860s
Marx and Engels did not end with materialism, however. They also dealt with dialectics. They proved that
Nature works dialectically – with continuous interconnections, intersections and interpenetrations as well as
changing over and over again, giving birth to new societies. Engels showed in Socialism: Utopian and Scientific
that Nature does not move in the eternal oneness of a
perpetually recurring circle, but that it goes through a
real historical evolution. Dialectics had already been well
presented by Hegel. Hegel’s dialectics, however, were
idealistic and not materialistic. The whole thing was thus
upside down, standing on its head. Marx and Engels
sought to turn this on its feet and gave it life. They
showed that the world we must focus on is the real
world as it has evolved through the part played by labour, among other material realities.

Engels, like Marx, was a prolific reader and writer.
They wrote letters to each other almost on a daily basis, analysing various countries and societies, and
helped each other in their respective works. The final
product (scientific socialism) was thus always a joint
product through and through. In a June 1853 Letter to
Adolf Cluss, Marx described Engels as “a veritable
walking encyclopaedia, he's capable, drunk or sober,
of working at any hour of the day or night, is a fast
writer and devilish QUICK.” In 1880, he remarked that
Engels was “one of the foremost representatives of
contemporary socialism…” On the other hand, Engels
described Marx as “the greatest living thinker”, a “man
of science” who “fought with a passion, a tenacity and
a success such as few could rival”, declaring that just
as Darwin discovered the law of development or organic nature, so Marx discovered the law of development of human history.

Viewing the world from a materialist dialectics, Marx
and Engels showed that Nature goes through an uninterrupted change of coming into being and passing
away, in which, in spite of all seemingly accidentally and
of all temporary retrogression, a progressive development asserts itself in the end (Ludwig Feuerbach and
the End of Classical German Philosophy).
Through the scientific presentation of materialism
and dialectics, Marx and Engels were thus able to prove
in the Manifesto of the Communist Party, in 1848, that
the history of all society, with the exception of its primitive stages, is the history of class struggles: “that these
4
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Throughout history, no bond has ever been as strong
and unbreakable as the bond of Marx and Engels. This
does not mean, of course, that some have not tried to
break this bond, for many have tried, and failed. Especially after the death of Marx in 1883, some tried – and some
still try – to consecrate Marx as a saint and at the same
time attacked Engels. Others, on the other hand, have
tried to ignore Engels’s contribution to scientific socialism
by talking only about Marx, silencing Engels. But history
has no blank pages. Following Engels’s death in 1895,
Vladimir Lenin would proclaim as follows about Engels:
What a torch of reason ceased to burn,
What a heart has ceased to beat!
Lenin further proclaimed that the name and life of Engels should be known to every worker, and that “to awaken class-consciousness in the Russian workers, we must
give a sketch of the life and work of Frederick Engels, one
of the two great teachers of the modern proletariat.”
After the 1848 February Revolution, shortly after both
Engels and Marx had presented the Communist Manifesto to the Communist League, Engels became one of the
editors of the Neue Rheinische Zeitung (Nouvelle Gazette
Rhénane), founded in 1848 by Marx in Cologne and suppressed in June 1849 by a Prussian coup d'état. After
taking part in the uprising at Elberfeld, Engels fought in
the Baden campaign against the Prussians (June and
July 1849).
Both Marx and Engels contributed to the formation of
the International Working Men’s Association (the First
International) in 1864 to which they directly contributed
to its growth. Their works are constituted in very large
volumes and have stood the test of time, despite incessant attacks from bourgeois scholars. Capitalist regimes
have poured billions and trillions in monies in the fight
against these two men. They have tried to shut their voices and reverse the growth of the working class, the bourgeoisie’s natural grave digger, but the wheels of nature
5

continue to vindicate the two giants of revolution. In the
end, Communism will win!
Today, the Communist Parties of the world remain
with the task of leading, guiding and uniting the oppressed peoples of the world, the majority of which is
the working class. The tools given to us by Marx and
Engels remain the most trusted in this regard. The
Communist Party of Swaziland (CPS) bears that duty
as well. Until the birth of the CPS in 2011, the class
struggle in Swaziland had never had the benefit of a
consistent Marxist-Leninist approach. It is thus not surprising that, since 2011, the workers of our country
have increasingly called for the intensification of the
struggle against the capitalist class, not merely for
“bread and butter” issues, but for socialism. The idea of
overthrowing the absolute monarchy and forming a
democratic republic has permeated through the working people. Until the CPS came into being, the highest
point of consciousness that the people had reached,
and which they had been organised for, was for the
formation of a constitutional monarchy, a backward
objective.
Just like other Communist Parties in the world have
to fend off attacks from many noisy bourgeois propagandists, the CPS also faces the same struggles in
Swaziland. It had to wage this struggle as soon as it
announced its birth in 2011. Within the pro-democracy
movement, the petty bourgeois element has been the
most incessant attacker of the Party. This is to be expected, of course, for the Party speaks the language of
total revolution, automatically proclaiming death to the
reformism which had gagged the movement for a very
long time.
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In the conditions of Swaziland, the petty bourgeois
element is automatically monarchist, often presenting
sugar-coated criticism of the monarchy, but at the same
time promising to offer protection for the same monarchy in a democratic Swaziland with the constitutional
monarchy position. This petty bourgeois element has
openly declared non alliance with the communists, its
reason for such a position being that the Communist
Party is openly fighting to uproot the monarchy while
they (the petty bourgeois) have had long friendly relations with monarchists within the pro-democracy movement.
For the CPS’s dedication to work within the workers,
at shopfloor level, helping to conscientise them as to the
need for the communistic approach and learning from
the practical work of the workers, the petty bourgeois
propagandists have claimed that the CPS has a
“divisive agenda.” It is thus claimed, foolishly, that the
CPS is “dividing” the mass democratic movement by
infusing Marxism in the revolution. The workers are now,
correctly, divorcing the backward “constitutional monarchy” propaganda and engaging in a true working-class
struggle against the oppressor. The CPS continues to
grow from strength to strength.

?Mary Burns (1823—7 January 1963), the lifelong
partner of Frederick Engels. They did not get married, since they both opposed the bourgeois form
of marriage. A working-class Irish woman who
lived in Manchester, she is credited as the one
who introduced Engels to the real conditions of the
working class in England in the early 1840s.

To conclude on the life of Engels, we present below a
list of some of his most important works, excluding the
joint works he wrote with Marx:
1.

Dialectics of Nature

2.

Ludwig Feuerbach and the End of Classical
German Philosophy

3.

Outlines of a Critique of Political Economy

4.

Socialism: Utopian and Scientific

5.

The Condition of the Working Class in England

6.

The Housing Question

7.

The Origin of the Family, Private Property and
the State

8.

The Peasant War in Germany

9.

The Principles of Communism

After her death, Engels lived with her sister Lizzie.
In respect for the her religious wishes, Engels married her on 11 September 1878, just hours before
her death. Engels died on 5 August 1895.

Engels’s signature
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In this list we say we do not include the two revolutionaries’ joint works, but we know that for most, if not
all, their works, they collaborated. In some of these
works, one job is begun by one and finished by the other, while in another they contribute prefaces or introductions, and so on. The element of collaboration is forever
permanent in their works. The reader must therefore
always have this in mind whenever engaging on the
above listed works as well as all writings of Marx and
Engels.

Thokozane Kenneth
Kunene

Facebook: Communist
Party of Swaziland - CPS

General Secretary

Twitter: @CPSwaziland

(+27)72 594 3971

Email:
cpswa.org@gmail.com

Pius Vilakati
Information and Publicity

All material on Marx and Engels appearing in this
issue, Special thanks: Marxists Internet Archive

(+27)81 353 3383
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Tribute by Paul Lafargue

Engels and Marx had no Fatherland; They were Citizens of the World (1905)

T

he
man
whom Marx
considered
the
most
learned man of Europe was only looked
upon as a jolly companion who enjoyed
his glass. Once Madame Marx heard a
lady say in 1848,
“Engels is a frivolous
man,” and that was
the opinion of the
Manchester
merchants. No learned
man was ever less
pedantic than he.

They had the highest opinion of each other and did
not think so highly of criticisms from other sources.

It is impossible to
speak about Engels
without referring at
the same time to Marx. The web of their lives was so
closely interwoven that it was as if it were only one life;
and yet they were quite different personalities, not only
owing to outward circumstances, but to different character and temperament.

Paul Lafargue was one of the founders of
the Marxist wing of the French Workers Party. From
1861 took part in the republican movement. In 187071 he carried on organisational and agitational work in
Paris and Bordeaux; after the fall of the Commune he
fled to Spain where he fought for the line of the General Council; they then settled in London. After the
bloody May Day in Fourmis (1891) he was sentenced
to a year’s imprisonment. Married in 1868 to Laura
Marx, Marx’s second daughter, the Lafargues began
several decades of political work together, financially
supported by Engels.

“Certainly,” he said to me one day, “people had always seen that there was a great deal of importance
to be attached to capitalist production, and that it was
necessary to ascertain and explain the laws of its development, but this had demanded too much time and
the work had only been done in parts and in fragments. Marx alone was prepared to show as a whole
the effects of economic causes, to exhibit the dependence of their relations with each other, and thus, so to
speak, to reconstruct the whole of the theoretic monument of economics and to show the importance of it in
the evolution of society.”
Engels and Marx had no fatherland; they were, as
Marx said, “Citizens of the World.”
————

Engels told me that Marx in 1844, in Paris, at the Café
de la Regence, one of the first centres of the Revolution
of 1789, had first sketched out to him the outlines of his
theory of the materialist conception of history.
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Engels and Marx had acquired the habit of working
together. Engels in this way often acted as a stimulus on
Marx, who did not like to begin his work till he had got
everything well in hand and was at times too diffident to
begin.
After the downfall of the Revolution the two friends
had to separate. Engels went to Manchester, Marx went
to London, but though separated they lived together in
thought. Nearly every day during 17 years they corresponded and thus kept each other informed of the progress of their studies and communicated their thoughts
on political affairs.
Engels left Manchester as soon as he could become
free from his business yoke, and went to London where
he settled in Regent’s Park Road, ten minutes’ distance
from Maitland Park where Marx lived. Every day about
one o’clock he went to see Marx, and if the weather
were fine and Marx felt in good form, they used to go for
a walk on Hampstead Heath.
7

LICINISO ISSUE 12 30 December 2020

Frederick Lessner: In Remembrance of Frederick Engels (1890)
Engels left London in 1850, in order to enter his
father’s cotton factory in Manchester, in which he became, in 1864, a partner. In 1869, after his father’s
death, he retired from business, and returned to London, in order to devote all his time to collaboration
with Marx.
The outbreak of the Franco-German war interested
Engels greatly, and he devoted his time during that
period to writing articles for the “Pall Mall Gazette,”
which proved his military talent, and procured him the
nickname “General.” He prophesied several defeats
of the French.
After the defeat of the Commune of Paris, the position of the General Council of the International Workingmen’s Association became very difficult, especially
for Marx and Engels, as a great number of international refugees arrived in London, which occasioned
additional work and loss of time.
Engels, like Marx, seldom appeared as a public
speaker; each liked a debate, but as speakers they
were not popular.
Engels’s will stipulated that he was to be cremated,
and his ashes thrown into the sea. This last wish was
fulfilled on August 27th, when Eleanor Marx, Dr.
Aveling, Herr E. Bernstein, and myself, travelled to
Eastbourne, hired a boat, and two miles from the
coast threw his ashes into the sea.

