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The Enduring Significance of the Communist
Manifesto for Understanding the Critique of
Bourgeois Revolution

The Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, remains a
cornerstone for comprehending critiques of societal structures and
revolutionary processes. Its profound analysis of historical materialism and
class struggle provides a unique lens through which to examine the outcomes
and limitations of what are termed "bourgeois revolutions." These upheavals,
often celebrated for ushering in liberal democracies and capitalist
economies, are dissected by Marx and Engels to reveal their inherent
contradictions and the perpetuation of new forms of exploitation.
Understanding the Manifesto's core tenets is crucial for grasping the nuanced
perspective that such revolutions, while transformative, may not
fundamentally dismantle oppressive systems but rather reconfigure them. This
article delves into the enduring significance of the Communist Manifesto,
exploring its critique of bourgeois revolutions, the concept of class
struggle it elucidates, and how its ideas continue to inform contemporary
analyses of political and economic transformations.
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The Communist Manifesto: A Foundation for
Critiquing Bourgeois Revolutions

The Communist Manifesto, published in 1848, is far more than a historical
document; it serves as a foundational text for any serious engagement with
the concept of revolution, particularly those that have historically been
characterized as "bourgeois." Marx and Engels, through their rigorous
historical and economic analysis, provided a framework for understanding the
underlying dynamics of societal change. They argued that history is
fundamentally a history of class struggles, and that each epoch is defined by
the dominant mode of production and the ensuing class antagonisms. Their
critique of bourgeois revolutions is not a dismissal of their transformative
power in overthrowing older, more oppressive feudal systems, but rather a
nuanced examination of how these revolutions, while advancing productive
forces, also established a new dominant class and a new system of
exploitation: capitalism. The significance of the Manifesto lies in its
ability to reveal the often-unseen continuities of power and inequality that
persist even after ostensibly progressive political upheavals.

The authors meticulously detailed how the bourgeoisie, in its rise to power,
played a "most revolutionary part" in history. They dismantled feudal
structures, centralized political power, and created a world market, thereby
unleashing productive forces on an unprecedented scale. However, the
Manifesto also anticipates the inherent instability of the bourgeois system,
foreseeing its eventual supersession. This critical perspective is vital for
understanding why subsequent revolutions, or even attempts at reform within
bourgeois societies, are often analyzed through the theoretical apparatus
developed by Marx and Engels. Their work equips readers with the tools to
question the ultimate goals and beneficiaries of any revolution, moving
beyond superficial celebrations of political change to scrutinize the
underlying economic relations and power dynamics.



Understanding Bourgeois Revolutions Through the
Manifesto's Lens

To truly grasp the significance of the Communist Manifesto for understanding
the critique of bourgeois revolution, one must first appreciate the
historical context in which it was written. The mid-19th century was a period
marked by the consolidation of capitalist power across Europe, following a
series of significant political upheavals that had overthrown monarchies and
aristocratic privileges. The French Revolution, the Glorious Revolution in
England, and various other uprisings were seen by many as triumphs of liberty
and progress. The Manifesto, however, offers a counter-narrative, arguing
that these revolutions, while dismantling feudalism, merely replaced one
dominant class with another—the bourgeoisie—and established capitalism as the
new prevailing mode of production.

The brilliance of the Manifesto lies in its analytical depth. It doesn't
simply label these revolutions as failures, but rather dissects their
evolutionary role. The bourgeoisie, in its struggle against the aristocracy,
was compelled to champion the interests of broader sections of society, at
least ostensibly. However, once in power, the Manifesto argues, the
bourgeoisie's primary concern became the preservation and expansion of its
own class interests, which inevitably led to the creation of a new exploited
class: the proletariat. This is the crucial insight that shapes the critique
of bourgeois revolution; it's not the absence of change, but the nature of
that change and the resultant power structures that are scrutinized. The
Manifesto's enduring significance is thus rooted in its capacity to reveal
the dialectical nature of historical progress, where advancements in one area
often create new problems and antagonisms in another.

The Historical Context of Bourgeois Revolutions
as Presented in the Manifesto

The Communist Manifesto meticulously situates the rise of the bourgeoisie and
its revolutionary role within a sweeping historical narrative. Marx and
Engels trace the evolution of societal organization from ancient societies,
through feudalism, to the ascendance of capitalism. They describe how the
bourgeoisie, born out of the decaying feudal society, gradually transformed
its instruments of production and its means of communication, eventually
seizing political dominance in the representative modern state. This process,
they argue, was inherently revolutionary, as it broke down old feudal bonds
and created new, abstract, cash-nexus relationships.

