
communist manifesto on family
The Communist Manifesto, a seminal work penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, offers a radical
critique of capitalist society and outlines a vision for a communist future. While its primary focus is on
the abolition of private property, the class struggle, and the overthrow of bourgeois dominance, the
Manifesto also implicitly and explicitly addresses the institution of the family. Understanding the
communist manifesto on family requires delving into its core principles and how they are applied to
familial structures. This article will explore the historical context of the Manifesto, its analysis of the
bourgeois family, and the proposed transformations under communism, offering a comprehensive
overview of this complex topic. We will examine how the Manifesto views the family as an instrument
of capitalist exploitation and how it envisions its evolution in a classless society.
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Historical Context of the Communist Manifesto's Views
on Family

To grasp the Communist Manifesto's stance on the family, it is crucial to situate it within its 19th-
century context. The Industrial Revolution was rapidly transforming social structures, creating new
economic classes and challenging traditional institutions. Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels observed the
harsh realities faced by the working class, including the disintegration of family units under economic
duress. The prevailing bourgeois ideology idealized the nuclear family as a bastion of morality and
stability, yet the Manifesto argued that this ideal often masked exploitation and inequality. The
authors saw the family, like other social institutions, as shaped by the prevailing mode of production
and class relations. Their analysis of the communist manifesto on family was therefore a direct
response to the social conditions they witnessed, aiming to dismantle what they perceived as



oppressive structures inherited from feudalism and perpetuated by capitalism.

The prevailing family structures of the time were deeply intertwined with property ownership and
inheritance. The bourgeoisie, in particular, relied on the family unit to consolidate wealth and pass it
down through generations. This economic function heavily influenced the social and legal frameworks
surrounding marriage and kinship. Marx and Engels viewed these arrangements not as natural or
divinely ordained, but as products of historical and economic development, specifically designed to
serve the interests of the ruling class. Their critique of the family was thus inseparable from their
broader critique of capitalism and its inherent drive for accumulation and reproduction of its own
power structures.

The Bourgeois Family: A Critique within the Manifesto

The Communist Manifesto launches a scathing critique of the "bourgeois family." Marx and Engels did
not advocate for the literal destruction of all family ties but rather targeted the specific form of the
family that emerged and was glorified under capitalism. They argued that the bourgeois family,
characterized by its emphasis on private property, patriarchal authority, and the commodification of
relationships, served as a microcosm of capitalist exploitation. This institution, they contended, was
founded on economic self-interest and the perpetuation of private property, rather than genuine
affection or equality.

The Manifesto famously states that "the bourgeois family will vanish as a matter of course when its
complementary institution vanishes, and both will vanish with the advent of the proletariat." This
declaration highlights their belief that the capitalist system is the very foundation upon which the
bourgeois family rests. When capitalism is abolished, the economic incentives and social pressures
that define and maintain this particular family structure would, by extension, cease to exist. The
critique was not an attack on love or companionship, but on the economic and social dependencies
that characterized the bourgeois family under capitalism, which they saw as inherently exploitative.

Family as an Instrument of Capitalist Reproduction

A central tenet of the communist manifesto on family is its understanding of the family as a
mechanism for the reproduction of the capitalist system itself. The family, in this view, plays a vital
role in producing and socializing future generations of workers and consumers. Children are raised to
accept the existing social order, to work for wages, and to consume the products of capitalist
industry. This socialization process instills the values and behaviors necessary for the continued
functioning of capitalist enterprises.

Furthermore, the family unit is where the inheritance of private property takes place, a core element
of capitalist accumulation. The desire to provide for one's family and to pass on wealth and status
reinforces the pursuit of private property and economic success within the capitalist framework. This
perpetuates the class system, as wealth and opportunity tend to be inherited, creating a cycle of
advantage for the bourgeoisie and disadvantage for the proletariat. The Manifesto saw this as a
fundamental way the family served the interests of capital.



The Exploitation of Women and Children within the Bourgeois
Family

The Communist Manifesto highlights the particular forms of exploitation that women and children
faced within the bourgeois family structure. Marx and Engels argued that women were often treated
as property within marriage, with their primary role being the bearing and raising of legitimate heirs
to ensure the continuity of family wealth and lineage. This relegated women to a subordinate position,
limiting their autonomy and economic independence. The family, therefore, was a site where
patriarchal power, intertwined with economic power, was exercised.

Moreover, the Manifesto points to the exploitation of child labor during the industrial era. Children
from working-class families were often forced into factories and mines to supplement meager family
incomes. This robbed them of their childhood and education, transforming them into cheap labor for
capitalist ventures. The bourgeois family, in its idealization, often ignored these harsh realities faced
by the proletariat, portraying a sanitized version of domestic life that did not reflect the widespread
economic hardship and exploitation.