M

y first acquaintance with Engels and
Marx took place in London, in 1847, and
it was in the Communist Club—the only
club that has stuck true to its principles
and is still alive. It was on that memorable occasion
when Marx, Engels, W. Wolff, and the Belgian comrade
Tetesko came from Brussels to come to an understanding about the principles and tactics of the new movement. It is now well known that Marx and Engels at this
Congress were chosen to elaborate the Manifesto of the
Communist Party.

That was the last of him. But if Marx and Engels
have thus disappeared from the earthly scene, the
principles they advocated are alive, and will continue
to spread in all countries, until the final victory of International Socialism.
————
Frederick Lessner (1825-1910) was a German tailor
and a longtime friend of Marx and Engels. He was a
member of the Communist League. He participated in
1848-49 revolution and was a defendant at the Cologne Communist trial (1852). He was a member of
the General Council of the International Working
Men's Association.
LICINISO

Engels’s personal appearance was quite different
from that of Marx. Engels was tall and slender, his
movements quick and impulsive, his language short and
to the point, his bearing erect, with a soldierly effect.
He was extremely hospitable, full of fun, and his fun
was contagious. He was the soul of the entertainment,
and managed admirably to make his guests comfortable, who, at that time, were mostly Owenites, Chartists,
Trade Unionists, and Socialists.”
After the suppression of the revolution in Baden, Engels and other revolutionists had to escape to Switzerland, where, however, Engels did not stay long, and
went, in 1850, to London, where a great number of refugees at that time had assembled. Here commenced
hard times for Engels and Marx, as neither of them had
any income.
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What a torch of reason ceased to burn, What a heart has
ceased to beat! – Tribute by Vladimir Lenin (1895)

O

n August 5 (new style), 1895, Frederick
Engels died in London. After his friend Karl
Marx (who died in 1883), Engels was the
finest scholar and teacher of the modern
proletariat in the whole civilised world. From the time that
fate brought Karl Marx and Frederick Engels together, the
two friends devoted their life’s work to a common cause.
And so to understand what Frederick Engels has done for
the proletariat, one must have a clear idea of the significance of Marx’s teaching and work for the development of
the contemporary working-class movement.

ulcer, and observed with horror how it grew with the
growth of industry. They all, therefore, sought for a
means to stop the development of industry and of the
proletariat, to stop the “wheel of history.” Marx and Engels did not share the general fear of the development
of the proletariat; on the contrary, they placed all their
hopes on its continued growth. The more proletarians
there are, the greater is their strength as a revolutionary
class, and the nearer and more possible does socialism
become. The services rendered by Marx and Engels to
the working class may be expressed in a few words
thus: they taught the working class to know itself and be
conscious of itself, and they substituted science for
dreams.

Marx and Engels were the first to show that the working class and its demands are a necessary outcome of
the present economic system, which together with the
bourgeoisie inevitably creates and organises the proletariat. They showed that it is not the well-meaning efforts of
noble-minded individuals, but the class struggle of the
organised proletariat that will deliver humanity from the
evils which now oppress it.

That is why the name and life of Engels should
be known to every worker. That is why in this collection of articles, the aim of which, as of all our publications, is to awaken class-consciousness in the Russian
workers, we must give a sketch of the life and work of
Frederick Engels, one of the two great teachers of the
modern proletariat.

In their scientific works, Marx and Engels were the
first to explain that socialism is not the invention of
dreamers, but the final aim and necessary result of
the development of the productive forces in modern
society. All recorded history hitherto has been a history
of class struggle, of the succession of the rule and victory
of certain social classes over others. And this will continue until the foundations of class struggle and of class
domination – private property and anarchic social production – disappear. The interests of the proletariat demand
the destruction of these foundations, and therefore the
conscious class struggle of the organised workers must
be directed against them. And every class struggle is a
political struggle.
These views of Marx and Engels have now been
adopted by all proletarians who are fighting for their
emancipation. But when in the forties the two friends took
part in the socialist literature and the social movements of
their time, they were absolutely novel. There were then
many people, talented and without talent, honest and dishonest, who, absorbed in the struggle for political freedom, in the struggle against the despotism of kings, police and priests, failed to observe the antagonism between the interests of the bourgeoisie and those of the
proletariat. These people would not entertain the idea of
the workers acting as an independent social force. On the
other hand, there were many dreamers, some of them
geniuses, who thought that it was only necessary to convince the rulers and the governing classes of the injustice
of the contemporary social order, and it would then be
easy to establish peace and general well-being on earth.
They dreamt of a socialism without struggle. Lastly, nearly all the socialists of that time and the friends of the working class generally regarded the proletariat only as an

The Engels family house at Barmen (now in Wuppertal), Germany

Engels was born in 1820 in Barmen, in the Rhine
Province of the kingdom of Prussia. His father was a
manufacturer. In 1838 Engels, without having completed his high-school studies, was forced by family
circumstances to enter a commercial house in Bremen
as a clerk.
Commercial affairs did not prevent Engels from pursuing his scientific and political education. He had come
to hate autocracy and the tyranny of bureaucrats while
still at high school. The study of philosophy led him further. At that time Hegel’s teaching dominated German
philosophy, and Engels became his follower.
9
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Although Hegel himself was an admirer of the autocratic Prussian state, in whose service he was as a professor at Berlin University, Hegel’s teachings were revolutionary. Hegel’s faith in human reason and its rights, and
the fundamental thesis of Hegelian philosophy that the
universe is undergoing a constant process of change and
development, led some of the disciples of the Berlin philosopher – those who refused to accept the existing situation – to the idea that the struggle against this situation,
the struggle against existing wrong and prevalent evil, is
also rooted in the universal law of eternal development. If
all things develop, if institutions of one kind give place to
others, why should the autocracy of the Prussian king or
of the Russian tsar, the enrichment of an insignificant minority at the expense of the vast majority, or the domination of the bourgeoisie over the people, continue for ever?
Hegel’s philosophy spoke of the development of the mind
and of ideas; it was idealistic. From the development of
the mind it deduced the development of nature, of man,
and of human, social relations.
While retaining Hegel’s idea of the eternal process of
development, Marx and Engels rejected the preconceived
idealist view; turning to life, they saw that it is not the development of mind that explains the development of nature but that, on the contrary, the explanation of mind
must be derived from nature, from matter....
Unlike Hegel and the other Hegelians, Marx and Engels were materialists. Regarding the world and humanity
materialistically, they perceived that just as material causes underlie all natural phenomena, so the development of
human society is conditioned by the development of material forces, the productive forces. On the development
of the productive forces depend the relations into which
men enter with one another in the production of the things
required for the satisfaction of human needs. And in
these relations lies the explanation of all the phenomena
of social life, human aspirations, ideas and laws.
The development of the productive forces creates social relations based upon private property, but now we
see that this same development of the productive forces
deprives the majority of their property and concentrates it
in the hands of an insignificant minority. It abolishes property, the basis of the modern social order, it itself strives
towards the very aim which the socialists have set themselves.
All the socialists have to do is to realise which social
force, owing to its position in modern society, is interested
in bringing socialism about, and to impart to this force the
consciousness of its interests and of its historical task.
This force is the proletariat. Engels got to know the proletariat in England, in the centre of English industry, Manchester, where he settled in 1842, entering the service of
a commercial firm of which his father was a shareholder.
Here Engels not only sat in the factory office but wandered about the slums in which the workers were cooped
up, and saw their poverty and misery with his own eyes.
But he did not confine himself to personal observations.
He read all that had been revealed before him about the
10

