CLASS STRUGGLE ECONOMICS COMMUNIST MANIFESTO

THE CORE TENETS OF CLASS STRUGGLE ECONOMICS COMMUNIST MANIFESTO OFFER A PROFOUND LENS THROUGH WHICH TO
UNDERSTAND HISTORICAL SOCIETAL DEVELOPMENT AND THE FORCES SHAPING CONTEMPORARY ECONOMIC RELATIONS. THIS
SEMINAL \WORK, PENNED BY KARL MARX AND FRIEDRICH ENGELS, POSITS THAT HISTORY IS FUNDAMENTALLY A NARRATIVE OF
CONFLICT BETWEEN OPPOSING SOCIAL CLASSES, DRIVEN BY THEIR RELATIONSHIP TO THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION.
(UNDERSTANDING THIS DIALECTICAL PROCESS IS CRUCIAL FOR GRASPING THE CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM AND THE PROPOSED
ALTERNATIVE OF COMMUNISM. THIS ARTICLE DELVES INTO THE INTRICATE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CLASS STRUGGLE, MARXIST
ECONOMIC THEORY, AND THE REVOLUTIONARY VISION LAID OUT IN THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO, EXPLORING ITS HISTORICAL
CONTEXT, KEY CONCEPTS, AND ENDURING RELEVANCE.
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THe HisToricAL MATERIALISM OF CLASS STRUGGLE

THE FOUNDATION OF MARXIST ECONOMIC THOUGHT, AS ARTICULATED IN THE CoMMUNIST MANIFESTO/ RESTS UPON THE
PRINCIPLE OF HISTORICAL MATERIALISM. THIS PHILOSOPHICAL APPROACH POSITS THAT THE MATERIAL CONDITIONS OF A
SOCIETY, SPECIFICALLY ITS MODE OF PRODUCTION, ARE THE PRIMARY DRIVERS OF HISTORICAL CHANGE. Economic SYSTEMS, IN
THIS VIEW, ARE NOT MERELY MECHANISMS FOR DISTRIBUTING GOODS BUT ARE THE VERY BEDROCK UPON WHICH SOCIAL,
POLITICAL, AND IDEOLOGICAL STRUCTURES ARE BUILT. THE WAY IN WHICH A SOCIETY ORGANIZES THE PRODUCTION OF ITS
NECESSITIES—WHO OWNS THE TOOLS, THE LAND, THE FACTORIES—DICTATES THE RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN PEOPLE AND
ULTIMATELY SHAPES THEIR CONSCIOUSNESS AND THEIR INTERACTIONS.

CLass STRUGGLE, THEREFORE, IS NOT AN INCIDENTAL FEATURE OF HISTORY BUT ITS INHERENT ENGINE. MARX AND ENGELS ARGUED
THAT IN EVERY EPOCH, SOCIETY HAS BEEN CHARACTERIZED BY THE OPPRESSION AND EXPLOITATION OF ONE CLASS BY ANOTHER.
THIS ANTAGONISM ARISES DIRECTLY FROM THE UNEQUAL DISTRIBUTION OF POWER STEMMING FROM THE OWNERSHIP OF THE
MEANS OF PRODUCTION. DIFFERENT HISTORICAL PERIODS HAVE WITNESSED DISTINCT FORMS OF THIS STRUGGLE, SUCH AS
MASTERS AND SLAVES IN ANTIQUITY, OR LORDS AND SERFS IN FEUDALISM. HO\X/EVER/ THE CORE DYNAMIC OF CONFLICT BETWEEN
THE HAVES AND THE HAVE-NOTS REMAINS A CONSTANT THREAD.

ANCIENT AND FEUDAL CLASS ANTAGONISMS

IN ANCIENT SOCIETIES, THE PRIMARY DIVISION W AS OFTEN BET\WEEN FREEMEN AND SLAVES. THE SLAVE-OWNER CLASS, BY VIRTUE
OF OWNING THE LABOR FORCE, HELD ABSOLUTE ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL POWER. THEIR WEALTH AND STATUS WERE DIRECTLY
DERIVED FROM THE FORCED LABOR OF THE ENSLAVED. SIMILARLY, THE FEUDAL SYSTEM WAS DEFINED BY THE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN THE LANDED ARISTOCRACY (LORDS) AND THE PEASANTRY (SERFS). THE LORDS OWNED THE LAND, THE PRIMARY MEANS
OF PRODUCTION IN THAT ERA, AND EXTRACTED SURPLUS LABOR AND PRODUCE FROM THE SERFS, WHO WERE TIED TO THE LAND
AND OBLIGATED TO WORK IT.