The authors highlight key achievements of the bourgeoisie: the abolition of
the patriarchal and idyllic relations of the family, the transformation of
personal worth into exchange value, and the creation of a world market. They



vividly describe how the bourgeoisie "has put an end to all feudal,
patriarchal, idyllic relations," replacing them with "naked self-interest,"
and "cash payment." This transformation, while undeniably a rupture from past
modes of production and social organization, is presented not as an endpoint
but as a stage. The Manifesto's significance for understanding the critique
of bourgeois revolution lies precisely in this historical contextualization.
It shows that what might appear as a final victory for freedom and progress
is, in the Marxian view, simply the establishment of a new set of class-based
power dynamics. The revolution, from this perspective, is always in motion,
or rather, its ultimate goals are perpetually deferred.

Class Struggle: The Engine of Historical Change
and its Role in Bourgeois Revolutions

At the heart of the Communist Manifesto's analysis of societal transformation
lies the concept of class struggle. Marx and Engels famously declare, "The
history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles."
This foundational statement sets the stage for their critique of bourgeois
revolutions, framing them not as mere political shifts but as critical
junctures in the ongoing conflict between opposing social classes. They argue
that every historical epoch is characterized by a dominant class that
controls the means of production and an exploited class that sells its labor.
Bourgeois revolutions, in this context, are understood as moments when the
rising bourgeoisie overthrows the old feudal aristocracy, seizing control of
the means of production and establishing a new set of social and economic
relations.

The Manifesto elucidates how the bourgeoisie, in its ascent, utilizes
revolutionary means to dismantle feudal structures. However, the critique
emerges when the proletariat, the class created and exploited by the
bourgeoisie, begins to recognize its own distinct interests. The Manifesto
posits that bourgeois revolutions, while liberating society from feudal
constraints, do not abolish class antagonisms; they merely create new ones.
The bourgeoisie, having overthrown the aristocracy, becomes the new ruling
class, and its dominance is predicated on the exploitation of the
proletariat. Therefore, the significance of the Manifesto for understanding
the critique of bourgeois revolution is in its ability to deconstruct the
celebratory narratives surrounding these events. It reveals that the
"liberation" achieved by the bourgeoisie often comes at the cost of
subjugating a new class, setting the stage for future revolutionary struggle.
The inherent contradictions within capitalism, as analyzed in the Manifesto,
are the direct result of this ongoing class struggle that the bourgeoisie,
despite its revolutionary origins, perpetuates.



Critique of the Bourgeoisie's Role in
Revolution

The Communist Manifesto offers a multifaceted critique of the bourgeoisie's
role in its own ascent to power and in the broader sweep of history. While
acknowledging the bourgeoisie's undeniably revolutionary impact in
dismantling feudalism, Marx and Engels are quick to point out the inherent
limitations and exploitative nature of its rule. They describe how the
bourgeoisie, "in place of the idyll of the family, it has put the money
relation." This suggests a fundamental shift from personal, often
paternalistic, relationships under feudalism to an abstract, impersonal, and
ultimately coercive economic relationship under capitalism. The bourgeoisie’s
revolution, in this view, liberates individuals from certain types of bondage
only to ensnare them in others, primarily economic dependency.

Furthermore, the Manifesto critiques the bourgeoisie for its tendency to
create conditions that ultimately lead to its own downfall. The relentless
pursuit of profit and the expansion of global markets, while seemingly a
testament to bourgeois ingenuity, also lead to the concentration of wealth
and the immiseration of the proletariat. The bourgeoisie "has conjured forces
with which it is no longer acquainted." These forces are the very industrial
working class that the bourgeoisie itself has created. The critique is that
bourgeois revolutions, by establishing capitalism, sow the seeds of their own
destruction. The Manifesto highlights how the bourgeoisie, in its quest for
ever-expanding markets, drives down wages and exacerbates class antagonisms,
unwittingly laying the groundwork for a proletarian revolution that would
supersede its own historical role. This critical perspective is paramount for
understanding why historical bourgeois revolutions are not seen as final
victories but as transitional phases in the ongoing dialectic of history.