Abolition of the Family: Misconceptions and
Clarifications

One of the most controversial aspects of the Communist Manifesto's discussion on family is the
perceived call for its "abolition." This phrase has often been misinterpreted as a call for the
eradication of all forms of emotional bonds, love, and familial relationships. However, Marx and Engels
were not advocating for the elimination of human connection. Instead, they were targeting the
specific bourgeois family structure, which they saw as being corrupted and defined by capitalist
property relations and class antagonisms.

The abolition they spoke of was the abolition of the family as an institution defined by private
property and class division. They envisioned a future society where the economic underpinnings that
distorted and constrained familial relationships under capitalism would be removed. This would, in
their view, allow for more authentic and egalitarian forms of human association to emerge, free from
the economic coercities and exploitations inherent in the bourgeois family. The communist manifesto
on family, therefore, is about transformation, not annihilation of genuine human bonds.

The Communalization of Women and its Nuances

The Communist Manifesto's mention of the "communisation of women" is perhaps the most frequently
cited and misunderstood passage. Marx and Engels wrote: "Our bourgeois sees his wife merely as an
instrument of production... Hence that community of women which all bourgeois are so horrified at
seeing complacently preached by our Communists." It is crucial to understand that this was a
polemical statement, a direct response to the hypocrisy of the bourgeoisie, who, while espousing
strict monogamy and fidelity, often engaged in exploitation and sexual transactions.



The "community of women" they referred to was not a literal call for promiscuity or the abolition of
monogamy in the sense of personal choice. Rather, it was a critique of the bourgeois practice of
treating women as property, available for sexual access based on wealth and status. They argued
that if the bourgeoisie decried the idea of shared sexual access (a perverted form of
communalization, in their eyes, as women were treated as objects of property), they should not be
surprised if communists advocated for a more genuine form of communal living where such
commodification of women would be impossible. Their aim was to abolish the exploitative sexual
arrangements and inequalities inherent in the bourgeois family, not to promote sexual anarchy.

Transformations of Family under Communism

Under a communist system, as envisioned by Marx and Engels, the family would undergo significant
transformations, shedding its capitalist-era characteristics. The abolition of private property would
remove the economic basis for inheritance and the primary drive for the bourgeois family's
perpetuation. This would free individuals from the economic imperatives that often dictated marriage
and family life.

In a classless society, where the means of production are collectively owned, the need for the family
as a unit of economic production and the conduit for private property accumulation would diminish.
This would theoretically allow for relationships to be based more purely on mutual affection, love, and
companionship. The economic burden of raising children would also be shared by the community,
with society taking on greater responsibility for education and welfare.

The Future of Intimate Relationships in a Communist Society

The Communist Manifesto does not explicitly detail the precise forms that intimate relationships and
family units would take in a fully communist society. However, based on their critique of existing
structures, one can infer that they anticipated relationships built on genuine equality and free choice,
unburdened by economic coercion or patriarchal power. The emphasis would shift from property and
status to personal fulfillment and mutual support.

With the eradication of class divisions and the economic insecurities that plague capitalist societies,
the material conditions for forming and sustaining relationships would be fundamentally altered. The
pressure to marry for economic security, for instance, would be absent. Instead, individuals would be
free to form bonds based on genuine compatibility and shared values, with the community providing
the necessary support structures for child-rearing and social well-being. The communist manifesto on
family, therefore, points towards a liberation of human relationships from capitalist constraints.

Conclusion: The Communist Manifesto's Enduring
Legacy on Family Debates

The Communist Manifesto's perspective on the family remains a potent and often debated aspect of



its critique of capitalist society. By analyzing the bourgeois family as an institution shaped by private
property and class exploitation, Marx and Engels laid the groundwork for a radical re-evaluation of
intimate relationships and kinship. While often misinterpreted, their call for the "abolition of the
family" was a call for the abolition of its capitalist form, envisioning a future where relationships are
liberated from economic coercion and patriarchal subjugation.

The core ideas of the communist manifesto on family continue to resonate in contemporary
discussions about gender equality, economic justice, and the evolving nature of domestic life. Their
work compels us to critically examine the social and economic forces that shape our most intimate
connections and to consider alternative models for human association that prioritize genuine equality
and mutual well-being over profit and property. The legacy of their analysis on the family is thus not
one of destruction, but of profound societal transformation.

Frequently Asked Questions

Does the Communist Manifesto advocate for the abolition of
the family unit?
Yes, the Communist Manifesto famously calls for the 'abolition of the family.' However, it's crucial to
understand that this refers to the bourgeois family, characterized by private property and economic
dependence, not necessarily all forms of communal living or care.

What did Marx and Engels mean by the 'abolition of the
family'?
They meant the abolition of the traditional bourgeois family, which they saw as a product of
capitalism. They believed this family structure was based on economic dependency, exploitation of
women, and alienation of children. They envisioned a society where children would be raised
communally and women would be freed from domestic servitude.