THESE HISTORICAL EXAMPLES ILLUSTRATE THE ENDURING PATTERN OF A RULING CLASS EXTRACTING VALUE FROM A
SUBORDINATE CLASS. THIS EXPLOITATION, DRIVEN BY ECONOMIC NECESSITY AND REINFORCED BY THE PREVAILING LEGAL AND
SOCIAL STRUCTURES, CREATED INHERENT TENSIONS. THESE TENSIONS, THOUGH OFTEN SUPPRESSED, WOULD EVENTUALLY
MANIFEST IN REVOLTS, UPRISINGS, AND ULTIMATELY, SOCIETAL TRANSFORMATIONS, PAVING THE WAY FOR NEW MODES OF
PRODUCTION AND NEW FORMS OF CLASS CONFLICT.



THe BourGEoISIE AND THE PROLETARIAT: A DEeFINING DICHOTOMY

THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO SHIFTS ITS FOCUS TO THE NASCENT INDUSTRIAL ERA, IDENTIFYING THE BOURGEOISIE AND THE
PROLETARIAT AS THE TWO DOMINANT AND ANTAGONISTIC CLASSES OF MODERN CAPITALIST SOCIETY. THE BOURGEOISIE, IN
MARX AND ENGELS' ANALYSIS, ARE THE OWNERS OF THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION IN THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM — THE FACTORY
OWNERS, THE CAPITALISTS, THE MODERN INDUSTRIALISTS. THEY ARE THE CLASS THAT HAS RISEN TO PROMINENCE WITH THE
DECLINE OF FEUDALISM, DISMANTLING OLD FEUDAL AND PATRIARCHAL RELATIONS AND REPLACING THEM WITH THE NAKED SELF-
INTEREST AND CASH NEXUS.

THE PROLETARIAT, ON THE OTHER HAND, IS THE WORKING CLASS, THE WAGE LABORERS WHO POSSESS NO MEANS OF
PRODUCTION OF THEIR OWN AND ARE THUS COMPELLED TO SELL THEIR LABOR POWER TO THE BOURGEOISIE IN ORDER TO
SURVIVE. THEY ARE THE ENGINE OF CAPITALIST PRODUCTION, GENERATING THE WEALTH THAT THE BOURGEOISIE APPROPRIATES
AS PROFIT. THIS FUNDAMENT AL ECONOMIC DEPENDENCY CREATES AN INHERENT POWER IMBALANCE AND LAYS THE GROUNDWORK
FOR THE INTENSIFIED CLASS STRUGGLE CHARACTERISTIC OF CAPITALISM.

THE REVOLUTIONARY ROLE OF THE BOURGEOISIE

W/HILE CRITICAL OF THE BOURGEOISIE, MARX AND ENGELS ALSO ACKNOWLEDGE THEIR REVOLUTIONARY HISTORICAL ROLE. THEY
ARGUE THAT THE BOURGEOISIE, IN ITS PURSUIT OF PROFIT AND EXPANSION, HAS BEEN RESPONSIBLE FOR TREMENDOUS
ADVANCEMENTS IN PRODUCTIVE FORCES. |T HAS ABOLISHED FEUDAL RELATIONSHIPS, INTRODUCED MASS PRODUCTION, AND
CREATED A GLOBAL MARKET. THIS DYNAMIC EXPANSIONIST TENDENCY, HOWEVER, ALSO SOWS THE SEEDS OF ITS OWN
DESTRUCTION. THE VERY FORCES IT UNLEASHES — INDUSTRIALIZATION, URBANIZATION, AND THE CONCENTRATION OF CAPITAL —
ALSO CREATE THE CONDITIONS FOR THE PROLETARIAT'S EMERGENCE AND GROWTH AS A REVOLUTIONARY CLASS.