condition of the British working class and carefully studied all the official documents he could lay his hands on.
The fruit of these studies and observations was the
book which appeared in 1845: The Condition of the
Working Class in England. We have already mentioned
what was the chief service rendered by Engels in writing The Condition of the Working Class in England.
Even before Engels, many people had described the
sufferings of the proletariat and had pointed to the necessity of helping it. Engels was the first to say that the
proletariat is not only a suffering class; that it is, in fact,
the disgraceful economic condition of the proletariat
that drives it irresistibly forward and compels it to fight
for its ultimate emancipation. And the fighting proletariat
will help itself. The political movement of the working
class will inevitably lead the workers to realise that their
only salvation lies in socialism. On the other hand, socialism will become a force only when it becomes the
aim of the political struggle of the working class.
Such are the main ideas of Engels’ book on the condition of the working class in England, ideas which have
now been adopted by all thinking and fighting proletarians, but which at that time were entirely new. These
ideas were set out in a book written in absorbing style
and filled with most authentic and shocking pictures of
the misery of the English proletariat. The book was a
terrible indictment of capitalism and the bourgeoisie and
created a profound impression. Engels’ book began to
be quoted everywhere as presenting the best picture of
the condition of the modern proletariat. And, in fact, neither before 1845 nor after has there appeared so striking and truthful a picture of the misery of the working
class.
It was not until he came to England that Engels became a socialist. In Manchester he established contacts
with people active in the English labour movement at
the time and began to write for English socialist publications. In 1844, while on his way back to Germany, he
became acquainted in Paris with Marx, with whom he
had already started to correspond. In Paris, under the
influence of the French socialists and French life, Marx
had also become a socialist. Here the friends jointly
wrote a book entitled The Holy Family, or Critique of
Critical Critique. This book, which appeared a year before The Condition of the Working Class in England,
and the greater part of which was written by Marx, contains the foundations of revolutionary materialist socialism, the main ideas of which we have expounded
above.
“The holy family” is a facetious nickname for the
Bauer brothers, the philosophers, and their followers.
These gentlemen preached a criticism which stood
above all reality, above parties and politics, which rejected all practical activity, and which only “critically”
contemplated the surrounding world and the events
going on within it. These gentlemen, the Bauers,
looked down on the proletariat as an uncritical
mass. Marx and Engels vigorously opposed this absurd
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and harmful tendency. In the name of a real, human person – the worker, trampled down by the ruling classes and
the state – they demanded, not contemplation, but a struggle for a better order of society. They, of course, regarded
the proletariat as the force that is capable of waging this
struggle and that is interested in it.
Even before the appearance of The Holy Family, Engels had published in Marx’s and Ruge’s DeutschFranzosische Jahrbucher his Critical Essays on Political
Economy, in which he examined the principal phenomena
of the contemporary economic order from a socialist standpoint, regarding them as necessary consequences of the
rule of private property. Contact with Engels was undoubtedly a factor in Marx’s decision to study political economy,
the science in which his works have produced a veritable
revolution.
From 1845 to 1847 Engels lived in Brussels and Paris,
combining scientific work with practical activities among
the German workers in Brussels and Paris. Here Marx and
Engels established contact with the secret German Communist League, which commissioned them to expound the
main principles of the socialism they had worked out. Thus
arose the famous Manifesto of the Communist Party of
Marx and Engels, published in 1848. This little booklet is
worth whole volumes: to this day its spirit inspires and
guides the entire organised and fighting proletariat of the
civilised world.
The revolution of 1848, which broke out first in France
and then spread to other West-European countries,
brought Marx and Engels back to their native country.
Here, in Rhenish Prussia, they took charge of the democratic Neue Rheinische Zeitung published in Cologne. The
two friends were the heart and soul of all revolutionarydemocratic aspirations in Rhenish Prussia. They fought to
the last ditch in defence of freedom and of the interests of
the people against the forces of reaction. The latter, as we
know, gained the upper hand. The Neue Rheinische
Zeitung was suppressed. Marx, who during his exile had
lost his Prussian citizenship, was deported; Engels took
part in the armed popular uprising, fought for liberty in
three battles, and after the defeat of the rebels fled, via
Switzerland, to London.
Marx also settled in London. Engels soon became a
clerk again, and then a shareholder, in the Manchester
commercial firm in which he had worked in the forties. Until
1870 he lived in Manchester, while Marx lived in London,
but this did not prevent their maintaining a most lively interchange of ideas: they corresponded almost daily. In this
correspondence the two friends exchanged views and
discoveries and continued to collaborate in working out
scientific socialism. In 1870 Engels moved to London, and
their joint intellectual life, of the most strenuous nature,
continued until 1883, when Marx died. Its fruit was, on
Marx’s side, Capital, the greatest work on political
economy of our age, and on Engels’ side, a number of
works both large and small. Marx worked on the analysis
of the complex phenomena of capitalist economy. Engels,
in simply written works, often of a polemical character,
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dealt with more general scientific problems and with
diverse phenomena of the past and present in the spirit of the materialist conception of history and Marx’s
economic theory. Of Engels’ works we shall mention:
the polemical work against Duhring (analysing highly
important problems in the domain of philosophy, natural science and the social sciences), The Origin of the
Family, Private Property and the State (translated into
Russian, published in St. Petersburg, 3rd ea., 1895),
Ludwig Feuerbach (Russian translation and notes by
G. Plekhanov, Geneva, 1892), an article on the foreign
policy of the Russian Government (translated into Russian in the Geneva Social-Demokrat, Nos. 1 and 2),
splendid articles on The Housing Question, and finally,
two small but very valuable articles on Russia’s economic development (Frederick Engels on Russia,
translated into Russian by Zasulich, Geneva, 1894).
Marx died before he could put the final touches to
his vast work on Capital. The draft, however, was already finished, and after the death of his friend, Engels
undertook the onerous task of preparing and publishing the second and the third volumes of Capital. He
published Volume II in 1885 and Volume III in 1894
(his death prevented the preparation of Volume IV).
These two volumes entailed a vast amount of labour.
Adler, the Austrian Social-Democrat, has rightly
remarked that by publishing volumes II and III of Capital Engels erected a majestic monument to the genius
who had been his friend, a monument on which, without intending it, he indelibly carved his own name. Indeed, these two volumes of Capital are the work of two
men: Marx and Engels. Old legends contain various
moving instances of friendship. The European proletariat may say that its science was created by two
scholars and fighters, whose relationship to each other
surpasses the most moving stories of the ancients
about human friendship. Engels always – and, on the
whole, quite justly – placed himself after Marx. “In
Marx’s lifetime,” he wrote to an old friend, “I played
second fiddle.” His love for the living Marx, and his
reverence for the memory of the dead Marx were
boundless. This stern fighter and austere thinker possessed a deeply loving soul.
After the movement of 1848-49, Marx and Engels in
exile did not confine themselves to scientific research.
In 1864 Marx founded the International Working
Men’s Association and led this society for a whole
decade. Engels also took an active part in its affairs.
The work of the International Association, which, in
accordance with Marx’s idea, united proletarians of all
countries, was of tremendous significance in the development of the working-class movement. But even with
the closing down of the International Association in the
seventies, the unifying role of Marx and Engels did not
cease. On the contrary, it may be said that their importance as the spiritual leaders of the working-class
movement grew continuously, because the movement
itself grew uninterruptedly.
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After the death of Marx, Engels continued alone as the
counsellor and leader of the European socialists. His advice and directions were sought for equally by the German
socialists, whose strength, despite government persecution, grew rapidly and steadily, and by representatives of
backward countries, such as the Spaniards, Rumanians
and Russians, who were obliged to ponder and weigh their
first steps. They all drew on the rich store of knowledge
and experience of Engels in his old age.

Notes by Lenin
Marx and Engels frequently pointed out that in their
intellectual development they were much indebted to
the great German philosophers, particularly to Hegel.
“Without German philosophy,” Engels says, “scientific
socialism would never have come into being.” — Lenin

Marx and Engels, who both knew Russian and read
Russian books, took a lively interest in the country, followed the Russian revolutionary movement with sympathy
and maintained contact with Russian revolutionaries. They
both became socialists after being democrats, and the
democratic feeling of hatred for political despotism was
exceedingly strong in them. This direct political feeling,
combined with a profound theoretical understanding of
the connection between political despotism and economic
oppression, and also their rich experience of life, made
Marx and Engels uncommonly responsive politically.
That is why the heroic struggle of the handful of Russian revolutionaries against the mighty tsarist government
evoked a most sympathetic echo in the hearts of these
tried revolutionaries. On the other hand, the tendency, for
the sake of illusory economic advantages, to turn away
from the most immediate and important task of the Russian socialists, namely, the winning of political freedom,
naturally appeared suspicious to them and was even regarded by them as a direct betrayal of the great cause of
the social revolution.

Lenin reading in his office, 1922

“The emancipation of the workers must be the act of the
working class itself” – Marx and Engels constantly taught.
But in order to fight for its economic emancipation, the proletariat must win itself certain political rights. Moreover,
Marx and Engels clearly saw that a political revolution in
Russia would be of tremendous significance to the WestEuropean working-class movement as well.
Autocratic Russia had always been a bulwark of European reaction in general. The extraordinarily favourable
international position enjoyed by Russia as a result of the
war of 1870, which for a long time sowed discord between
Germany and France, of course only enhanced the importance of autocratic Russia as a reactionary force. Only
a free Russia, a Russia that had no need either to oppress
the Poles, Finns, Germans, Armenians or any other small
nations, or constantly to set France and Germany at loggerheads, would enable modern Europe, rid of the burden
of war, to breathe freely, would weaken all the reactionary
elements in Europe and strengthen the European working
class. That was why Engels ardently desired the establishment of political freedom in Russia for the sake of the progress of the working-class movement in the West as well.
In him the Russian revolutionaries have lost their best
friend.

Lenin at Red Square

Let us always honour the memory of Frederick Engels,
a great fighter and teacher of the proletariat!
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Frederick Engels's Timeline
started to correspond. Marx had been living in Paris
since late October 1843.
1844, September–November: Together with Marx,
they write their first joint work The Holy Family, or Critique of Critical Critique, which is first published in February 1845. It contains the foundations of revolutionary
materialist socialism.
1844–1885 (September–March): Writes and publishes The Condition of the Working Class in England, first
published in German.
1845: Addresses communist meetings organised by
Moses-Hess Gustav A. Köttgen in Elberfeld.
1845-1856: Writes, jointly with Marx, The German Ideology: Critique of Modern German Philosophy. It was
first fully published in 1932 in Moscow.
1846: Joins, with Karl Marx, the secret Communist
League, a predecessor of the International
1847: Represents the Paris communities at the two
League congresses in London
1847, 9 June: Writes the Draft of a Communist Confession of Faith, the first draft programme for the Communist League
Engels in 1893
1820, 18 November: Engels is born in Barmen, in the
Rhine Province of the kingdom of Prussia, Germany.
1838: Without having completed his high-school studies, is
forced by family circumstances to enter a commercial
house in Bremen as a clerk
1841: Serves for one year as an army volunteer in Berlin
1842: Visits the office of the Rheinische Zeitung in Cologne, on his way to Manchester, and meets Karl Marx for
the first time.
1842: Settles in England, in the centre of English industry,
Manchester, entering the service of a commercial firm of
which his father was a shareholder. This stay becomes a
defining moment for him, where he is able to meet the
English proletariat and see for himself their suffering and
intensive exploitation
1843: In Manchester, meets Mary Burns, a working-class
Irish woman. Burns and Engels formed a relationship that
lasted until Burns' death in 1863. They both opposed the
bourgeois institution of marriage and thus never married.
1843, October–November: Writes Outlines of a Critique
of Political Economy, which is published in the DeutschFranzösische Jahrbücher in 1844.
1844: Works for the Deutsch-Französische Jahrbücher
published by Arnold Ruge and Karl Marx in Paris.
1844: While on his way back to Germany, he becomes
acquainted in Paris with Marx, with whom he had already
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1847, October–November: Writes The Principles of
Communism, the second draft programme for the
Communist League – a revised edition of the June
draft.
1847: On the Communist League's instructions, he
writes, jointly with Marx, the Communist Manifesto,
which is published in February, shortly before the 1848
February revolution.
1848–1849: Works in Cologne
Rheinische Zeitung edited by Marx.

