
communist manifesto abolition of family
The Communist Manifesto's provocative stance on the abolition of the family has been a
subject of intense debate and misunderstanding for over a century. This influential
document, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, outlines a radical vision for societal
transformation, and its critique of the traditional family structure is a cornerstone of that
vision. Understanding the Communist Manifesto's perspective on the abolition of the
family requires delving into its historical context, its analysis of class struggle, and its
proposed utopian future. This article will explore these facets, dissecting what Marx and
Engels truly meant by the "abolition of the family" and contrasting it with common
misconceptions. We will examine the historical conditions that informed their views, the
economic and social arguments they presented, and the societal implications of such a
radical proposal, offering a comprehensive overview of this contentious aspect of
communist theory.
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Understanding the Communist Manifesto's Stance
on Family
The Communist Manifesto, a foundational text of communist ideology, presents a
comprehensive critique of existing societal structures, with a particular focus on the
family. When Marx and Engels discuss the "abolition of the family," it is crucial to
understand their specific context and arguments. They were not advocating for the
destruction of all forms of human connection or the elimination of love and affection.
Instead, their critique was deeply rooted in their analysis of the bourgeois family as an
economic unit serving the interests of the capitalist class. They argued that under
capitalism, the family often functioned as a tool for the preservation of private property



and the transmission of inherited wealth, thereby perpetuating class divisions.

The concept of the abolition of the family within the Communist Manifesto is intrinsically
linked to the broader goal of abolishing private property and class distinctions. The
authors believed that the traditional family, as it existed in their time, was a product of
and a contributor to the inequalities inherent in capitalist society. Their vision proposed a
radical restructuring of social relations, where the economic functions of the family would
be superseded by communal arrangements. This would, in their view, liberate individuals
from the constraints imposed by familial obligations that were often dictated by economic
necessity rather than genuine affection. The Manifesto posits that this shift would foster a
more equitable and free society for all its members.

Historical Context of the Communist Manifesto's
Family Critique
To accurately interpret the Communist Manifesto's call for the abolition of the family, it is
essential to situate it within the historical milieu of the mid-19th century. Industrialization
was rapidly transforming European societies, creating new economic classes and
exacerbating existing social inequalities. The family unit, which had traditionally been the
primary site of production and social reproduction, was undergoing significant changes.
As capitalism advanced, the patriarchal structure of the family, particularly within the
bourgeoisie, became more pronounced. Men were the primary earners and property
holders, while women and children were often relegated to domestic roles, dependent on
the male breadwinner.

Furthermore, Marx and Engels were reacting to the prevailing Victorian morality, which
idealized the family as a bastion of virtue and stability. They saw this idealization as a
bourgeois construct, a means of masking the exploitation and alienation that characterized
capitalist production. The "family affections," they argued, were often undermined by the
economic realities of wage labor, where individuals were treated as commodities. The
Communist Manifesto critiques the notion that the bourgeois family was a natural or
divinely ordained institution, asserting instead that it was a historical product of specific
economic conditions. Their analysis aimed to expose how this institution contributed to the
reproduction of capitalist social relations and the subjugation of the proletariat.

Marx and Engels on the Bourgeois Family
The Communist Manifesto explicitly targets the "bourgeois family" in its critique. Marx
and Engels argue that this form of family is not universal or eternal but a specific
historical development tied to the rise of capitalism and the accumulation of private
property. They contend that the bourgeois family is characterized by its economic
function: it serves as a vehicle for the transmission of property, capital, and social status
from one generation to the next. This inheritance system, they believed, was a primary
mechanism for maintaining the power and privilege of the capitalist class.

Engels, in his later work "The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State,"
further elaborates on this point. He analyzes historical anthropological evidence to trace
the evolution of family structures, arguing that monogamy and the nuclear family, as
understood in their time, were not natural but emerged with the development of private



property. The bourgeois family, according to their analysis, often masked a system of
exploitation, not only of the working class but also within the family itself, particularly the
subjugation of women. They saw the economic dependence of wives on their husbands,
and children on their parents, as reflections of the broader class-based exploitation in
society.

The Manifesto specifically states:

The bourgeois family will vanish as a matter of course when its complement
vanishes, and both will vanish with the vanishing of capital.

Do you charge us with wanting to stop the exploitation of children by their parents?
To this crime we openly confess.