THe PROLETARIAT AS A REvoLUTIONARY CLASS

THE PROLETARIAT, BY CONTRAST, IS PORTRAYED AS THE TRULY REVOLUTIONARY CLASS. UNLIKE PREVIOUS EXPLOITED
CLASSES, WHICH OFTEN SOUGHT TO IMPROVE THEIR POSITION WITHIN THE EXISTING SYSTEM, THE PROLETARIAT HAS NOTHING
TO LOSE BUT ITS CHAINS. | TS INTERESTS ARE DIAMETRICALLY OPPOSED TO THOSE OF THE BOURGEOISIE. AS INDUSTRIALIZATION
PROGRESSES, THE PROLETARIAT GROWS IN NUMBERS, BECOMES MORE CONCENTRATED IN FACTORIES AND CITIES, AND DEVELOPS A
SHARED CONSCIOUSNESS OF ITS EXPLOITATION. THIS COLLECTIVE EXPERIENCE, COUPLED WITH THE INHERENT CONTRADICTIONS
WITHIN CAPITALISM, POSITIONS THE PROLETARIAT TO OVERTHROW THE BOURGEOISIE AND ESTABLISH A NEW , CLASSLESS
SOCIETY.

THe ENGINE OF HiISTORY: ECONOMIC DETERMINISM AND REVOLUTION

THE CONCEPT OF ECONOMIC DETERMINISM IS CENTRAL TO UNDERSTANDING THE DRIVING FORCE BEHIND HISTORICAL CHANGE IN
MARXIST THEORY. THIS PERSPECTIVE SUGGESTS THAT THE ECONOMIC BASE OF SOCIETY — THE SUM TOTAL OF ITS RELATIONS
OF PRODUCTION ~ IS THE PRIMARY DETERMINANT OF ITS SOCIAL, POLITICAL, AND IDEOLOGICAL SUPERSTRUCTURE. LA\X/S/
GOVERNMENT, RELIGION, AND CULTURE, IN THIS FRAMEWORK, ARE LARGELY SHAPED BY AND SERVE THE INTERESTS OF THE
DOMINANT ECONOMIC CLASS.

REVOLUTION, THEREFORE, IS NOT AN ARBITRARY EVENT BUT THE INEVITABLE OUTCOME OF THE CONTRADICTIONS INHERENT
WITHIN THE ECONOMIC SYSTEM. W/HEN THE EXISTING MODE OF PRODUCTION CAN NO LONGER CONTAIN THE FORCES OF
PRODUCTION IT HAS UNLEASHED, AND WHEN THE CLASS RELATIONS BECOME AN IMPEDIMENT TO FURTHER PROGRESS, A
REVOLUTIONARY UPHEAVAL BECOMES NECESSARY. THIS PROCESS IS OFTEN TRIGGERED BY ECONOMIC CRISES, SUCH AS
OVERPRODUCTION OR DEPRESSIONS, WHICH EXPOSE THE FRAGILITY OF THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM AND INTENSIFY THE SUFFERING OF
THE PROLETARIAT.



CONTRADICTIONS WITHIN CAPITALISM

MARX AND ENGELS IDENTIFIED SEVERAL INHERENT CONTRADICTIONS WITHIN CAPITALISM THAT WOULD ULTIMATELY LEAD TO ITS
DOWNFALL. ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT IS THE CONTRADICTION BETWEEN THE SOCIAL CHARACTER OF PRODUCTION AND THE
PRIVATE APPROPRIATION OF PROFIT. W/HILE PRODUCTION IS INCREASINGLY A COLLABORATIVE EFFORT INVOLVING THOUSANDS
OF WORKERS, THE BENEFITS OF THAT PRODUCTION ARE CONCENTRATED IN THE HANDS OF A FEW CAPITALISTS. THIS CREATES A
FUNDAMENTAL DISCONNECT BETWEEN THE COLLECTIVE EFFORT AND THE INDIVIDUAL GAIN, FOSTERING RESENTMENT AND
INEQUALITY.

ANOTHER KEY CONTRADICTION LIES IN THE TENDENCY TOWARDS CRISES OF OVERPRODUCTION. THE RELENTLESS DRIVE FOR
PROFIT COMPELS CAPITALISTS TO PRODUCE MORE AND MORE GOODS. HO\X/EVER, THE PURCHASING POWER OF THE PROLETARIAT
IS LIMITED BY THEIR WAGES, LEADING TO A SITUATION \WHERE MORE GOODS ARE PRODUCED THAN CAN BE CONSUMED BY THE
MARKET. THIS RESULTS IN GLUTS, BANKRUPTCIES, AND ECONOMIC INSTABILITY, FURTHER EXACERBATING CLASS TENSIONS.

CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM: EXPLOITATION AND ALIENATION

THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO OFFERS A SEARING CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM, FOCUSING ON TWO INTERCONNECTED EVILS!
EXPLOITATION AND ALIENATION. EXPLOITATION, IN MARXIST ECONOMICS, REFERS TO THE EXTRACTION OF SURPLUS VALUE
FROM THE LABOR OF THE PROLETARIAT BY THE BOURGEOISIE. \W ORKERS CREATE MORE VALUE THROUGH THEIR LABOR THAN THEY
RECEIVE IN WAGES. THIS SURPLUS VALUE IS THE SOURCE OF CAPITALIST PROFIT, REPRESENTING THE UNPAID LABOR OF THE
\WORKING CLASS.

ALIENATION/ A CONCEPT CLOSELY RELATED TO EXPLOITATION, DESCRIBES THE ESTRANGEMENT OF \WORKERS FROM THEIR LABOR,
THE PRODUCTS OF THEIR LABOR, THEMSELVES, AND THEIR FELLOW HUMAN BEINGS UNDER CAPITALISM. BECAUSE WORKERS DO
NOT OWN THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION AND THEIR WORK IS OFTEN REPETITIVE AND DEHUMANIZING, THEY DO NOT FIND FULFILLMENT
IN THEIR LABOR. |NSTEAD, IT BECOMES A MEANS TO AN END — SURVIVAL — LEADING TO A SENSE OF POWERLESSNESS AND
DETACHMENT.

SURPLUS V ALUE AND PROFIT

THE THEORY OF SURPLUS VALUE IS CRUCIAL TO UNDERSTANDING MARX'S CRITIQUE OF CAPITALIST EXPLOITATION. MARX
ARGUED THAT THE VALUE OF A COMMODITY IS DETERMINED BY THE SOCIALLY NECESSARY LABOR TIME REQUIRED FOR ITS
PRODUCTION. W/ ORKERS ARE PAID A WAGE THAT COVERS THE COST OF THEIR SUBSISTENCE — ENOUGH TO REPRODUCE THEIR
LABOR POWER. HO\X/EVER, THEY WORK MORE HOURS THAN ARE NECESSARY TO COVER THIS SUBSISTENCE COST. THE EXTRA
LABOR, AND THE VALUE IT PRODUCES, IS APPROPRIATED BY THE CAPITALIST AS PROFIT. THIS UNCOMPENSATED LABOR IS THE
ESSENCE OF CAPITALIST EXPLOITATION, A CONSTANT SIPHONING OF WEALTH FROM THE PRODUCERS TO THE OWNERS.

THe Four FOrRMS OF ALIENATION

ENGELS AND MARX DETAILED THE WAYS IN WHICH CAPITALISM ALIENATES WORKERS:

® ALIENATION FROM THE PRODUCT OF LABOR: THE WORKER DOES NOT OWN OR CONTROL THE PRODUCTS THEY CREATE;,
THESE BELONG TO THE CAPITALIST AND ARE SOLD ON THE MARKET, OFTEN BEYOND THE WORKER'S REACH.

® ALIENATION FROM THE ACT OF WORKING: T HE LABOR PROCESS ITSELF IS OFTEN TEDIOUS, REPETITIVE, AND DEVOID OF
CREATIVITY, OFFERING NO INTRINSIC SATISFACTION. \X/ ORKERS ARE COMPELLED TO WORK, RATHER THAN CHOOSING TO

ENGAGE IN FULFILLING ACTIVITY.

® ALIENATION FROM SPECIES-BEING (HUMAN NATURE)Z For MARX, HUMAN NATURE IS CHARACTERIZED BY CREATIVE,



CONSCIOUS, AND SOCIAL ACTIVITY. CAPITALISM REDUCES WORK TO A MERE MEANS OF SURVIVAL, HINDERING THE FULL
REALIZATION OF HUMAN POTENTIAL.

® ALIENATION FROM OTHER HUMAN BEINGS: COMPETITION AMONG W ORKERS, AND THE HIERARCHICAL RELATIONSHIP BET\WEEN
CAPITALIST AND LABORER, FOSTER ESTRANGEMENT AND DIVISION, RATHER THAN GENUINE HUMAN CONNECTION.

