communist manifesto and the abolition
of the private property of the police

The Communist Manifesto, a foundational text of Marxist thought, offers a radical critique
of capitalist society and outlines a vision for a classless future. Central to this vision is the
abolition of private property, a concept that has been interpreted and debated extensively.
This article delves into the specific proposition within the Manifesto concerning the
abolition of private property, with a particular focus on how this extends to the concept of
the police. We will explore the Marxist understanding of property, its relation to class
struggle, and the theoretical implications of removing private property for institutions like
the police force. Understanding these core tenets is crucial for grasping the historical and
philosophical underpinnings of communist theory and its proposed societal
transformations.
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Introduction to the Communist Manifesto

The Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels in 1848, remains a
seminal work in the annals of political and economic thought. It presents a powerful
analysis of history as a perpetual struggle between oppressors and the oppressed,
identifying class conflict as the primary engine of societal change. At its core, the
Manifesto argues that the existing social order, characterized by bourgeois capitalism, is
inherently exploitative and destined to be overthrown by the proletariat. A key tenet of
this revolutionary vision is the radical proposal for the abolition of private property,
particularly the private ownership of the means of production. This fundamental shift,



according to Marx and Engels, is not merely an economic adjustment but a necessary
prerequisite for dismantling class distinctions and ushering in a society free from
alienation and exploitation.

This article will dissect the Manifesto's arguments regarding private property, tracing its
connection to the establishment and maintenance of class structures. We will then
specifically examine the implications of this proposed abolition for institutions such as the
police, which, within a Marxist framework, are seen as instruments of the ruling class. By
exploring the theoretical underpinnings of this concept, we aim to provide a
comprehensive understanding of how the Communist Manifesto envisions a society where
the abolition of private property fundamentally reshapes the nature and purpose of law
enforcement and state apparatuses.

The Marxist Concept of Private Property

In the context of the Communist Manifesto, "private property" does not refer to personal
possessions like a toothbrush or a home occupied by its owner. Instead, Marx and Engels
consistently use the term to denote the private ownership of the means of production -
factories, land, raw materials, and machinery. These are the resources that enable the
creation of wealth and are controlled by a specific class, the bourgeoisie, who do not
necessarily engage in direct labor but profit from the labor of others. This distinction is
crucial, as it differentiates Marxist critique from a simplistic call for universal destitution.
The target is not individual ownership for personal use but the concentration of productive
assets in the hands of a few, which forms the bedrock of the capitalist economic system.

Marxist theory posits that private ownership of the means of production inherently creates
a division within society. One class owns the means to produce, while the other possesses
only their labor power, which they must sell to the owners of capital in order to survive.
This fundamental imbalance of power and resource distribution is seen as the root cause
of exploitation and inequality. The accumulation of capital by the bourgeoisie is directly
linked to the surplus value extracted from the labor of the proletariat. Therefore, the
abolition of this specific form of private property is presented as the logical and necessary
step towards achieving a more equitable and just society.

Private Property as the Foundation of Class
Division

The Communist Manifesto argues that private property is the very bedrock upon which
class divisions are built and maintained. The ownership of the means of production grants
the owning class, the bourgeoisie, economic and political power. This power allows them
to control not only the production process but also the legislative, judicial, and ideological
apparatuses of society. The proletariat, lacking ownership of productive assets, is
compelled to work for the bourgeoisie, selling their labor power for wages that are, in
Marxist terms, less than the value they create. This exploitation is not seen as a moral



failing of individuals but as an inherent outcome of the property relations under
capitalism.

The inherent conflict arises from this unequal distribution of resources and power. The
bourgeoisie seeks to maximize profits, which often translates to minimizing labor costs
and intensifying work. The proletariat, conversely, desires better wages, working
conditions, and ultimately, liberation from exploitative labor. This antagonistic
relationship, driven by competing class interests rooted in the system of private property,
is the central dynamic that Marx and Engels identify as shaping historical development.
The persistence of private property, therefore, perpetuates this cycle of class struggle,
leading to social instability and the need for revolutionary change.