But, you will say, we destroy the most hallowed of relations, when we replace home
education by education in the State.

These quotes highlight their assertion that the capitalist system creates a specific family
structure that is inherently exploitative and that their proposed communist society would
render this structure obsolete by removing its economic basis.

The "Abolition of the Family": Unpacking the
Manifesto's Argument
The phrase "abolition of the family" in the Communist Manifesto has often been
misinterpreted as a call for the destruction of all familial bonds and relationships.
However, Marx and Engels were primarily critiquing the bourgeois family as an economic
and legal institution that they saw as inherently tied to capitalist modes of production and
the perpetuation of private property. They argued that the economic necessity of
maintaining and transferring wealth within family lines distorted genuine human
relationships, turning family members into instruments of economic strategy or
dependents subject to patriarchal control.

Their vision was not one of atomized individuals devoid of connection but rather a
transformation of relationships freed from the constraints of private property. In a
communist society, they envisioned that the economic functions currently performed by
the family – such as the care and education of children and the provision of economic
security – would be collectivized. This would allow for relationships to be based more on
genuine affection and mutual respect rather than economic dependency. The Manifesto
suggests that women would be liberated from their subordinate position within the
patriarchal family and that children would be raised in a manner that served the interests
of society as a whole, rather than primarily perpetuating family dynasties and property.

The core idea is that the abolition of private property would remove the economic
foundation upon which the bourgeois family rested. With the means of production owned
communally, the need for inherited wealth and the associated family structures would
disappear. This would lead to the emergence of new forms of social organization and
interpersonal relationships, unfettered by the economic imperatives of capitalism.



Communal Upbringing and Education in a
Communist Society
A significant aspect of the Communist Manifesto's proposed "abolition of the family" is the
concept of communal upbringing and education. Marx and Engels foresaw a society where
the responsibility for raising and educating children would be shared collectively, rather
than being solely confined to the private sphere of the nuclear family. They argued that
this shift would benefit both the children and society at large.

The Manifesto states that the bourgeois see their production of children as distinct from
other commodities, suggesting that the traditional family is already an instrument of
reproduction that serves the interests of the propertied class. By advocating for communal
education, they aimed to remove children from the influence of bourgeois ideology and
instill in them the values of collectivism and social responsibility. This communal approach
to upbringing would ensure that all children, regardless of their familial background,
would receive a comprehensive education that prepares them to be productive members of
the new communist society.

In this envisioned future, institutions such as communal nurseries and schools would play
a vital role in nurturing the next generation. This would free women from the sole burden
of domestic labor and childcare, allowing them greater participation in public life and
economic activities. The emphasis was on creating a supportive environment for children,
fostering their development in a way that was beneficial to the collective rather than to
individual family fortunes. This vision of shared responsibility for child-rearing was seen as
a natural consequence of the abolition of private property and the establishment of a truly
communal society.

Misconceptions and Criticisms of the Communist
Manifesto's Family Abolition
The interpretation of the Communist Manifesto's stance on the abolition of the family has
been a persistent source of controversy and misunderstanding. Critics often portray Marx
and Engels as advocating for the eradication of all family bonds, leading to a society
characterized by moral decay and a lack of human connection. This, however,
misrepresents the nuanced argument presented in the text, which focused on the
economic and class-based functions of the bourgeois family, not on the fundamental
human need for love, care, and belonging.

One of the most common criticisms is that the abolition of the family would lead to the
dehumanization of individuals and the destruction of social order. Opponents fear that
without the traditional family unit, children would be raised by the state without proper
emotional attachment, and that societal bonds would weaken. This perspective often
ignores the Manifesto's emphasis on liberating human relationships from economic
constraints, suggesting that communal care could foster different, perhaps even stronger,
forms of social cohesion and mutual support. The argument against communal upbringing
often stems from an ingrained belief in the inherent superiority of the private family unit,
a belief that the Manifesto sought to challenge.

Another criticism revolves around the perceived attack on traditional values and morality.
The Manifesto's critique of the bourgeois family is seen by some as an assault on deeply



held religious and cultural norms. However, Marx and Engels viewed these "traditional
values" as products of a specific historical and economic system, not as immutable truths.
They believed that a truly liberated society would develop its own ethical frameworks and
forms of social organization, freed from the ideological justifications used to uphold
capitalist exploitation. The fear of a breakdown in social order is a recurring theme in
critiques of radical social change, and the abolition of the family is often presented as the
ultimate catalyst for such a breakdown.