THe COMMUNIST VISION: ABOLISHING PRIVATE PROPERTY AND THE STATE

THE ULTIMATE AIM OF THE CLASS STRUGGLE, AS ENVISIONED BY MARX AND ENGELS, IS THE ABOLITION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY IN
THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMUNISM. THIS IS NOT MERELY A CALL FOR THE REDISTRIBUTION OF
PERSONAL POSSESSIONS BUT A FUNDAMENTAL RESTRUCTURING OF ECONOMIC RELATIONS. COMMUNISM/ IN THIS CONTEXT,
SIGNIFIES A SOCIETY WHERE THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION ARE OWNED AND CONTROLLED BY THE COMMUNITY AS A WHOLE, NOT
BY A PRIVATE CLASS.

THIS ABOLITION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY WOULD, IN TURN, LEAD TO THE WITHERING AWAY OF THE STATE. IN MARXIST THEORY,
THE STATE IS VIEWED AS AN INSTRUMENT OF CLASS OPPRESSION, USED BY THE RULING CLASS TO MAINTAIN ITS DOMINANCE.
W/ITH THE ELIMINATION OF CLASS DISTINCTIONS, THE NEED FOR A COERCIVE APPARATUS TO MANAGE CLASS CONFLICT WOULD
DISAPPEAR, LEADING TO A STATELESS, CLASSLESS SOCIETY.

ABOLITION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY

THE CORE OF THE COMMUNIST REVOLUTION, ACCORDING TO THE MANIFESTO, IS THE EXPROPRIATION OF THE BOURGEOISIE AND
THE TRANSFER OF THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION TO COLLECTIVE OWNERSHIP. THIS WOULD INCLUDE LAND, FACTORIES, MINES, AND
ALL OTHER INSTRUMENTS NECESSARY FOR LARGE-SCALE PRODUCTION. THE IDEA IS TO ELIMINATE THE BASIS OF CLASS DIVISION,
WHICH IS THE PRIVATE OWNERSHIP OF THESE PRODUCTIVE ASSETS. IN A COMMUNIST SOCIETY, PRODUCTION WOULD BE
ORGANIZED FOR THE BENEFIT OF ALL, NOT FOR THE PROFIT OF A FEW.

THe WITHERING AWAY OF THE STATE

THE MARXIST CONCEPT OF THE “WITHERING AWAY OF THE STATE” IS A GRADUAL PROCESS THAT OCCURS AFTER THE
PROLETARIAT HAS SEIZED POWER AND ESTABLISHED A SOCIALIST TRANSITIONAL PHASE. IN SOCIALISM, THE STATE, CONTROLLED
BY THE WORKING CLASS, WOULD STILL EXIST BUT WOULD BE USED TO SUPPRESS COUNTER-REVOLUTIONARY FORCES AND
MANAGE THE TRANSITION TO COMMUNISM. HO\X/EVER, AS CLASS ANTAGONISMS DIMINISH AND A COMMUNAL CONSCIOUSNESS
DEVELOPS, THE NEED FOR STATE COERCION WOULD LESSEN. EVENTUALLY, THE STATE WOULD BECOME OBSOLETE, ITS
FUNCTIONS ABSORBED BY THE SELF-GOVERNING COMMUNITY, LEADING TO A TRULY FREE AND DEMOCRATIC SOCIETY WHERE
INDIVIDUALS ARE NO LONGER OPPRESSED BY ANY EXTERNAL AUTHORITY.

ENDURING RELEVANCE AND CRITICISMS

THE IDEAS PRESENTED IN THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO, PARTICULARLY ITS ANALYSIS OF CLASS STRUGGLE AND CAPITALISM,
HAVE HAD A PROFOUND AND LASTING IMPACT ON GLOBAL HISTORY AND POLITICAL THOUGHT. WHILE THE PREDICTIONS OF
IMMINENT PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION IN INDUSTRIALIZED NATIONS HAVE NOT UNIVERSALLY MATERIALIZED AS ENVISIONED, THE
CORE CONCEPTS CONTINUE TO RESONATE IN DISCUSSIONS ABOUT ECONOMIC INEQUALITY, LABOR RIGHTS, AND THE CRITIQUE OF
MARKET-DRIVEN SOCIETIES. THE MANIFESTO’S EMPHASIS ON THE POWER DYNAMICS INHERENT IN ECONOMIC SYSTEMS REMAINS A
POTENT ANALYTICAL TOOL.