The Abolition of Private Property in the
Communist Manifesto

The tenth point in the Manifesto's "Demands of the Communists" directly calls for
"Abolition of all right of inheritance" and "Abolition of private property in land and
application of all rents of land to public purposes." More broadly, the text advocates for
the "conversion of the national powers of production into social property, or, property of
all the people." This is not a call for absolute communal living where no one owns
anything, but rather a fundamental restructuring of ownership away from private, class-
based control of productive forces towards collective, societal ownership. The aim is to
eliminate the economic basis for class division and exploitation.

The Manifesto envisions that with the abolition of private property in the means of
production, the basis for the existence of distinct, antagonistic classes would be removed.
In such a society, the fruits of labor would theoretically be distributed more equitably, and
the exploitation of one class by another would cease. This transformation would not be a
simple redistribution but a fundamental change in the social organization of production
and consumption, leading to a society where the free development of each is the condition
for the free development of all. The concept is about transitioning from a system where
property is a tool of class domination to one where productive resources are managed for
the benefit of the entire community.

The Role of the Police in a Private Property
System

Within the Marxist framework, state institutions, including the police, are understood as
instruments that serve and protect the interests of the ruling class, which in capitalist
societies is the bourgeoisie. The primary function of the police, from this perspective, is to
maintain the existing social order and to enforce the laws that uphold private property
rights. This means that the police are tasked with preventing theft, suppressing dissent,
and quelling any disturbances that might threaten the established property relations and
the power of the capitalist class.



The Communist Manifesto implicitly suggests that the police, as a force, are a
manifestation of the state's coercive power, designed to protect the privileges of property
owners. When protests or strikes occur that challenge capitalist norms or property rights,
the police are often deployed to manage or suppress these actions. This is not seen as a
neutral enforcement of justice but as an active defense of the existing power structure.
Therefore, in a system where private property is the cornerstone of social organization,
the police are fundamentally tied to its preservation and defense, acting as guardians of
the status quo.

Abolishing Private Property and the Future of the
Police

If the Communist Manifesto's central tenet of abolishing private property in the means of
production were to be realized, the role and even the existence of the police, as currently
understood, would be profoundly altered. In a society where the means of production are
communally owned and managed, the fundamental basis for class conflict and the need to
protect private property would, in theory, disappear. Without a propertied class whose
wealth and power are derived from the exploitation of labor, the state apparatus, including
its coercive forces, would no longer have a primary class interest to defend.

Marx and Engels envisioned that as class antagonisms withered away, so too would the
need for a standing army and a police force designed to suppress internal dissent. The
functions currently performed by the police - maintaining order, resolving disputes, and
preventing crime - would, in a classless society, ideally be handled through collective self-
governance and social mechanisms. The state itself, as an instrument of class oppression,
was predicted to "wither away" as the conditions that necessitated it vanished. Therefore,
the abolition of private property is inextricably linked to a radical re-imagining, or even
the dissolution, of the police force as a coercive state apparatus.

Criticisms and Counterarguments regarding
Property and Police

The proposals within the Communist Manifesto, particularly concerning the abolition of
private property and its implications for the police, have faced significant criticism and
generated numerous counterarguments throughout history. A common objection is that
the absence of private property would stifle individual initiative and economic
productivity. Critics argue that the incentive to innovate and work diligently is diminished
when the rewards of labor are collectivized rather than personally retained. This
perspective suggests that the abolition of private property, as envisioned, would lead to
economic stagnation and a lack of personal freedom.

Furthermore, many argue that the state and its enforcement mechanisms, like the police,
are necessary for maintaining social order and protecting individuals, regardless of the
economic system. They contend that human nature, with its inherent tendencies towards



conflict and self-interest, would necessitate some form of authority and enforcement to
prevent anarchy and ensure the safety and security of all citizens. The idea that the state,
and by extension the police, would simply "wither away" is viewed as utopian and
unrealistic by many political theorists and historians. The practical implementation of
communist ideals in various historical contexts has also often led to the rise of
authoritarian regimes, where the state, rather than withering away, became more
powerful and oppressive, often employing police and security forces to maintain its grip on
power.