for

the

Neue

1850: After the suppression of the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung, he continues his contributions, now to the
Politisch-oekonomische Revue. He witnesses the uprisings in Elberfeld, the Palatinate and Baden and took
part in the Baden-Palatinate campaign as aide-decamp in Willich's volunteer corps. After the suppression of the Baden uprising, he returns as a refugee to
England and re-enters his father's firm in Manchester.
1850: Writes The Peasant War in Germany, which is
published in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung Revue. This
becomes the first history book to assert that the real
motivating force behind the Reformation and 16thcentury peasant war was socio-economic (class conflict) rather than “merely” religious.
1864: Carries on social-democratic propaganda as
Secretary for Italy, Spain and Portugal on the General
Council of the International Working Men’s Association, also known as the First International, which was
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formed in the same year. The First International disintegrated following the defeat of the celebrated Paris Commune in 1871.
1869: Retires from business
1870 onwards: Settles in London
1872: Writes and publishes his book The Housing Question
1876–1878 (September–June): Whites and publishes Anti
-Dühring: Herr Eugen Dühring's Revolution in Science
1878, 11 September: Marries Mary Burns’ younger sister,
Lizzie, hours before her death – to please her religious
beliefs. Engels had lived with her following the death of
Mary Burns.
1880, January–March: Writes and publishes Socialism:
Utopian and Scientific
1883: Writes Dialectics of Nature, an unfinished work
which was first published in the Soviet Union in 1925
1883, 14 March: Death of Marx. At his funeral in London,
Engels proclaims, “…the greatest living thinker ceased to
think”, and that “Marx was the best hated and most calumniated man of his time.” He adds that Marx discovered the
law of development of human history: the simple fact, hitherto concealed by an overgrowth of ideology, that mankind
must first of all eat, drink, have shelter and clothing, before
it can pursue politics, science, art, religion, etc.

Engels in his 20s

1884, March–May: Writes The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State, which is published in October
1884.
1885: Publishes Volume II of Marx’s Capital
1894: Publishes Volume III of Marx’s Capital
1886: Writes and publishes Ludwig Feuerbach and the
End of Classical German Philosophy
1889, 14 July: The Second International is established in
Paris. The Second International disintegrated in 1916
when some of the reformist parties decided to support their
imperialist government during the First World War.
1891: Engels is elected honorary president of International
Socialist Congress
5 August 1895: Frederick Engels dies of laryngeal cancer
in London. His body is later cremated, and his ashes are
scattered off Beachy Head, near Eastbourne.
RIGHT: Lizzie Burns (6 August 1827 – 12 September
1878 ). On her death, Engels comments: “My wife was
a real child of the Irish proletariat and her passionate
devotion to the class in which she was born was worth
much more to me – and helped me more in times of
stress – than all the elegance of an educated, artistic
middle-class bluestocking.”
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The Principles of Communism
Written by Engels: October-November 1847
—1—
What is Communism?
Communism is the doctrine of the conditions of the liberation of the proletariat.
—2—
What is the proletariat?
The proletariat is that class in society which lives entirely
from the sale of its labor and does not draw profit from any
kind of capital; whose weal and woe, whose life and death,
whose sole existence depends on the demand for labor –
hence, on the changing state of business, on the vagaries
of unbridled competition. The proletariat, or the class of
proletarians, is, in a word, the working class of the 19th
century.[1]
—3—
Proletarians, then, have not always existed?
No. There have always been poor and working classes;
and the working class have mostly been poor. But there
have not always been workers and poor people living under conditions as they are today; in other words, there
have not always been proletarians, any more than there
has always been free unbridled competitions.
—4—
How did the proletariat originate?
The Proletariat originated in the industrial revolution, which
took place in England in the last half of the last (18th) century, and which has since then been repeated in all the
civilized countries of the world.
This industrial revolution was precipitated by the discovery
of the steam engine, various spinning machines, the mechanical loom, and a whole series of other mechanical devices. These machines, which were very expensive and
hence could be bought only by big capitalists, altered the
whole mode of production and displaced the former workers, because the machines turned out cheaper and better
commodities than the workers could produce with their
inefficient spinning wheels and handlooms. The machines
delivered industry wholly into the hands of the big capitalists and rendered entirely worthless the meagre property of
the workers (tools, looms, etc.). The result was that the
capitalists soon had everything in their hands and nothing
remained to the workers. This marked the introduction of
the factory system into the textile industry.
Once the impulse to the introduction of machinery and the
factory system had been given, this system spread quickly
to all other branches of industry, especially cloth- and book
-printing, pottery, and the metal industries.
Labor was more and more divided among the individual
workers so that the worker who previously had done a
complete piece of work now did only a part of that piece.
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This division of labor made it possible to produce
things faster and cheaper. It reduced the activity of the
individual worker to simple, endlessly repeated mechanical motions which could be performed not only as
well but much better by a machine. In this way, all
these industries fell, one after another, under the dominance of steam, machinery, and the factory system,
just as spinning and weaving had already done.
But at the same time, they also fell into the hands of
big capitalists, and their workers were deprived of
whatever independence remained to them. Gradually,
not only genuine manufacture but also handicrafts
came within the province of the factory system as big
capitalists increasingly displaced the small master
craftsmen by setting up huge workshops, which saved
many expenses and permitted an elaborate division of
labor.
This is how it has come about that in civilized countries
at the present time nearly all kinds of labor are performed in factories – and, in nearly all branches of
work, handicrafts and manufacture have been superseded. This process has, to an ever greater degree,
ruined the old middle class, especially the small handicraftsmen; it has entirely transformed the condition of
the workers; and two new classes have been created
which are gradually swallowing up all the others.
These are:
(i) The class of big capitalists, who, in all civilized
countries, are already in almost exclusive possession
of all the means of subsistance and of the instruments
(machines, factories) and materials necessary for the
production of the means of subsistence. This is the
bourgeois class, or the bourgeoisie.
(ii) The class of the wholly propertyless, who are
obliged to sell their labor to the bourgeoisie in order to
get, in exchange, the means of subsistence for their
support. This is called the class of proletarians, or the
proletariat.

—5—
Under what conditions does this sale of the
labor of the proletarians to the bourgeoisie take
place?
Labor is a commodity, like any other, and its price is
therefore determined by exactly the same laws that
apply to other commodities. In a regime of big industry
or of free competition – as we shall see, the two come
to the same thing – the price of a commodity is, on the
average, always equal to its cost of production. Hence,
the price of labor is also equal to the cost of production
of labor.
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But, the costs of production of labor consist of precisely the
quantity of means of subsistence necessary to enable the
worker to continue working, and to prevent the working
class from dying out. The worker will therefore get no more
for his labor than is necessary for this purpose; the price of
labor, or the wage, will, in other words, be the lowest, the
minimum, required for the maintenance of life.
However, since business is sometimes better and sometimes worse, it follows that the worker sometimes gets
more and sometimes gets less for his commodities. But,
again, just as the industrialist, on the average of good
times and bad, gets no more and no less for his commodities than what they cost, similarly on the average the worker gets no more and no less than his minimum.
This economic law of wages operates the more strictly the
greater the degree to which big industry has taken possession of all branches of production.
—6—
What working classes were there before the industrial
revolution?
The working classes have always, according to the different stages of development of society, lived in different circumstances and had different relations to the owning and
ruling classes.
In antiquity, the workers were the slaves of the owners,
just as they still are in many backward countries and even
in the southern part of the United States.
In the Middle Ages, they were the serfs of the land-owning
nobility, as they still are in Hungary, Poland, and Russia. In
the Middle Ages, and indeed right up to the industrial revolution, there were also journeymen in the cities who
worked in the service of petty bourgeois masters. Gradually, as manufacture developed, these journeymen became
manufacturing workers who were even then employed by
larger capitalists.
—7—
In what way do proletarians differ from slaves?
The slave is sold once and for all; the proletarian must sell
himself daily and hourly.
The individual slave, property of one master, is assured an
existence, however miserable it may be, because of the
master’s interest. The individual proletarian, property as it
were of the entire bourgeois class which buys his labor
only when someone has need of it, has no secure existence. This existence is assured only to the class as a
whole.
The slave is outside competition; the proletarian is in it and
experiences all its vagaries.
The slave counts as a thing, not as a member of society.
Thus, the slave can have a better existence than the proletarian, while the proletarian belongs to a higher stage of
social development and, himself, stands on a higher social
level than the slave.
The slave frees himself when, of all the relations of private
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property, he abolishes only the relation of slavery and
thereby becomes a proletarian; the proletarian can
free himself only by abolishing private property in general.
—8—
In what way do proletarians differ from serfs?
The serf possesses and uses an instrument of production, a piece of land, in exchange for which he gives up
a part of his product or part of the services of his labor.
The proletarian works with the instruments of production of another, for the account of this other, in exchange for a part of the product.
The serf gives up, the proletarian receives. The serf
has an assured existence, the proletarian has not. The
serf is outside competition, the proletarian is in it.
The serf liberates himself in one of three ways: either
he runs away to the city and there becomes a handicraftsman; or, instead of products and services, he
gives money to his lord and thereby becomes a free
tenant; or he overthrows his feudal lord and himself
becomes a property owner. In short, by one route or
another, he gets into the owning class and enters into
competition. The proletarian liberates himself by abolishing competition, private property, and all class differences.
—9—
In what way do proletarians differ from handicraftsmen?
In contrast to the proletarian, the so-called handicraftsman, as he still existed almost everywhere in the past
(eighteenth) century and still exists here and there at
present, is a proletarian at most temporarily. His goal
is to acquire capital himself wherewith to exploit other
workers. He can often achieve this goal where guilds
still exist or where freedom from guild restrictions has
not yet led to the introduction of factory-style methods
into the crafts nor yet to fierce competition But as soon
as the factory system has been introduced into the
crafts and competition flourishes fully, this perspective
dwindles away and the handicraftsman becomes more
and more a proletarian. The handicraftsman therefore
frees himself by becoming either bourgeois or entering
the middle class in general, or becoming a proletarian
because of competition (as is now more often the
case). In which case he can free himself by joining the
proletarian movement, i.e., the more or less communist movement. [2]
— 10 —
In what way do proletarians differ from manufacturing workers?
The manufacturing worker of the 16th to the 18th centuries still had, with but few exception, an instrument of
production in his own possession – his loom, the family spinning wheel, a little plot of land which he cultivat-
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ed in his spare time. The proletarian has none of these
things.

industry, the only obstacle being a lack of the necessary capital.