How did the Communist Manifesto view the role of women
within the family?
The Manifesto viewed the existing family structure as inherently oppressive to women, reducing them
to instruments of production and domestic servants. It argued that under capitalism, women were
essentially treated as property and their liberation was intrinsically linked to the abolition of private
property and the emancipation of the proletariat.

Did the Communist Manifesto propose alternative family
structures?
While not explicitly detailing specific structures, the Manifesto implied a move towards communal
living and child-rearing. The idea was to remove the economic pressures and inequalities that they
believed defined the bourgeois family, allowing for more egalitarian and liberated relationships.



How is the concept of 'abolishing the family' interpreted in
modern discussions of communism?
Interpretations vary. Some see it as a call for a radical restructuring of societal care and relationships,
moving away from private, isolated households. Others view it as an outdated concept that doesn't
accurately reflect contemporary family diverse forms or the importance of intimate bonds.

What were the perceived advantages of the 'abolition of the
family' from a Marxist perspective?
From a Marxist perspective, abolishing the bourgeois family was seen as a way to: 1. Liberate women
from domestic slavery and economic dependence. 2. Prevent the alienation of children and ensure
their education served society, not just private interests. 3. Eliminate the family as a vehicle for
transmitting private property and capitalist ideology.

Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the concept of a "Communist Manifesto on Family," along with short
descriptions:

1.

The Collective Hearth: A Revolutionary Vision for Kinship
This theoretical work explores how communist principles could fundamentally reshape the concept of
family. It posits that traditional, private family structures hinder societal progress and proposes a
move towards communal child-rearing and shared domestic responsibilities. The book argues for a
radical reimagining of interpersonal bonds, prioritizing collective well-being over individual familial
units.

2.

From Private Property to Public Parenthood: A Communist
Family Blueprint
This book delves into the Marxist critique of the bourgeois family and its entanglement with private
property. It advocates for the socialization of domestic labor and child-rearing, suggesting that such a
transformation is essential for achieving true gender equality and a classless society. The text
outlines practical steps for implementing a communist approach to family life.

3.

The Communal Cradle: Raising Children Beyond the Bourgeois
Nest
Examining the historical failures and successes of communal living experiments, this book offers a
critical analysis of family structures within socialist and communist contexts. It focuses specifically on
the upbringing of children, proposing models that foster a sense of global citizenship and solidarity



from an early age. The author challenges the notion that children are solely the responsibility of their
biological parents.

4.

Unbound Bonds: Towards a Free Family in a Communist
Future
This provocative text challenges deeply ingrained assumptions about romantic love, marriage, and
biological ties. It argues that these traditional family forms often perpetuate inequality and
exploitation, and that a communist society necessitates their dissolution or radical transformation.
The book envisions a future where relationships are based on voluntary association and mutual
support, unburdened by capitalist constraints.

5.

The Abolition of the Nuclear Unit: A Marxist Family Manifesto
This book presents a direct call for the dismantling of the nuclear family model, framing it as a tool of
capitalist control and oppression. It explores how the privatized nature of family life isolates
individuals and hinders collective action. The author proposes a revolutionary shift towards larger,
interdependent kinship networks and communal living arrangements.

6.

Kinship Without Capital: A New Paradigm for Family Life
This essay collection explores how the abolition of private property and the establishment of a
communist economy would necessitate a complete re-evaluation of family structures. Contributors
discuss the potential for new forms of communal living, shared responsibility for caregiving, and the
eradication of patriarchal power within domestic spheres. It envisions a future where familial ties are
not dictated by economic necessity or inherited status.

7.

The Socialization of Love: Family Dynamics in a Post-Capitalist
World
This work examines the emotional and psychological aspects of family life through a communist lens,
arguing that current societal norms around love and attachment are products of capitalism. It
proposes that a truly communist society would foster a more expansive and inclusive form of love,
extending beyond the immediate family unit. The book explores how to cultivate collective care and
emotional resilience.

8.

Childhood as a Collective Project: A Communist Reimagining
of Upbringing
Focusing on the critical role of childhood development, this book argues that raising children is a



fundamental societal responsibility that cannot be outsourced to private households. It critiques the
ways in which capitalism commodifies childhood and advocates for communal education, care, and
the fostering of socialist values from birth. The text outlines a vision for a truly equitable and
nurturing environment for all children.

9.

The Revolutionary Household: Dismantling the Private Sphere
This title suggests a direct confrontation with the traditional concept of the household as a private,
insular unit. It advocates for opening up domestic spaces and responsibilities to the community,
thereby eroding the boundaries that capitalism erects between private life and public action. The
book explores how a truly communist transformation requires the radical collectivization of domestic
life.
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