HO\X/EVER/ MARXIST ECONOMIC THEORY AND THE VISION OF COMMUNISM HAVE ALSO FACED SIGNIFICANT CRITICISMS AND
CHALLENGES. CRITICS OFTEN POINT TO THE HISTORICAL FAILURES OF STATES THAT CLAIMED TO BE IMPLEMENTING COMMUNISM
CITING AUTHORITARIANISM, ECONOMIC INEFFICIENCY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES. THE PRACTICAL IMPLEMENTATION OF A
STATELESS, CLASSLESS SOCIETY HAS PROVEN ELUSIVE, AND THE COMPLEXITIES OF HUMAN MOTIVATION AND SOCIAL
ORGANIZATION ARE OFTEN CITED AS REASONS WHY THE MARXIST IDEAL MAY BE UNATTAINABLE OR UNDESIRABLE IN PRACTICE.
FURTHERMORE/ THE DETERMINISM INHERENT IN HISTORICAL MATERIALISM HAS BEEN QUESTIONED, WITH MANY ARGUING THAT NON-
ECONOMIC FACTORS ALSO PLAY A SIGNIFICANT ROLE IN SHAPING HISTORY AND SOCIETY.

/

CONTEMPORARY ECONOMIC INEQUALITY

DESPITE THE CRITICISMS, THE MARXIST ANALYSIS OF CLASS STRUGGLE OFFERS A VALUABLE FRAMEWORK FOR UNDERSTANDING
CONTEMPORARY ISSUES OF ECONOMIC INEQUALITY. THE VAST DISPARITIES IN WEALTH AND INCOME OBSERVED GLOBALLY, THE
INCREASING CONCENTRATION OF CAPITAL IN FEWER HANDS, AND THE PRECARIOUS WORKING CONDITIONS FACED BY MANY ARE ALL
PHENOMENA THAT CAN BE ANALYZED THROUGH THE LENS OF CLASS CONFLICT. THE MANIFESTO'S INSIGHTS INTO THE POWER OF
CAPITAL AND THE STRUGGLES OF LABOR REMAIN HIGHLY RELEVANT IN DEBATES ABOUT GLOBALIZATION, AUTOMATION, AND THE
FUTURE OF \WORK.

CHALLENGES TO IMPLEMENTATION

THE HISTORICAL ATTEMPTS TO ESTABLISH COMMUNIST STATES HAVE OFTEN BEEN FRAUGHT WITH DIFFICULTIES. CENTRALIZED
ECONOMIC PLANNING PROVED TO BE INEFFICIENT, STIFLING INNOVATION AND LEADING TO SHORTAGES. THE SUPPRESSION OF
DISSENT AND THE CONCENTRATION OF POWER IN THE HANDS OF A RULING PARTY CONTRADICTED THE IDEAL OF A FREE AND
DEMOCRATIC SOCIETY. THESE FAILURES HAVE LED MANY TO QUESTION THE VIABILITY OF THE COMMUNIST PROJECT, EVEN AS
THEY ACKNOWLEDGE THE PRESCIENCE OF SOME OF MARX AND ENGELS’ CRITIQUES OF CAPITALISM.

ALTERNATIVE PERSPECTIVES

IN RESPONSE TO THE CHALLENGES POSED BY MARXIST THEORY, VARIOUS ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHIES HAVE
EMERGED. NEOLIBERALISM/ FOR EXAMPLE, EMPHASIZES FREE MARKETS AND MINIMAL STATE INTERVENTION. SOCIAL DEMOCRACY
SEEKS TO MITIGATE THE EXCESSES OF CAPITALISM THROUGH REGULATION AND SOCIAL WELFARE PROGRAMS. THESE
ALTERNATIVE PERSPECTIVES HIGHLIGHT THE ONGOING DEBATE ABOUT THE BEST WAY TO ORGANIZE ECONOMIC LIFE AND ADDRESS
SOCIETAL CHALLENGES, A DEBATE THAT CONTINUES TO BE INFORMED, IN PART, BY THE ENDURING LEGACY OF THE CLASS
STRUGGLE ECONOMICS COMMUNIST MANIFESTO.












Q: WHAT IS THE PRIMARY FOCUS OF THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO REGARDING CLASS
STRUGGLE?