The manufacturing worker almost always lives in the countryside and in a more or less patriarchal relation to his
landlord or employer; the proletarian lives, for the most
part, in the city and his relation to his employer is purely a
cash relation.

The introduction of free competition is thus public declaration that from now on the members of society are
unequal only to the extent that their capitals are unequal, that capital is the decisive power, and that therefore the capitalists, the bourgeoisie, have become the
first class in society.

The manufacturing worker is torn out of his patriarchal relation by big industry, loses whatever property he still has,
and in this way becomes a proletarian.
— 11 —
What were the immediate consequences of the industrial revolution and of the division of society into bourgeoisie and proletariat?
First, the lower and lower prices of industrial products
brought about by machine labor totally destroyed, in all
countries of the world, the old system of manufacture or
industry based upon hand labor.
In this way, all semi-barbarian countries, which had hitherto been more or less strangers to historical development,
and whose industry had been based on manufacture, were
violently forced out of their isolation. They bought the
cheaper commodities of the English and allowed their own
manufacturing workers to be ruined. Countries which had
known no progress for thousands of years – for example,
India – were thoroughly revolutionized, and even China is
now on the way to a revolution.
We have come to the point where a new machine invented
in England deprives millions of Chinese workers of their
livelihood within a year’s time.
In this way, big industry has brought all the people of the
Earth into contact with each other, has merged all local
markets into one world market, has spread civilization and
progress everywhere and has thus ensured that whatever
happens in civilized countries will have repercussions in all
other countries.
It follows that if the workers in England or France now liberate themselves, this must set off revolution in all other
countries – revolutions which, sooner or later, must accomplish the liberation of their respective working class.
Second, wherever big industries displaced manufacture,
the bourgeoisie developed in wealth and power to the utmost and made itself the first class of the country. The result was that wherever this happened, the bourgeoisie took
political power into its own hands and displaced the hitherto ruling classes, the aristocracy, the guildmasters, and
their representative, the absolute monarchy.
The bourgeoisie annihilated the power of the aristocracy,
the nobility, by abolishing the entailment of estates – in
other words, by making landed property subject to purchase and sale, and by doing away with the special privileges of the nobility. It destroyed the power of the
guildmasters by abolishing guilds and handicraft privileges.
In their place, it put competition – that is, a state of society
in which everyone has the right to enter into any branch of
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Free competition is necessary for the establishment of
big industry, because it is the only condition of society
in which big industry can make its way.
Having destroyed the social power of the nobility and
the guildmasters, the bourgeois also destroyed their
political power. Having raised itself to the actual position of first class in society, it proclaims itself to be also
the dominant political class. This it does through the
introduction of the representative system which rests
on bourgeois equality before the law and the recognition of free competition, and in European countries
takes the form of constitutional monarchy. In these
constitutional monarchies, only those who possess a
certain capital are voters – that is to say, only members of the bourgeoisie. These bourgeois voters
choose the deputies, and these bourgeois deputies, by
using their right to refuse to vote taxes, choose a bourgeois government.
Third, everywhere the proletariat develops in step with
the bourgeoisie. In proportion, as the bourgeoisie
grows in wealth, the proletariat grows in numbers. For,
since the proletarians can be employed only by capital,
and since capital extends only through employing labor, it follows that the growth of the proletariat proceeds at precisely the same pace as the growth of
capital.
Simultaneously, this process draws members of the
bourgeoisie and proletarians together into the great
cities where industry can be carried on most profitably,
and by thus throwing great masses in one spot it gives
to the proletarians a consciousness of their own
strength.
Moreover, the further this process advances, the more
new labor-saving machines are invented, the greater is
the pressure exercised by big industry on wages,
which, as we have seen, sink to their minimum and
therewith render the condition of the proletariat increasingly unbearable. The growing dissatisfaction of
the proletariat thus joins with its rising power to prepare a proletarian social revolution.
— 12 —
What were the further consequences of the industrial revolution?
Big industry created in the steam engine, and other
machines, the means of endlessly expanding industrial
production, speeding it up, and cutting its costs. With
production thus facilitated, the free competition, which
is necessarily bound up with big industry, assumed the
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most extreme forms; a multitude of capitalists invaded industry, and, in a short while, more was produced than was
needed.
As a consequence, finished commodities could not be
sold, and a so-called commercial crisis broke out. Factories had to be closed, their owners went bankrupt, and the
workers were without bread. Deepest misery reigned everywhere.
After a time, the superfluous products were sold, the factories began to operate again, wages rose, and gradually
business got better than ever.
But it was not long before too many commodities were
again produced and a new crisis broke out, only to follow
the same course as its predecessor.
Ever since the beginning of this (19th) century, the condition of industry has constantly fluctuated between periods
of prosperity and periods of crisis; nearly every five to seven years, a fresh crisis has intervened, always with the
greatest hardship for workers, and always accompanied by
general revolutionary stirrings and the direct peril to the
whole existing order of things.
— 13 —
What follows from these periodic commercial crises?
First:
That, though big industry in its earliest stage created free
competition, it has now outgrown free competition;
that, for big industry, competition and generally the individualistic organization of production have become a fetter
which it must and will shatter;
that, so long as big industry remains on its present footing,
it can be maintained only at the cost of general chaos every seven years, each time threatening the whole of civilization and not only plunging the proletarians into misery but
also ruining large sections of the bourgeoisie;
hence, either that big industry must itself be given up,
which is an absolute impossibility, or that it makes unavoidably necessary an entirely new organization of society
in which production is no longer directed by mutually competing individual industrialists but rather by the whole society operating according to a definite plan and taking account of the needs of all.
Second: That big industry, and the limitless expansion of
production which it makes possible, bring within the range
of feasibility a social order in which so much is produced
that every member of society will be in a position to exercise and develop all his powers and faculties in complete
freedom.
It thus appears that the very qualities of big industry which,
in our present-day society, produce misery and crises are
those which, in a different form of society, will abolish this
misery and these catastrophic depressions.
We see with the greatest clarity:
(i) That all these evils are from now on to be ascribed sole18

ly to a social order which no longer corresponds to the
requirements of the real situation; and
(ii) That it is possible, through a new social order, to do
away with these evils altogether.
— 14 —
What will this new social order have to be like?
Above all, it will have to take the control of industry
and of all branches of production out of the hands of
mutually competing individuals, and instead institute a
system in which all these branches of production are
operated by society as a whole – that is, for the common account, according to a common plan, and with
the participation of all members of society.
It will, in other words, abolish competition and replace
it with association.
Moreover, since the management of industry by individuals necessarily implies private property, and since
competition is in reality merely the manner and form in
which the control of industry by private property owners expresses itself, it follows that private property
cannot be separated from competition and the individual management of industry. Private property must,
therefore, be abolished and in its place must come the
common utilization of all instruments of production and
the distribution of all products according to common
agreement – in a word, what is called the communal
ownership of goods.
In fact, the abolition of private property is, doubtless,
the shortest and most significant way to characterize
the revolution in the whole social order which has been
made necessary by the development of industry – and
for this reason it is rightly advanced by communists as
their main demand.
— 15 —
Was not the abolition of private property possible
at an earlier time?
No. Every change in the social order, every revolution
in property relations, is the necessary consequence of
the creation of new forces of production which no longer fit into the old property relations.
Private property has not always existed.
When, towards the end of the Middle Ages, there
arose a new mode of production which could not be
carried on under the then existing feudal and guild
forms of property, this manufacture, which had outgrown the old property relations, created a new property form, private property. And for manufacture and
the earliest stage of development of big industry, private property was the only possible property form; the
social order based on it was the only possible social
order.
So long as it is not possible to produce so much that
there is enough for all, with more left over for expanding the social capital and extending the forces of pro-
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duction – so long as this is not possible, there must always
be a ruling class directing the use of society’s productive
forces, and a poor, oppressed class. How these classes
are constituted depends on the stage of development.

In all probability, the proletarian revolution will transform existing society gradually and will be able to abolish private property only when the means of production
are available in sufficient quantity.

The agrarian Middle Ages give us the baron and the serf;
the cities of the later Middle Ages show us the guildmaster
and the journeyman and the day laborer; the 17th century
has its manufacturing workers; the 19th has big factory
owners and proletarians.

— 18 —
What will be the course of this revolution?