The Nature of Bourgeois Society and its
Internal Contradictions

The Communist Manifesto provides a trenchant analysis of the inherent
contradictions within bourgeois society, demonstrating why such revolutions
are ultimately incomplete and destined for further transformation. Marx and
Engels argue that capitalism, the system established by the bourgeoisie, is
characterized by a fundamental antagonism between the owners of the means of
production (the bourgeoisie) and those who sell their labor power (the
proletariat). This division is not merely a social inconvenience but the
driving force behind economic crises and social unrest.

The Manifesto details how bourgeois society, in its relentless drive for
profit and accumulation, creates conditions of overproduction. It explains
that "the modern bourgeois society that has conjured up over such gigantic



means of production and of exchange, is like the sorcerer who is no longer
able to control the powers of the nether world whom he has called up by his
spells." This implies that the productive forces unleashed by capitalism
become uncontrollable, leading to periodic crises that highlight the system's
inherent instability. The critique of bourgeois revolution, therefore, is
rooted in the understanding that the societal structures it creates are
fundamentally unstable and contain the seeds of their own demise. These
internal contradictions manifest as:

Economic crises of overproduction and underconsumption.

The increasing polarization of wealth, with a small class of capitalists
growing richer and a larger working class facing stagnant or declining
real wages.

The alienation of labor, where workers are estranged from the products
of their work and from their own creative potential.

The cyclical nature of boom and bust, demonstrating the inherent
irrationality of a system driven by profit rather than social need.

These contradictions, according to the Manifesto, are not accidental flaws
but intrinsic features of the capitalist mode of production, which the
bourgeoisie, in its revolutionary triumph, solidifies. Understanding these
internal tensions is key to appreciating the Manifesto's critique of
bourgeois revolutions as merely laying the foundation for a new, and
ultimately more profound, set of struggles.

The Limitations of Bourgeois Revolutions: From
Feudalism to Capitalism

The Communist Manifesto's critique of bourgeois revolutions is largely
centered on their inherent limitations. While the bourgeoisie is credited
with the monumental task of overthrowing feudalism and its associated rigid
social hierarchies and oppressive economic structures, the Manifesto argues
that this revolution did not usher in an era of true liberation for all.
Instead, it replaced one form of class domination with another. The feudal
lord was replaced by the capitalist factory owner, and the serf became the
wage laborer, still dependent on another class for their livelihood.

The significance of this critique lies in its revelation of continuity rather
than radical rupture. Marx and Engels demonstrate that the bourgeois
revolution, in its essence, was about the bourgeoisie seizing control of the
means of production and establishing its own class rule. The "freedoms"
proclaimed by bourgeois revolutions, such as freedom of contract and freedom
of trade, are presented as freedoms that primarily benefit the bourgeoisie,



enabling it to exploit labor more efficiently. The Manifesto highlights how
the revolution created new chains: "wage-slavery." This perspective shifts
the focus from the political dismantling of old regimes to the underlying
economic structures that perpetuate inequality. The bourgeoisie, in its
revolutionary zeal, dissolved old relationships, but in doing so, it created
new ones based on economic coercion, thereby perpetuating the cycle of class
exploitation that the Manifesto seeks to transcend. The limitations of
bourgeois revolutions, from this viewpoint, are the fundamental economic
arrangements they establish and maintain.

The Proletariat and the Unfinished Nature of
Bourgeois Revolutions

A crucial element of the Communist Manifesto's critique of bourgeois
revolutions is its focus on the role and emergence of the proletariat. Marx
and Engels argue that the very development of industrial capitalism, the
economic system consolidated by bourgeois revolutions, inevitably creates a
new class—the proletariat—which is fundamentally alienated from the means of
production and subjected to exploitation. This class, far from being
liberated by the bourgeois revolution, finds itself in a new form of
subjugation, albeit one masked by the language of free labor and economic
opportunity.