Conclusion: The Communist Manifesto and the
Abolition of the Police

The Communist Manifesto presents a radical vision for societal transformation, centered
on the abolition of private property in the means of production. This fundamental shift,
according to Marx and Engels, is the key to dismantling class divisions and eradicating
exploitation. In this theoretical framework, institutions like the police are not viewed as
neutral arbiters of justice but as tools wielded by the ruling class to protect its property
and interests. Consequently, the proposed abolition of private property logically extends to
the obsolescence of the police force as it exists under capitalism. The Manifesto posits that
in a classless society, where productive resources are communally owned, the coercive
apparatus of the state, including the police, would become unnecessary and eventually
"wither away." Understanding the Communist Manifesto's stance on private property and
its implications for the police is essential for comprehending the core arguments of
Marxist thought and its enduring impact on political and economic discourse.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is the core Marxist argument for the abolition of
private property, as outlined in the Communist
Manifesto?

The Communist Manifesto argues that private property, particularly the 'bourgeois'
private property (meaning the private ownership of the means of production), is the
foundation of class exploitation. It asserts that this system creates a division between the
bourgeoisie (owners of capital) and the proletariat (wage laborers), where the former
extracts surplus value from the latter. Abolishing private property, in this context, means
collectivizing the means of production to eliminate class distinctions and exploitation.

How does the concept of 'private property' in the
Communist Manifesto relate to the idea of police
institutions?

While the Communist Manifesto doesn't directly address the abolition of private property



of the police as a distinct concept, its argument for abolishing private property of the
means of production implies a fundamental restructuring of society. In a Marxist analysis,
the police are often seen as an instrument of the state, which, in turn, serves to protect
the interests of the ruling class and its private property. Therefore, abolishing private
property of the means of production would necessitate a transformation or abolition of the
state and its apparatus, including the police, as they are understood to be defenders of the
existing property relations.

Could 'abolition of private property of the police' be
interpreted as a modern adaptation of Marxist ideas?

Yes, it can be seen as a contemporary interpretation or extension of Marxist thought.
Some contemporary thinkers and activists who draw on Marxist principles might apply the
critique of private property and state power to institutions like the police. This
interpretation might focus on the idea that police forces, as currently constituted, are
funded through taxation derived from a capitalist economy and serve to enforce laws that
protect private property and social hierarchies, thus acting as agents of the existing power
structure.

What would be the practical implications of a society
that 'abolished private property of the police' according
to a Marxist framework?

Within a radical Marxist framework, the 'abolition of private property of the police' would
likely be part of a broader societal transformation. It could imply moving away from a
state-controlled, hierarchical policing model funded by private capital. Instead,
community-based, democratically controlled forms of conflict resolution, social safety, and
accountability might emerge, with the emphasis shifting from enforcement and
punishment to addressing the root causes of crime and social issues, often linked to
economic inequality.

Does the Communist Manifesto advocate for the
abolition of all forms of personal property, like one's
home or belongings?

No, the Communist Manifesto explicitly distinguishes between 'bourgeois private property'
(the means of production) and personal property. Marx and Engels state, 'Communism
deprives no man of the power to appropriate the products of society; all that it does is to
deprive him of the power to subjugate the labor of others by means of such
appropriations.' The abolition targets property that allows for the exploitation of labor, not
personal possessions or the fruits of one's own labor.

How might contemporary abolitionist movements, which
sometimes engage with Marxist critiques, interpret the



role of police in relation to property?

Contemporary abolitionist movements, often influenced by Marxist critiques of capitalism
and the state, might view the police as an institution that primarily protects private
property rights and enforces social control in service of the existing economic system.
They might argue that police actions, from dispelling homelessness to responding to
economic unrest, are fundamentally tied to maintaining the current property relations and
that true safety and liberation require dismantling these institutions and the systems they
uphold.

If the police are an apparatus of the state that upholds
private property, what would 'abolishing private
property of the police' mean for the concept of public
safety?