The Communist Manifesto's Legacy and the
Family Debate
The enduring legacy of the Communist Manifesto continues to fuel debates about family
structures and societal organization. While no state has fully implemented the radical
vision outlined in the Manifesto regarding the abolition of the family, elements of its
critique and proposed solutions have influenced various social movements and policy
discussions throughout history. The ongoing conversation about the changing nature of
family, the role of the state in childcare, and the economic pressures on modern families
often echoes the concerns raised by Marx and Engels.

The Communist Manifesto's analysis of the family as an institution shaped by economic
forces remains relevant in discussions about contemporary issues such as economic
inequality, the gender pay gap, and the challenges of work-life balance. Many scholars and
social critics continue to examine how economic systems impact family dynamics and the
distribution of caregiving responsibilities. The historical attempts to implement communist
states, while deviating significantly from the Manifesto's theoretical ideals in many
respects, did often involve state intervention in areas traditionally managed by the family,
such as education and childcare, prompting ongoing analysis of the consequences.

The debate surrounding the abolition of the family, as presented in the Communist
Manifesto, forces a critical examination of what constitutes a "family" and the societal
roles it plays. It prompts questions about whether family structures are inherently natural
or socially constructed, and how economic systems shape intimate relationships. The
Manifesto's provocative challenge encourages a continuous re-evaluation of societal norms
and the pursuit of more equitable and liberating forms of social organization, even as the
specific proposals remain highly contested.

Conclusion: Reassessing the Communist
Manifesto and the Abolition of Family
In conclusion, the Communist Manifesto's proposition for the abolition of the family is a
complex and often misunderstood aspect of its radical socio-economic critique. Far from
advocating for the destruction of human bonds, Marx and Engels targeted the bourgeois
family as an economic institution intrinsically linked to private property and class
exploitation. Their vision proposed a societal transformation where communal
responsibility for childcare and education would liberate individuals and relationships
from the constraints of capitalist economic imperatives.

The historical context of the mid-19th century, with its industrial revolutions and



prevailing social structures, heavily influenced their analysis. They saw the bourgeois
family as a mechanism for perpetuating wealth and power, often at the expense of genuine
affection and equality. The proposed communal upbringing was intended to foster a more
equitable society and free women from traditional domestic roles, allowing for greater
societal participation.

While criticisms have often focused on the perceived threat to traditional values and social
order, a deeper understanding reveals that the Manifesto aimed to redefine social
relationships on principles of freedom and equality, rather than their abolition. The legacy
of the Communist Manifesto's family critique continues to inform contemporary
discussions about the impact of economic systems on family life, the role of the state, and
the pursuit of more just and humane societies. Reassessing the Communist Manifesto's
call for the abolition of the family requires looking beyond superficial interpretations to
grasp the underlying critique of economic exploitation and the aspiration for a truly
liberated human existence.

Frequently Asked Questions

Does the Communist Manifesto advocate for the
complete abolition of the family unit as we know it?
Yes, the Communist Manifesto does suggest the abolition of the 'bourgeois family.' It
argues that this family structure is based on private property and capitalist exploitation,
limiting women and children to the status of mere instruments of production. The
manifesto envisions a future society where these economic underpinnings of the
traditional family are removed.

What does the Communist Manifesto mean by the
'bourgeois family' that it proposes to abolish?
The 'bourgeois family' refers to the family unit prevalent in capitalist societies,
characterized by its reliance on private property, inherited wealth, and a division of labor
often dictated by economic necessity. Marx and Engels saw it as a microcosm of capitalist
exploitation, where family members, particularly women and children, could be subjected
to economic control and lack genuine freedom.

Does the abolition of the family in the Communist
Manifesto imply a complete disregard for personal
relationships and love?
No, the manifesto's critique is aimed at the bourgeois family structure as an economic and
social institution, not at personal bonds of love or affection. It suggests that the abolition
of private property and capitalist relations would free relationships from economic
coercion, allowing for more genuine and voluntary connections, rather than destroying
them.



How would the abolition of the family, as proposed by
the Communist Manifesto, affect child-rearing and
education?
The manifesto posits that in a communist society, the responsibility for child-rearing and
education would shift from the private family to the community or society as a whole. This
is intended to ensure that children are raised with equal opportunities and are not
subjected to the class-based prejudices or economic limitations of their individual families.