A: THE PRIMARY FOCUS OF THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO REGARDING CLASS STRUGGLE IS ITS ASSERTION THAT HISTORY IS
FUNDAMENTALLY A HISTORY OF CLASS STRUGGLES, DRIVEN BY THE MATERIAL CONDITIONS OF PRODUCTION AND THE INHERENT
CONFLICT BETWEEN ANTAGONISTIC SOCIAL CLASSES, PARTICULARLY THE BOURGEOISIE AND THE PROLETARIAT IN CAPITALIST
SOCIETIES.

Q: How poes THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO DEFINE THE BOURGEOISIE AND THE
PROLETARIAT?

A: THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO DEFINES THE BOURGEOISIE AS THE OWNING CLASS, THOSE WHO CONTROL THE MEANS OF
PRODUCTION (FACTORIES/ LAND, CAPITAL)I AND THE PROLETARIAT AS THE WORKING CLASS, WHO POSSESS NO MEANS OF
PRODUCTION AND MUST SELL THEIR LABOR POWER TO THE BOURGEOISIE TO SURVIVE.

Q: WHAT poes THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO MEAN BY THE “ABOLITION OF PRIVATE
PROPERTY''?

A: THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO'S CALL FOR THE ” ABOLITION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY REFERS SPECIFICALLY TO THE ABOLITION
OF PRIVATE OWNERSHIP OF THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION, NOT PERSONAL POSSESSIONS. THE AIM IS TO TRANSFER OWNERSHIP OF
FACTORIES, LAND, AND OTHER PRODUCTIVE ASSETS TO COLLECTIVE OR SOCIAL OWNERSHIP.

Q: ACCORDING TO THE MANIFESTO, WHAT IS THE ROLE OF THE STATE IN A CLASS
SOCIETY?

A: ACCORDING TO THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO, THE STATE IN A CLASS SOCIETY IS AN INSTRUMENT OF THE RULING CLASS,
USED TO MAINTAIN ITS DOMINANCE AND SUPPRESS THE INTERESTS OF SUBORDINATE CLASSES.

Q: WHAT ECONOMIC CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM IS CENTRAL TO THE COMMUNIST
MANIFESTO?

A: A CENTRAL ECONOMIC CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM IN THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO IS THE CONCEPT OF EXPLOITATION, \WHERE
THE BOURGEOISIE EXTRACTS SURPLUS VALUE FROM THE LABOR OF THE PROLETARIAT, PAYING \WORKERS ONLY ENOUGH FOR
THEIR SUBSISTENCE WHILE APPROPRIATING THE EXCESS VALUE AS PROFIT.

Q: WHAT ARE THE PREDICTED OUTCOMES OF THE INTENSIFIED CLASS STRUGGLE UNDER
CAPITALISM?

A: THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO PREDICTS THAT THE INTENSIFIED CLASS STRUGGLE UNDER CAPITALISM WILL LEAD TO THE
REVOLUTIONARY OVERTHROW OF THE BOURGEOISIE BY THE PROLETARIAT, RESULTING IN THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CLASSLESS,
COMMUNIST SOCIETY.

QZ How DOES THE CONCEPT OF HISTORICAL MATERIALISM RELATE TO CLASS STRUGGLE
ECONOMICS IN THE MANIFESTO?

A: HISTORICAL MATERIALISM IS THE PHILOSOPHICAL FOUNDATION FOR CLASS STRUGGLE ECONOMICS IN THE MANIFESTO,
POSITING THAT THE ECONOMIC BASE OF SOCIETY (ITS MODE OF PRODUCTION) IS THE PRIMARY DRIVER OF HISTORICAL CHANGE,
AND THAT CLASS CONFLICT ARISING FROM THIS BASE SHAPES THE COURSE OF HISTORY.



Q: WHAT IS ALIENATION ACCORDING TO THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO'S CRITIQUE OF
CAPITALISM?

A: ALIENATION/ AS DESCRIBED IN THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO'S CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM, REFERS TO THE ESTRANGEMENT OF
W ORKERS FROM THEIR LABOR, THE PRODUCTS OF THEIR LABOR, THEMSELVES, AND THEIR FELLOW HUMAN BEINGS DUE TO THE
DEHUMANIZING AND EXPLOITATIVE NATURE OF CAPITALIST PRODUCTION.
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