It is clear that, up to now, the forces of production have
never been developed to the point where enough could be
developed for all, and that private property has become a
fetter and a barrier in relation to the further development of
the forces of production.
Now, however, the development of big industry has ushered in a new period. Capital and the forces of production
have been expanded to an unprecedented extent, and the
means are at hand to multiply them without limit in the near
future. Moreover, the forces of production have been concentrated in the hands of a few bourgeois, while the great
mass of the people are more and more falling into the proletariat, their situation becoming more wretched and intolerable in proportion to the increase of wealth of the bourgeoisie. And finally, these mighty and easily extended forces of production have so far outgrown private property and
the bourgeoisie, that they threaten at any moment to unleash the most violent disturbances of the social order.
Now, under these conditions, the abolition of private property has become not only possible but absolutely necessary.
— 16 —
Will the peaceful abolition of private property be possible?
It would be desirable if this could happen, and the communists would certainly be the last to oppose it. Communists know only too well that all conspiracies are not
only useless, but even harmful. They know all too well that
revolutions are not made intentionally and arbitrarily, but
that, everywhere and always, they have been the necessary consequence of conditions which were wholly independent of the will and direction of individual parties and
entire classes.
But they also see that the development of the proletariat in
nearly all civilized countries has been violently suppressed,
and that in this way the opponents of communism have
been working toward a revolution with all their strength. If
the oppressed proletariat is finally driven to revolution, then
we communists will defend the interests of the proletarians
with deeds as we now defend them with words.
— 17 —
Will it be possible for private property to be abolished
at one stroke?
No, no more than existing forces of production can at one
stroke be multiplied to the extent necessary for the creation of a communal society.
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Above all, it will establish a democratic constitution,
and through this, the direct or indirect dominance of
the proletariat. Direct in England, where the proletarians are already a majority of the people. Indirect in
France and Germany, where the majority of the people
consists not only of proletarians, but also of small
peasants and petty bourgeois who are in the process
of falling into the proletariat, who are more and more
dependent in all their political interests on the proletariat, and who must, therefore, soon adapt to the demands of the proletariat. Perhaps this will cost a second struggle, but the outcome can only be the victory
of the proletariat.
Democracy would be wholly valueless to the proletariat if it were not immediately used as a means for putting through measures directed against private property and ensuring the livelihood of the proletariat. The
main measures, emerging as the necessary result of
existing relations, are the following:
(i) Limitation of private property through progressive
taxation, heavy inheritance taxes, abolition of inheritance through collateral lines (brothers, nephews, etc.)
forced loans, etc.
(ii) Gradual expropriation of landowners, industrialists,
railroad magnates and shipowners, partly through
competition by state industry, partly directly through
compensation in the form of bonds.
(iii) Confiscation of the possessions of all emigrants
and rebels against the majority of the people.
(iv) Organization of labor or employment of proletarians on publicly owned land, in factories and workshops, with competition among the workers being
abolished and with the factory owners, in so far as
they still exist, being obliged to pay the same high
wages as those paid by the state.
(v) An equal obligation on all members of society to
work until such time as private property has been completely abolished. Formation of industrial armies, especially for agriculture.
(vi) Centralization of money and credit in the hands of
the state through a national bank with state capital,
and the suppression of all private banks and bankers.
(vii) Increase in the number of national factories, workshops, railroads, ships; bringing new lands into cultivation and improvement of land already under cultivation
– all in proportion to the growth of the capital and labor
force at the disposal of the nation.
(viii) Education of all children, from the moment they
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can leave their mother’s care, in national establishments at
national cost. Education and production together.

It is a universal revolution and will, accordingly, have a
universal range.

(ix) Construction, on public lands, of great palaces as communal dwellings for associated groups of citizens engaged
in both industry and agriculture and combining in their way
of life the advantages of urban and rural conditions while
avoiding the one-sidedness and drawbacks of each.

— 20 —
What will be the consequences of the
ultimate disappearance of private property?

(x) Destruction of all unhealthy and jerry-built dwellings in
urban districts.
(xi) Equal inheritance rights for children born in and out of
wedlock.
(xii) Concentration of all means of transportation in the
hands of the nation.
It is impossible, of course, to carry out all these measures
at once. But one will always bring others in its wake. Once
the first radical attack on private property has been
launched, the proletariat will find itself forced to go ever
further, to concentrate increasingly in the hands of the
state all capital, all agriculture, all transport, all trade. All
the foregoing measures are directed to this end; and they
will become practicable and feasible, capable of producing
their centralizing effects to precisely the degree that the
proletariat, through its labor, multiplies the country’s productive forces.
Finally, when all capital, all production, all exchange have
been brought together in the hands of the nation, private
property will disappear of its own accord, money will become superfluous, and production will so expand and man
so change that society will be able to slough off whatever
of its old economic habits may remain.
— 19 —
Will it be possible for this revolution to take place in
one country alone?
No. By creating the world market, big industry has already
brought all the peoples of the Earth, and especially the
civilized peoples, into such close relation with one another
that none is independent of what happens to the others.
Further, it has co-ordinated the social development of the
civilized countries to such an extent that, in all of them,
bourgeoisie and proletariat have become the decisive classes, and the struggle between them the great struggle of
the day. It follows that the communist revolution will not
merely be a national phenomenon but must take place
simultaneously in all civilized countries – that is to say, at
least in England, America, France, and Germany.
It will develop in each of these countries more or less rapidly, according as one country or the other has a more developed industry, greater wealth, a more significant mass
of productive forces. Hence, it will go slowest and will meet
most obstacles in Germany, most rapidly and with the fewest difficulties in England. It will have a powerful impact on
the other countries of the world, and will radically alter the
course of development which they have followed up to
now, while greatly stepping up its pace.
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Society will take all forces of production and means of
commerce, as well as the exchange and distribution of
products, out of the hands of private capitalists and will
manage them in accordance with a plan based on the
availability of resources and the needs of the whole
society. In this way, most important of all, the evil consequences which are now associated with the conduct
of big industry will be abolished.
There will be no more crises; the expanded production, which for the present order of society is overproduction and hence a prevailing cause of misery, will
then be insufficient and in need of being expanded
much further. Instead of generating misery, overproduction will reach beyond the elementary requirements
of society to assure the satisfaction of the needs of all;
it will create new needs and, at the same time, the
means of satisfying them. It will become the condition
of, and the stimulus to, new progress, which will no
longer throw the whole social order into confusion, as
progress has always done in the past. Big industry,
freed from the pressure of private property, will undergo such an expansion that what we now see will seem
as petty in comparison as manufacture seems when
put beside the big industry of our own day. This development of industry will make available to society a sufficient mass of products to satisfy the needs of everyone.
The same will be true of agriculture, which also suffers
from the pressure of private property and is held back
by the division of privately owned land into small parcels. Here, existing improvements and scientific procedures will be put into practice, with a resulting leap
forward which will assure to society all the products it
needs.
In this way, such an abundance of goods will be able
to satisfy the needs of all its members.
The division of society into different, mutually hostile
classes will then become unnecessary. Indeed, it will
be not only unnecessary but intolerable in the new
social order. The existence of classes originated in the
division of labor, and the division of labor, as it has
been known up to the present, will completely disappear. For mechanical and chemical processes are not
enough to bring industrial and agricultural production
up to the level we have described; the capacities of the
men who make use of these processes must undergo
a corresponding development.
Just as the peasants and manufacturing workers of the
last century changed their whole way of life and became quite different people when they were drawn into
big industry, in the same way, communal control over
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production by society as a whole, and the resulting new
development, will both require an entirely different kind of
human material.

— 21 —
What will be the influence of communist society on
the family?

People will no longer be, as they are today, subordinated
to a single branch of production, bound to it, exploited by it;
they will no longer develop one of their faculties at the expense of all others; they will no longer know only one branch, or one branch of a single branch, of production as a whole. Even industry as it is today is finding such
people less and less useful.

It will transform the relations between the sexes into a
purely private matter which concerns only the persons
involved and into which society has no occasion to
intervene. It can do this since it does away with private
property and educates children on a communal basis,
and in this way removes the two bases of traditional
marriage – the dependence rooted in private property,
of the women on the man, and of the children on the
parents.

Industry controlled by society as a whole, and operated
according to a plan, presupposes well-rounded human beings, their faculties developed in balanced fashion, able to
see the system of production in its entirety.
The form of the division of labor which makes one a peasant, another a cobbler, a third a factory worker, a fourth a
stock-market operator, has already been undermined by
machinery and will completely disappear. Education will
enable young people quickly to familiarize themselves with
the whole system of production and to pass from one
branch of production to another in response to the needs
of society or their own inclinations. It will, therefore, free
them from the one-sided character which the present-day
division of labor impresses upon every individual. Communist society will, in this way, make it possible for its
members to put their comprehensively developed faculties
to full use. But, when this happens, classes will necessarily
disappear. It follows that society organized on a communist basis is incompatible with the existence of classes
on the one hand, and that the very building of such a society provides the means of abolishing class differences on
the other.
A corollary of this is that the difference between city and
country is destined to disappear. The management of agriculture and industry by the same people rather than by two
different classes of people is, if only for purely material reasons, a necessary condition of communist association. The
dispersal of the agricultural population on the land, alongside the crowding of the industrial population into the great
cities, is a condition which corresponds to an undeveloped
state of both agriculture and industry and can already be
felt as an obstacle to further development.
The general co-operation of all members of society for the
purpose of planned exploitation of the forces of production,
the expansion of production to the point where it will satisfy
the needs of all, the abolition of a situation in which the
needs of some are satisfied at the expense of the needs of
others, the complete liquidation of classes and their conflicts, the rounded development of the capacities of all
members of society through the elimination of the present
division of labor, through industrial education, through engaging in varying activities, through the participation by all
in the enjoyments produced by all, through the combination of city and country – these are the main consequences
of the abolition of private property.
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And here is the answer to the outcry of the highly moral philistines against the “community of women”. Community of women is a condition which belongs entirely
to bourgeois society and which today finds its complete expression in prostitution. But prostitution is
based on private property and falls with it. Thus, communist society, instead of introducing community of
women, in fact abolishes it.
— 22 —
What will be the attitude of communism to existing
nationalities?
The nationalities of the peoples associating themselves in accordance with the principle of community
will be compelled to mingle with each other as a result
of this association and thereby to dissolve themselves,
just as the various estate and class distinctions must
disappear through the abolition of their basis, private
property.[3]
— 23 —
What will be its attitude to existing religions?
All religions so far have been the expression of historical stages of development of individual peoples or
groups of peoples. But communism is the stage of historical development which makes all existing religions
superfluous and brings about their disappearance[4]
— 24 —
How do communists differ from socialists?
The so-called socialists are divided into three categories.
[Reactionary Socialists:]
The first category consists of adherents of a feudal
and patriarchal society which has already been destroyed, and is still daily being destroyed, by big industry and world trade and their creation, bourgeois society. This category concludes, from the evils of existing
society, that feudal and patriarchal society must be
restored because it was free of such evils. In one way
or another, all their proposals are directed to this end.
This category of reactionary socialists, for all their
seeming partisanship and their scalding tears for the
misery of the proletariat, is nevertheless energetically
opposed by the communists for the following reasons:

LICINISO ISSUE 12 30 December 2020
(i) It strives for something which is entirely impossible.
(ii) It seeks to establish the rule of the aristocracy, the
guildmasters, the small producers, and their retinue of absolute or feudal monarchs, officials, soldiers, and priests –
a society which was, to be sure, free of the evils of present
-day society but which brought it at least as many evils
without even offering to the oppressed workers the prospect of liberation through a communist revolution.
(iii) As soon as the proletariat becomes revolutionary and
communist, these reactionary socialists show their true
colors by immediately making common cause with the
bourgeoisie against the proletarians.
[Bourgeois Socialists:]
The second category consists of adherents of present-day
society who have been frightened for its future by the evils
to which it necessarily gives rise. What they want, therefore, is to maintain this society while getting rid of the evils
which are an inherent part of it.
To this end, some propose mere welfare measures – while
others come forward with grandiose systems of reform
which, under the pretense of re-organizing society, are in
fact intended to preserve the foundations, and hence the
life, of existing society.
Communists must unremittingly struggle against these
bourgeois socialists because they work for the enemies of
communists and protect the society which communists aim
to overthrow.
[Democratic Socialists:]
Finally, the third category consists of democratic socialists
who favor some of the same measures the communists
advocate, as described in Question 18, not as part of the
transition to communism, however, but as measures which
they believe will be sufficient to abolish the misery and
evils of present-day society.
These democratic socialists are either proletarians who are
not yet sufficiently clear about the conditions of the liberation of their class, or they are representatives of the petty
bourgeoisie, a class which, prior to the achievement of democracy and the socialist measures to which it gives rise,
has many interests in common with the proletariat.
It follows that, in moments of action, the communists will
have to come to an understanding with these democratic
socialists, and in general to follow as far as possible a
common policy with them – provided that these socialists
do not enter into the service of the ruling bourgeoisie and
attack the communists.
It is clear that this form of co-operation in action does not
exclude the discussion of differences.
— 25 —
What is the attitude of the communists to the
other political parties of our time?
This attitude is different in the different countries.
In England, France, and Belgium, where the bourgeoisie
22

rules, the communists still have a common interest
with the various democratic parties, an interest which
is all the greater the more closely the socialistic
measures they champion approach the aims of the
communists – that is, the more clearly and definitely
they represent the interests of the proletariat and the
more they depend on the proletariat for support. In
England, for example, the working-class Chartists are
infinitely closer to the communists than the democratic
petty bourgeoisie or the so-called Radicals.
In America, where a democratic constitution has already been established, the communists must make
the common cause with the party which will turn this
constitution against the bourgeoisie and use it in the
interests of the proletariat – that is, with the agrarian National Reformers.
In Switzerland, the Radicals, though a very mixed party, are the only group with which the communists can
co-operate, and, among these Radicals, the Vaudois
and Genevese are the most advanced.
In Germany, finally, the decisive struggle now on the
order of the day is that between the bourgeoisie and
the absolute monarchy. Since the communists cannot
enter upon the decisive struggle between themselves
and the bourgeoisie until the bourgeoisie is in power, it
follows that it is in the interest of the communists to
help the bourgeoisie to power as soon as possible in
order the sooner to be able to overthrow it. Against the
governments, therefore, the communists must continually support the radical liberal party, taking care to
avoid the self-deceptions of the bourgeoisie and not
fall for the enticing promises of benefits which a victory
for the bourgeoisie would allegedly bring to the proletariat. The sole advantages which the proletariat would
derive from a bourgeois victory would consist
(i) in various concessions which would facilitate the
unification of the proletariat into a closely knit, battleworthy, and organized class; and
(ii) in the certainly that, on the very day the absolute
monarchies fall, the struggle between bourgeoisie and
proletariat will start. From that day on, the policy of the
communists will be the same as it now is in the countries where the bourgeoisie is already in power.
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Footnotes
Introduction: In 1847 Engels wrote two draft programmes for the Communist League in the form of a catechism, one in June and the other in October. The latter,
which is known as Principles of Communism, was first
published in 1914. The earlier document Draft of the Communist Confession of Faith, was only found in 1968. It was
first published in 1969 in Hamburg, together with four other
documents pertaining to the first congress of the Communist League, in a booklet entitled Gründungs Dokumente des Bundes der Kommunisten (Juni bis September
1847) (Founding Documents of the Communist League).
At the June 1847 Congress of the League of the Just,
which was also the founding conference of the Communist
League, it was decided to issue a draft “confession of faith”
to be submitted for discussion to the sections of the
League. The document which has now come to light is almost certainly this draft. Comparison of the two documents
shows that Principles of Communism is a revised edition of
this earlier draft. In Principles of Communism, Engels left
three questions unanswered, in two cases with the notation “unchanged” (bleibt); this clearly refers to the answers
provided in the earlier draft.
The new draft for the programme was worked out by Engels on the instructions of the leading body of the Paris
circle of the Communist League. The instructions were
decided on after Engels’ sharp criticism at the committee
meeting, on October 22, 1847, of the draft programme
drawn up by the “true socialist” Moses Hess, which was
then rejected.

sans. Manufacktur is carried out by homeworkers
working for merchant capitalists, or by groups of craftspeople working together in large workshops owned by
capitalists. It is therefore a transitional mode of production, between guild (handicraft) and modern (capitalist)
forms of production.

1.

In their works written in later periods, Marx and
Engels substituted the more accurate concepts
of “sale of labour power”, “value of labour power” and “price of labour power” (first introduced
by Marx) for “sale of labour”, “value of labour”
and “price of labour”, as used here.

2.

Engels left half a page blank here in the manuscript. The Draft of the Communist Confession
of Faith, has the answer shown for the same
question (Number 12).

3.

Engels’ put “unchanged” here, referring to the
answer in the June draft under No. 21 which is
shown.

4.

Similarly, this refers to the answer to Question
23 in the June draft.

5.

The Chartists were the participants in the political movement of the British workers which lasted from the 1830s to the middle 1850s and had
as its slogan the adoption of a People’s Charter,
demanding universal franchise and a series of
conditions guaranteeing voting rights for all
workers. Lenin defined Chartism as the world’s
“first broad, truly mass and politically organized
proletarian revolutionary movement” (Collected
Works, Eng. ed., Progress Publishers, Moscow,
1965, Vol. 29, p. 309.) The decline of the Chartist movement was due to the strengthening of
Britain’s industrial and commercial monopoly
and the bribing of the upper stratum of the working class (“the labour aristocracy”) by the British
bourgeoisie out of its super-profits. Both factors
led to the strengthening of opportunist tendencies in this stratum as expressed, in particular,
by the refusal of the trade union leaders to support Chartism.

6.

Probably a references to the National Reform
Association, founded during the 1840s by
George H. Evans, with headquarters in New
York City, which had for its motto, “Vote Yourself a Farm”.

Still considering Principles of Communism as a preliminary
draft, Engels expressed the view, in a letter to Marx dated
November 23-24 1847, that it would be best to drop the old
catechistic form and draw up a programme in the form of a
manifesto.
“Think over the Confession of Faith a bit. I believe we had
better drop the catechism form and call the
thing: Communist Manifesto. As more or less history has
got to be related in it, the form it has been in hitherto is
quite unsuitable. I am bringing what I have done here with
me; it is in simple narrative form, but miserably worded, in
fearful haste. ...”
At the second congress of the Communist League
(November 29-December 8, 1847) Marx and Engels defended the fundamental scientific principles of communism
and were trusted with drafting a programme in the form of
a manifesto of the Communist Party. In writing the manifesto the founders of Marxism made use of the propositions enunciated in Principles of Communism.
Engels uses the term Manufaktur, and its derivatives,
which
have
been
translated
“manufacture”,
“manufacturing”, etc., Engels used this word literally, to
indicate production by hand, not factory production for
which Engels uses “big industry”. Manufaktur differs from
handicraft (guild production in mediaeval towns), in that the
latter
was
carried
out
by
independent
arti23
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Frederick Engels’s “Confession”
Written in London, early April 1868

QUESTION

ANSWER

Your favourite virtue
in man quality

Jollity

in man

to mind his own business

in woman

not to mislay things

Chief characteristic

knowing everything by halves

Idea of happiness

Château Margaux 1848

Idea of misery

to go to a dentist

The vice you excuse

excess of any sort

The vice you detest

Cant

Your aversion

affected stuck up woman

The characters you most dislike

Spurgeon

Favourite occupation

chaffing and being chaffed

— Hero

None

— Heroine

too many to name one

— Poet

Reineke de Vos, Shakespeare, Ariosto, etc.

— Prose writer

Goethe, Lessing, Dr Samelson

— Flower

Blue Bell

— Colour

any one not Aniline

— Dish

Cold: Salad, hot: Irish Stew

— Maxim

not to have any

— Motto

take it easy
LICINISO

24

LICINISO ISSUE 12 30 December 2020

75 years with honour and dignity – Call for action for the 75th
Anniversary of the World Federation of Trade Unions
Mobilizations, strikes, events, protests and seminars were organized all over the world, successfully
combining the struggle for the health of the people
with the 75 years of life and action of the WFTU. We
have proved and we are proving that no obstacle can
bend our unwavering belief in the struggle for a world
without the exploitation of man by man.
We continue… the year 2020 is dedicated to the
75th anniversary of WFTU, an anniversary not only
historical but also an anniversary of action. The workers around the world, for 75 years, dedicate this day
to honour the World Federation of Trade Unions under its demands and slogans.
We plan, schedule, mobilize and culminate our actions on October 3rd, honouring in the difficult conditions we live the message sent by the pioneer workers from Paris founding the World Federation of
Trade Unions 75 years ago.
Everyone in the activities of the national organizations of WFTU!
Everyone in the battle for the celebration of the 75th
anniversary of the founding of the WFTU!
We are waiting for the photos from your initiatives
and celebrations.
Our main slogan:
Workers and Peoples united,
for a world with social justice

O

Against monopolies and Imperialism

n October 3rd, the World Federation of
Trade Unions celebrates 75 years since its
foundation. The largest international workers’ assembly until then took the decision
that was indelibly engraved in the memory of the world
labour movement, October 3rd, 1945: THE WORLD
FEDERATION OF TRADE UNIONS IS FOUNDED at the
Palais de Chaillot in Paris.

Issued by the WFTU on 15 September 2020
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75 years later, the WFTU continues on the same uncompromising path, with unity, class-oriented, with internationalism. 75 years with honour and dignity!
The year we are going through, the year of the 75th
anniversary of WFTU, is already stayed in the history of
the WFTU for the rich action of the WFTU affiliates and
friends in every corner of the planet.
The coronavirus pandemic may have caused problems in most countries of the world, but the class oriented trade unions struggled by all their means and succeeded in stopping in practice the attempt to restrict
trade union rights and freedoms by the governments.
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Communist Party of Swaziland’s presentation to the 22nd
International Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties
First published in the Special Bulletin of the International Communist and Workers’ Parties in November
2020

22nd IMCWP THEME: The activity of the Communist and Workers’ Parties under the conditions of the pandemic and the capitalist crisis, for safeguarding the health and the rights
of the popular strata, in the struggle to change society, for socialism

T

he people of Swaziland’s struggle for democracy entered its 47th year this year,
since 12 April 1973 when the monarchy
banned political parties and all political activity and created the absolute monarchy that still rules with
an iron fist. The creation of an absolute monarchy occurred with the direct political and economic support
from apartheid South Africa as well as international capital. The consequence of the autocracy has been the disempowerment of the people, politically and economically. The public healthcare system has virtually collapsed
while the royal family has been further enriched through
the exploitation of the people.

be overthrown. The CPS seeks a revolutionary transformation of society, occasioned by the end of the oppression and exploitation of one by another.