In a theoretical Marxist sense, 'abolishing private property of the police' would signify a
move away from a system where public safety is managed by a state apparatus that is, in
turn, seen as beholden to property interests. It would suggest a reimagining of public
safety that is community-driven, addresses social needs (like housing, healthcare, and
meaningful employment) directly, and aims to prevent harm rather than simply reacting to
crime through punitive measures. The idea is that by addressing the root causes of social
disorder stemming from economic inequality and lack of social provision, the need for
traditional policing would diminish or disappear.

Additional Resources

Here are 9 book titles related to the Communist Manifesto and the abolition of private
property, with a specific focus on the idea of the police's private property (interpreting
this broadly as the abolition of private property within or related to the institution of
policing, or the abolition of policing itself in favor of communal structures):

1.

Manifesto for a Defunded Future

This book explores the core tenets of the Communist Manifesto, drawing parallels between
the critique of capitalist exploitation and the systemic issues within modern policing. It
argues for a radical reimagining of public safety, advocating for the dismantling of
traditional police forces and the redistribution of resources towards community-led
initiatives. The text examines how the concept of private property, as it pertains to
policing's budgets, equipment, and authority, perpetuates inequality and violence.

2.

Abolishing the Blue Wall of Silence

This work critically analyzes the concept of private property as it relates to the
institutional structures and practices of policing. It posits that the "blue wall of silence"



functions as a form of collective private property, protecting officers from accountability
and hindering genuine reform. Drawing inspiration from communist ideals of transparency
and collective ownership of public services, the book calls for a radical restructuring that
dismantles this protective enclosure.

3.

Communizing Public Safety: Beyond Property and
Policing

This theoretical exploration delves into the application of communist principles to the
sphere of public safety, directly addressing the abolition of private property. It argues that
the current model of policing, with its inherent reliance on state-sanctioned force and
property-based control, is incompatible with a truly communal society. The book proposes
alternative models of conflict resolution and community care that transcend traditional
notions of ownership and control.

4.

The Common Good: Reclaiming Security from Private
Interest

This title directly confronts the idea of private property within the context of law
enforcement and security. It suggests that policing, in its current form, has become a
domain where private interests and the accumulation of power take precedence over the
common good. Inspired by the Communist Manifesto's call for collective ownership and
the abolition of private property, the book advocates for a shift towards community-
managed and democratically accountable safety structures.

5.

From Private Force to Public Trust: A Communist
Critique of Policing

This book examines the Communist Manifesto's critique of class-based power structures
and applies it to the institution of policing. It argues that the police, as an apparatus of the
state, often acts in defense of private property and capitalist interests. The text explores
how the abolition of private property could extend to dismantling the exclusive and often
privatized authority of police forces, fostering a more equitable and community-oriented
approach to safety.

6.

The People's Peace: Dismantling the Policing of Private
Property

This title connects the historical context of the Communist Manifesto with contemporary
calls for police abolition. It argues that the very existence of police forces is deeply
intertwined with the protection of private property and the enforcement of class divisions.
The book envisions a future where communal well-being replaces the need for a state-



sanctioned "private property" of coercive force.

7.

Towards a Propertyless Policing Model

This work directly engages with the Communist Manifesto's central tenet of abolishing
private property and applies this radical concept to policing. It challenges the notion of
police departments as entities with exclusive control over resources, authority, and the
use of force. The book explores how a complete reimagining of public safety, devoid of
private property-like concentrations of power, could foster genuine collective security.

8.

The Community's Watch: Abolishing the Private
Property of Power

This book uses the lens of the Communist Manifesto to critique the inherent "private
property" of power held by police institutions. It argues that this concentration of power,
often defended through institutional structures that mirror private ownership, leads to
abuse and alienation. The text proposes the establishment of community-based,
collectively controlled systems of watch and care, effectively abolishing the private
ownership of coercive authority.

9.

Unlocking the Force: Communism and the End of Police
Property

This title directly links the core ideas of the Communist Manifesto to the abolition of
private property within the context of law enforcement. It asserts that the police, as an
institution, functions as a form of "private property" of state power and coercive tools,
disproportionately benefiting certain classes. The book advocates for a communist
approach that would democratize and communalize all aspects of public safety, thereby
ending this exclusive ownership.
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