The Manifesto posits that bourgeois revolutions are, in this sense,
incomplete. They dismantle the old order but fail to resolve the fundamental
problem of class division and exploitation. The bourgeoisie, in its pursuit
of profit, creates the conditions for its own eventual overthrow by the
proletariat. The proletariat, once it becomes conscious of its collective
power and its shared interests, is destined to carry out a revolution that
will go beyond the bourgeois revolution, aiming to abolish class distinctions
altogether. The significance of the Manifesto here is its predictive power:
it identifies the proletariat not just as a consequence of bourgeois
revolutions, but as the agent of their ultimate supersession. The working
class, born from the industrial revolution that the bourgeoisie championed,
becomes the harbinger of a new, more radical transformation, making the
bourgeois revolution appear as a stepping stone rather than an endpoint.

This perspective offers a critical re-evaluation of historical events often
lauded as definitive triumphs of liberty. The Manifesto suggests that the
social and economic conditions established by these revolutions are
inherently unstable because they do not address the core issue of
exploitation. The inherent contradictions within capitalism, such as the
tendency towards monopolies and economic crises, further underscore the
unfinished nature of bourgeois revolutions. The proletariat's struggle,
therefore, is not merely an addendum to history but the inevitable next
chapter, driven by the internal dynamics unleashed by the bourgeoisie itself.



The Manifesto's Vision for a Post-Bourgeois
Revolution Society

While the Communist Manifesto is primarily a critique of existing society and
its historical trajectory, it also lays out a vision for a future society
that transcends the limitations of bourgeois revolutions. The ultimate goal,
as articulated by Marx and Engels, is the abolition of private property in
the means of production and the establishment of a classless society. This
post-bourgeois revolution society would be one where exploitation is
eliminated, and the free development of each is the condition for the free
development of all.

The Manifesto suggests that the proletariat, upon seizing political power,
would gradually wrest all capital from the bourgeoisie, centralize the means
of production in the hands of the state (representing the proletariat as the
ruling class), and increase the total productive forces with all possible
speed. This transitional phase, often referred to as the "dictatorship of the
proletariat," would pave the way for the eventual withering away of the state
and the establishment of communism. In this envisioned society, the
antagonisms that characterized bourgeois society—class conflict, economic
crises, alienation—would cease to exist. The significance of this vision, in
the context of critiquing bourgeois revolutions, is that it provides an
alternative, a standard against which the perceived successes of bourgeois
revolutions can be measured and found wanting. It points towards a more
comprehensive emancipation, one that extends beyond political rights to
encompass economic and social liberation, a goal that, according to the
Manifesto, bourgeois revolutions inherently fail to achieve.

The Enduring Relevance of the Manifesto's
Critique for Contemporary Analysis

The Communist Manifesto's critique of bourgeois revolutions continues to
resonate powerfully in contemporary analyses of political and economic
transformations. While the specific historical conditions of the 19th century
have evolved, the core insights regarding class, power, and exploitation
remain remarkably relevant. Many contemporary scholars and activists utilize
the Manifesto's framework to dissect modern-day societal changes, questioning
whether apparent progress in political liberalization or economic development
truly addresses underlying issues of inequality and power imbalances.

For instance, the critique of the bourgeoisie's role in creating new forms of
dependency after overthrowing older systems can be applied to understanding
post-colonial transitions or the impacts of globalization. The inherent
contradictions of capitalism, such as the widening wealth gap and the
cyclical nature of economic crises, are phenomena that the Manifesto



presciently identified and that continue to be central concerns in the 21st
century. The concept of alienation also finds resonance in discussions about
the modern workplace and the impact of technology on human labor. Therefore,
the significance of the Communist Manifesto for understanding the critique of
bourgeois revolution lies in its enduring analytical power, offering a
critical lens through which to examine the claims of progress and liberation
inherent in various forms of societal upheaval and transformation. It
encourages a deeper questioning of who truly benefits from revolutions and
whether they represent fundamental shifts in power or merely rearrangements
of existing hierarchies.

Conclusion: The Lasting Significance of the
Communist Manifesto

In conclusion, the Communist Manifesto's significance for understanding the
critique of bourgeois revolution remains profound and multifaceted. It
provides an indispensable theoretical framework for dissecting historical
transformations, moving beyond superficial celebrations of political change
to scrutinize the underlying economic structures and class relations that
persist. The Manifesto's analysis of class struggle as the engine of history,
its critique of the bourgeoisie's self-serving revolutionary role, and its
identification of the inherent contradictions within capitalist society all
contribute to a nuanced understanding of why bourgeois revolutions, while
dismantling feudalism, often fail to achieve universal emancipation.
Furthermore, its vision of a post-bourgeois revolution society highlights the
limitations of these earlier upheavals and points towards the ongoing
struggle for a more equitable and liberated future. The enduring relevance of
the Communist Manifesto lies in its capacity to equip readers with critical
tools to question prevailing narratives of progress and to analyze the
complex interplay of power, economics, and social change in the modern world,
solidifying its position as a foundational text for understanding
revolutionary processes and their critiques.