Is the Communist Manifesto's call for family abolition a
call for promiscuity or free love?
The manifesto does not explicitly call for promiscuity or 'free love' in the modern sense.
Instead, it critiques the existing family structure as being based on economic dependence
and property. It implies that in a society without private property, the concept of marriage
as a legal and economic contract would become obsolete, potentially leading to a different
understanding of sexual and personal relationships, but not necessarily amorality or
promiscuity.

What is the perceived benefit of abolishing the family
from a communist perspective?
From a communist perspective, abolishing the bourgeois family is seen as a way to
dismantle a key institution that perpetuates class inequality and exploitation. It's believed
that by removing the family's role in transmitting private property and social status,
communist society can foster greater equality, emancipate women from domestic
servitude, and provide a more equitable upbringing for all children.

How have historical attempts at implementing
communism dealt with the concept of family abolition?
Most historical attempts at implementing communism have not fully abolished the
traditional family unit in practice, despite ideological discussions. While some socialist
states have promoted communal living, state-provided childcare, and policies aimed at
gender equality, the family has largely persisted as a social structure. The interpretation
and application of the 'abolition of the family' concept have varied significantly across
different communist movements and states.

Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the concept of the abolition of the family within
communist ideology, with descriptions:

1.



The Communal Hearth: Reimagining Family in a
Collective Future
This speculative fiction novel explores a society where traditional family structures have
been dismantled in favor of communal living and child-rearing. It delves into the emotional
landscapes of individuals navigating new forms of belonging and connection. The narrative
examines the challenges and potential benefits of prioritizing the collective over the
nuclear unit.

2.

Beyond the Bourgeois Bond: A Critical Examination of
Familial Norms
This academic text offers a rigorous analysis of the historical and sociological
underpinnings of the nuclear family. It draws upon Marxist and feminist theories to
critique the family as an institution that perpetuates private property and capitalist
exploitation. The book argues for the necessity of dissolving these traditional bonds to
achieve true social liberation.

3.

The Orphanage of the State: A Philosophical Inquiry
into Social Reproduction
This thought experiment explores the philosophical implications of a society where the
state takes full responsibility for raising children. It considers questions of identity,
autonomy, and the role of biological ties in a world where familial lineage is no longer the
primary organizing principle. The book engages with ethical dilemmas surrounding
parental absence and collective care.

4.

Echoes of the Commune: Family Life in Revolutionary
Societies
This historical account investigates the actual attempts and theoretical discussions around
the abolition or radical transformation of the family in various historical communist and
socialist movements. It examines the lived experiences of individuals and communities
during these periods of social upheaval. The book provides case studies to understand the
practical and ideological challenges faced.

5.

Children of the Proletariat: Forging New Kinships
This essay collection brings together diverse voices from activists and thinkers who
advocate for the dismantling of the traditional family. It focuses on the creation of chosen
families and alternative support networks within radical political movements. The writings
emphasize the importance of building solidarity and shared responsibility outside of



biological or marital ties.

6.

The Inheritance of Revolution: Erasing the Private
Sphere
This theoretical work builds upon foundational communist ideas to argue for the complete
eradication of the private sphere, which includes the family. It posits that the family unit is
intrinsically linked to concepts of private property and individualistic inheritance. The
book outlines a pathway towards a truly communal existence where such distinctions are
obsolete.

7.

Nurturing the Collective: A Manual for Post-Familial
Societies
This practical guide offers a visionary blueprint for organizing child-rearing and social
support in a future society that has moved beyond the nuclear family. It outlines models
for communal creches, shared educational responsibilities, and intergenerational living
arrangements. The text aims to provide concrete solutions for the practicalities of a non-
familial social organization.

8.

The Fragmented Home: Identity in a Stateless World
This introspective narrative follows an individual growing up in a post-familial society
where personal identity is not tied to lineage or upbringing by parents. It explores the
search for belonging and meaning when traditional anchors are removed. The book uses
personal experience to illustrate the psychological impact of communal child-rearing.

9.

From Kin to Collective: The Unmaking of the Family
Unit
This polemical treatise forcefully argues for the abolition of the family as a necessary step
towards achieving a communist society. It critiques the family as a site of patriarchal
control, bourgeois ideology, and emotional isolation. The book presents a passionate case
for replacing familial bonds with universal human solidarity.
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