Impact of the coronavirus on the people of
Swaziland – Save our people, save our future!
The activist work of the unions in conscientising the
people about safety measures, notwithstanding the
uncaring attitude of the tinkhundla regime with regard
to the virus, presented a way-forward on how to defeat
both the virus and the regime. It is the workers, working together with the entire population, who forced
Mswati’s government to declare a national emergency
on the Covid-19 in March. The poor response by the
autocracy is not surprising. This has been its response
to the general health crisis that has engulfed Swaziland for a very long time.

Imperialism continues to play a major role in the
strengthening of the autocracy. International institutions
such as the World Bank and the International Monetary
Fund (IMF) continued this year to advance loans as
means of rescuing the bankrupt regime – and to sink the
economy of the country into more debt – with the United
States of America (USA) rescuing the regime in terms of
donations, either in the form of monetary donations or
the training of, particularly, young people of Swaziland.
These measures have worked to mask the deplorable
economy and the poverty engulfing the country.

It is important to remember that by the time the
Covid-19 became a global pandemic, the health system of Swaziland had long been collapsed by the
Mswati regime. Swaziland was in a health crisis even
before Mswati wasted billions of people’s funds spoiling himself on two luxurious private jets, constructing
many palaces for himself and his many wives, throwing extravagant birthday parties for himself, purchasing
the latest luxurious Rolls Royce and BMW vehicles for
himself and his family, and many other ways.

Close to 70 percent of the people of Swaziland live
below the poverty line. Unemployment and inequality
remain very high, while those who are employed, particularly women in the factories, are profoundly underpaid.
About 77 percent of the people live in the rural areas,
under land directly administered by the chiefs on behalf
of the monarchy. Rural people are among those who
face the harshest treatment from the regime as they face
eviction for any political dissent, which include participation and membership in workers’ unions, student struggles, as well as for participation in calls for democracy.

The regime did not do anything to prepare for the
pandemic: No test laboratories were constructed to
test the public, medical practitioners were not
equipped with protective material and knowledge on
the virus, and there were no quarantine measures in
public hospitals and clinics undertaken, placing both
patients and medical practitioners at an increased risk.
The pandemic caused much distress to the working
class and will continue to negatively affect the working
class people more than the capitalist ruling class. By
the end of July 2020, for instance, about 85 per cent of
textile factories in Matsapha, Swaziland, had recorded
cases of employees testing positive for Covid-19, with
many workers losing jobs and more surviving without
pay.

The Swaziland struggle reached a new level of intensity in late 2019 when the people made a decisive call
for the fall of the dictator, Mswati III – who rules the
country as an absolute monarch – uniting under the
campaign #MswatiMustFall! The Communist Party of
Swaziland (CPS) supported this call and campaigned for
its deepening and broadening, calling for a national uprising against the autocracy. The actions of the absolute
monarchy have proved time and again, even to the most
conservative elements, that absolute monarchy cannot
be reformed and dressed in democratic robes but must

A post-pandemic Swaziland and world will have to
be completely different if we are to overcome the impact of the pandemic. Only the socialisation of the
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means of production and exchange, that is by building socialism, will make them sustainable and able to
cope with the effects of future health threats. For example, by having robust well-funded, free public health systems and by having comprehensive social security systems.

pandemic and potential future emergencies. In July
2020, The IMF approved US$110.4 million in emergency financial assistance under the Rapid Financing
Instrument to support the authorities’ efforts in addressing the severe economic impact of the Covid-19
pandemic.

Capitalism is unable to provide these, as the neoliberal diktat places profit over human need. Neoliberal capitalism is the reason why most capitalist countries have
been hopelessly ill-prepared in confronting the pandemic.

Vitally, imperialist agents wish to see Swaziland
privatising all major state and public entities before
democratising. As such, while they may make democracy calls, they align the democratisation process with
privatisation, so that any new democratic government
continues to be at the mercy of the imperialist forces
and thus sustain Swaziland as an imperialist puppet.

Health workers in Swaziland are the most affected in
the present statistics of the virus infection. They dedicated themselves to serving the people notwithstanding the
deplorable state of public clinics and hospitals overflowing with patients, who are also victims of the collapsed
healthcare system. The Mswati regime manipulates the
nurses’ solemn pledge to serve humanity by overworking
them as well as deliberately exposing them to diseases.
The regime has failed to provide the nursing community
with proper medical equipment over the decades. Nurses continue to be heavily exploited by the regime and
also face intolerable working conditions. The entire working class is consequently the most devastated socially as
all the necessary measures to curb the spread completely hold back the life patterns of the poor in our country

The European Union also plays an imperialist role,
just like the USA, through monetary donations and its
control of the agricultural sector. In turn, the monarch
directly benefits financially and politically in this regard.
Imperialist sphere of influence is not limited to the
regime and its government, however. It also manifests
itself within the mass democratic movement. This
takes place in various facets, including educational
platforms awarded especially to young comrades in
the USA and Europe, as well as in direct donations to
different organisations and civil society, and many others.
One direct consequence of imperialism’s influence
on the democratic movement is the infiltration of anticommunist elements within the movement. The CPS,
to combat anticommunism and strengthen workingclass unity, continues to hold two national political
schools each year – the Winter School and the Summer School, as well as holding regular political schools
in the various sectors in which our Party organises.
The Party also continues to build and strengthen workers’ unions. Our cadres also contribute to building unions in sectors where there are none.

The crisis has brought to the fore the acute crisis of
tinkhundla capitalism in its form as an autocracy. Without
a comprehensive and all round mobilisation to bring
down the Mswati autocracy, all effort to save the lives of
the people against the virus, will be less effective. Our
experience is that, whilst the pandemic has put to test
the health capacity of countries, in Swaziland it found an
already collapsed health system.
The precautions measured to curb the spread only
helped the regime consolidate political repression. The
lockdown in Swaziland is more an instrument of human
rights abuse and suppression of political opposition than
to help facilitate the noble lockdown restrictions of life
saving.

The CPS therefore continues to play its role in
fighting against the permeation of imperialism in our
country, in the African continent and the entire world.
Our internationalist role will therefore not be hindered
by the internal oppression of the people by the absolute monarchy and imperialist forces. Additionally,
working-class internationalism must be strengthened
everywhere if we are to rid the world of imperialist control.

Imperialist control in Swaziland
Imperialism continues to spread its influence across
the world. Swaziland has been no exception in this regard. While Swaziland is ruled by an absolute monarch,
the Swazi state is, at one and the same time, an imperialist puppet. The state’s interest in this instance is the
continued suppression of the people and sustaining of
the autocracy. Voices of the people, consequently, remain suppressed by, among other means, the near total
domination of the media by the regime.

Internationalism
The CPS calls for working-class unity in the fight
against human-rights violations in the region in the
Southern Cameroons (also referred to as Ambazonia).
Since September 2016, the Cameroon military has
carried out a systematic and ruthless military campaign against the minority Ambazonian communities.
The military campaign has relentlessly violated international human rights law, including, among others,
the burning down of more than 400 villages by the
Cameroon military – along with the burning of the old

The pandemic has widened the sphere of imperialism. In April 2020, to assist the Swazi regime in its efforts to prevent, detect and respond to the threat posed
by Covid-19, the World Bank Group approved US$6 million in health emergency funding to strengthen Swaziland’s health system’s preparedness to respond to the
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and the sick in their own homes in some cases. The
military has forced tens of thousands to seek refuge in
neighbouring Nigeria, and internally displaced close to a
million people. In March 2019, the United Nations reported that about 4 million people in the region had been
affected by the conflict.

Total dismantling of the tinkhundla regime
Respect for workers’ rights
Recognition and respect for Women’s rights
Recognition and respect for LGBTQI+ rights
The CPS will continue to mobilise the oppressed
people in order to realise the fulfilment of these demands, for we know that the regime will never back
down without a fight.

Struggles of the Zimbabwe working class are struggles for justice – politically, economically and otherwise.
The Zimbabwean working class is engaged in a just
struggle for freedoms of speech, association and movement as well as the rights for genuine national sovereignty and self-determination. The CPS supports the call
for the building of People’s Power in Zimbabwean communities made by the Zimbabwe Communist Party
(ZCP) and all the progressive forces of that country.
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The CPS rejects the counterrevolutionary claims
made by some forces – in the continent and beyond –
that any criticism of African leaders automatically
amounts to “unAfrican” support for foreign forces, particularly European and American superpowers. The CPS
also gave its solidarity to the people of Zimbabwe during
the Zimbabwe Solidarity Day on 23 September 2020.
The ZCP is playing an important role in terms of redirecting the revolution there, theoretically and practically, towards socialism. The CPS calls for solidarity for the ZCP
from all parties in the IMCWP. The strengthening of the
Africa Left Networking Forum remains an urgent task for
all revolutionary organisations in Africa.
The CPS also stands in complete solidarity with the
people of Palestine in their rejection of attempts by Israel, backed by the Trump administration, to annex the
West Bank. We see this move by Israel as a further step
in its strategy of destroying the Palestinian state and effectively perpetrating a genocide of the Palestinian people.
The CPS also continues its calls for solidarity with the
people of Western Sahara in their struggle against the
occupation of their land by Morocco. The CPS also
stands in solidarity with the Cuban and Venezuelan peoples in the defence of their countries against imperialist
aggression as perpetrated chiefly by the USA. We call
for the end of political interference, threats of aggression
and economic blockade on Venezuela and Cuba. The
CPS continues to also call for the unconditional release
of Abdullah Öcalan from jail in Turkey.
The CPS concludes by reiterating the demands of the
people of Swaziland:
Unconditional unbanning of all political parties
Unconditional release of all political prisoners
Unconditional return of all political exiles
The end of media suppression and censorship
Recognition and respect for human rights, including
the rights to freedom of expression, assembly and movement
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