Frequently Asked Questions

How does the Communist Manifesto view the bourgeois
revolution in terms of its historical significance?
The Communist Manifesto hails the bourgeois revolution as a pivotal
historical achievement. It recognizes that the bourgeoisie, through its
revolutionary actions, dismantled feudalism, established nation-states,
fostered industrialization, and created a truly global market. This
revolution, according to Marx and Engels, was instrumental in developing the
productive forces of society to an unprecedented degree.



What are the limitations of the bourgeois revolution
highlighted in the Manifesto?
Despite its progressive role, the Manifesto critiques the bourgeois
revolution for creating its own antithesis: the proletariat. It argues that
the very system the bourgeoisie built, based on private property and wage
labor, inevitably leads to class antagonism and the exploitation of the
working class. The revolution, in this sense, sows the seeds of its own
eventual supersession.

How does the Manifesto's critique of the bourgeois
revolution inform its call for a proletarian
revolution?
The Manifesto sees the bourgeois revolution as an incomplete or transitional
stage. By exposing the inherent contradictions and exploitative nature of
bourgeois society, it justifies the necessity of a proletarian revolution.
This revolution aims to go beyond the achievements of the bourgeoisie by
abolishing private property and establishing a classless society, thus
resolving the antagonisms generated by the bourgeois order.

In what ways does the Manifesto argue the
bourgeoisie 'unleashed stupendous forces' during its
revolution?
The Manifesto highlights the bourgeoisie's role in industrialization,
urbanization, and globalization. It emphasizes how the bourgeoisie
revolutionized production, concentrating capital, creating large-scale
industries, and expanding trade across the globe. This 'unchaining' of
productive forces, while generating immense wealth, also created the
conditions for mass poverty and alienation for the working class.

What does the Manifesto mean by the bourgeoisie
being a 'revolutionary class' that 'cannot exist
without constantly revolutionizing the instruments
of production'?
This phrase signifies the inherent dynamism and inherent self-destructive
tendency of capitalism. The bourgeoisie is compelled by competition to
constantly innovate and improve its means of production. This relentless
drive, while advancing technology, also leads to economic crises, social
upheaval, and the eventual obsolescence of the very class that instigates
these changes.



How does the Manifesto's concept of 'alienation'
relate to the critique of the bourgeois revolution?
The Manifesto argues that the bourgeois revolution, while liberating
individuals from feudal ties, creates a new form of alienation under
capitalism. Workers become alienated from the products of their labor, the
process of labor, their fellow workers, and their own human potential. This
alienation is a direct consequence of private ownership of the means of
production, a hallmark of the bourgeois system.

What role does the historical dialectic play in the
Manifesto's understanding of the bourgeois
revolution's significance?
The Manifesto employs Hegelian dialectics, viewing history as a progression
of class struggles. The bourgeois revolution is seen as the thesis, the
feudal system as the antithesis, and the proletarian revolution as the
synthesis that resolves the contradictions. The significance of the bourgeois
revolution lies in its role as a necessary, albeit temporary, step in this
historical progression.

How does the Manifesto's critique of the bourgeois
revolution anticipate the rise of communism?
The Manifesto's critique of the bourgeois revolution serves as the foundation
for its advocacy of communism. By demonstrating the inherent exploitation and
instability of bourgeois society, it posits communism as the logical and
inevitable successor, promising the abolition of classes, exploitation, and
alienation through the collective ownership of the means of production.

What is the ultimate fate of the bourgeoisie,
according to the Manifesto's critique of its
revolution?
The Manifesto predicts the ultimate downfall of the bourgeoisie. It argues
that as capitalism develops, the proletariat grows in numbers and
consciousness, becoming the gravedigger of the bourgeoisie. The inherent
contradictions and crises of capitalism, coupled with the organized power of
the working class, are seen as leading to the inevitable overthrow of
bourgeois rule.

Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the significance of the Communist Manifesto
for understanding critiques of bourgeois revolutions, with descriptions:



1.

The Specter of Revolution: Marxism and the
Bourgeoisie
This book examines how the Communist Manifesto's core arguments about class
struggle and historical materialism shaped subsequent critiques of bourgeois
revolutions. It analyzes how Marx and Engels identified the inherent
contradictions within capitalist societies that bourgeois revolutions sought
to establish, ultimately arguing they laid the groundwork for their own
eventual overthrow. The work delves into the long-term impact of the
Manifesto's analysis on understanding the limitations and exploitative nature
of these societal transformations.

2.

From Feudalism to Capital: The Manifesto's
Revolutionary Lens
This title explores how the Communist Manifesto provided a framework for
analyzing the transition from feudalism to capitalism, a process often
enacted through bourgeois revolutions. It highlights the Manifesto's critique
of how these revolutions, while ostensibly liberating, often replaced one
form of exploitation with another, concentrating wealth and power. The book
discusses how the Manifesto's dialectical approach allows for a deeper
understanding of the unfinished nature of bourgeois revolutionary projects.

3.

Beyond the Bourgeois Horizon: The Manifesto's
Enduring Critique
This work positions the Communist Manifesto as a crucial tool for
understanding the limitations and inherent injustices of bourgeois
revolutions. It argues that the Manifesto's vision extends beyond the
immediate gains of these upheavals, pointing towards a future socialist
society. The book dissects how the Manifesto's critique of private property
and class hierarchy remains relevant for evaluating the long-term
consequences of revolutions that solidified bourgeois dominance.

4.

The Permanent Revolution: A Post-Manifesto
Perspective
This title investigates how the ideas within the Communist Manifesto have
informed discussions about the ongoing nature of revolutionary processes,
particularly in relation to bourgeois revolutions. It examines how later
Marxist thinkers, building on the Manifesto, argued that bourgeois
revolutions are merely stages, not endpoints. The book explores the concept



of "permanent revolution" as a critique of the bourgeois revolution's
inability to fully emancipate the proletariat.

5.

Class Struggle and the Bourgeois State: A Manifesto
Reading
This book centers on the Communist Manifesto's analysis of the state as an
instrument of the ruling class, applying this to understand the outcomes of
bourgeois revolutions. It dissects how the Manifesto foresaw the bourgeois
state as a mechanism for protecting capitalist interests, even after
overthrowing aristocratic regimes. The work analyzes how this perspective
allows for a critical examination of the institutions and power structures
established by bourgeois revolutions.

6.

The Unfinished Business of 1789: The Manifesto's
Retrospective
This title offers a critical retrospective on a foundational bourgeois
revolution through the lens of the Communist Manifesto. It argues that while
the French Revolution advanced certain democratic ideals, the Manifesto
reveals how it ultimately solidified bourgeois class rule. The book explores
how the Manifesto's emphasis on economic relations uncovers the limitations
of political revolutions that fail to address underlying class exploitation.

7.

Capitalism's Genesis: The Manifesto on Bourgeois
Revolutions
This work analyzes how the Communist Manifesto functions as a key text for
understanding the historical processes that led to the rise of capitalism,
often through the medium of bourgeois revolutions. It highlights the
Manifesto's argument that these revolutions were driven by the emerging
capitalist class's need to dismantle feudal structures. The book examines how
the Manifesto's economic analysis provides a framework for understanding the
exploitative nature inherent in capitalism's birth.

8.

The Double-Edged Sword: The Manifesto on Bourgeois
Liberation
This title explores the complex legacy of bourgeois revolutions as
interpreted through the Communist Manifesto. It argues that while these
revolutions brought about significant social and political changes, the
Manifesto exposes their dual nature: liberating for the bourgeoisie but often



entrenching new forms of exploitation for the proletariat. The book delves
into how the Manifesto critiques the supposed universality of bourgeois
freedoms.

9.

Manifesto's Legacy: Critiquing the Bourgeois Ascent
This book examines the enduring significance of the Communist Manifesto in
providing a critical lens through which to understand the historical
trajectory of bourgeois revolutions. It argues that the Manifesto's analysis
of class antagonism remains vital for deconstructing the narratives of
progress often associated with these upheavals. The work explores how the
Manifesto's critique of capitalism's inherent contradictions continues to
challenge the self-understanding of bourgeois societies.
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