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The Communist Manifesto: Unpacking its
Significance for Understanding the Critique of
Bourgeois Society's Facilitation of War

The Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels in 1848,
remains a foundational text for understanding critiques of capitalist
societies. Its enduring relevance lies not only in its analysis of class
struggle but also in its prescient examination of how the inherent dynamics
of bourgeois society can contribute to conflict and war. This article delves
into the Manifesto's profound significance for dissecting the ways in which
capitalist imperatives, competition, and the pursuit of profit can sow the
seeds of international discord and armed struggle. We will explore how the
text illuminates the inherent contradictions within bourgeois economics that
necessitate expansion, create rivalries, and ultimately foster an environment
conducive to warfare. By understanding these core tenets, we can gain deeper
insights into historical and contemporary conflicts, recognizing the systemic
pressures that push nations towards militarization and war.
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The Bourgeoisie and the Creation of the World
Market: A Precursor to Conflict

One of the most significant contributions of the Communist Manifesto to
understanding the critique of bourgeois society's facilitation of war lies in
its analysis of the bourgeoisie's role in creating a globalized economy. Marx
and Engels argue that the bourgeoisie, driven by an insatiable need for a
constantly expanding market for its products, has been a revolutionary force,
breaking down national barriers and forging new interconnections. This global
market, while ostensibly fostering progress, inherently creates conditions
for competition and rivalry between bourgeois states. As nations vie for
access to raw materials, new markets, and investment opportunities, the
potential for friction and ultimately, conflict, escalates. The Manifesto
highlights how the economic imperatives of capitalism necessitate a constant
outward push, a relentless expansion that inevitably brings different
national bourgeoisies into direct confrontation.

The text famously states, "The need of a constantly expanding market for its
products chases the bourgeoisie over the entire surface of the globe. It must
take root everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connexions everywhere."
This pursuit of global reach is not merely about trade; it is about the
accumulation of capital and the reproduction of the capitalist system. When
one nation's bourgeoisie seeks to dominate a market or secure a vital
resource, it directly challenges the interests of another nation's
bourgeoisie. This economic antagonism, embedded within the very logic of
bourgeois production and exchange, forms a crucial foundation for
understanding why capitalist societies are prone to war. The quest for
dominance in the global marketplace can easily translate into geopolitical
competition, proxy wars, and direct military confrontation.

Competition and the Arms Race

The inherent competitive nature of bourgeois society, as described in the
Manifesto, directly fuels an arms race. As nations strive to protect their
economic interests and project power in the global arena, they invest heavily
in military capabilities. This military build-up by one state is often
perceived as a threat by another, leading to a cyclical escalation of arms.
The pursuit of economic advantage and the need to secure trade routes and
investment opportunities necessitate a strong military presence, further
embedding militarism within the structures of bourgeois states. This creates
a perpetual state of tension where diplomatic solutions are often
overshadowed by the perceived need for military preparedness.



Colonialism and Imperialism as Manifestations of
Bourgeois Expansionism

The Manifesto's critique of the bourgeoisie's globalizing mission directly
links to the rise of colonialism and imperialism. The need to exploit cheaper
labor, secure raw materials not available domestically, and find new outlets
for surplus capital drove European powers, in particular, to colonize vast
territories across the globe. This process was inherently violent, involving
the subjugation of indigenous populations and the establishment of
exploitative economic relationships. The competition among bourgeois powers
for colonial possessions was a significant source of international tension
and a direct contributor to numerous wars throughout the 19th and 20th
centuries. The Manifesto's analysis foreshadowed the imperialist rivalries
that would culminate in the World Wars.

The Proletariat and the Bourgeoisie: An
Inherent Engine of Societal Instability

The Communist Manifesto's central thesis revolves around the inherent
conflict between the bourgeoisie (the owning class) and the proletariat (the
working class). This class struggle, while often viewed through the lens of
internal societal dynamics, also has profound implications for a nation's
propensity for war. The Manifesto posits that the exploitation of the
proletariat by the bourgeoisie creates deep-seated social tensions. When a
bourgeois society faces internal unrest or economic downturns, the ruling
class may seek to deflect attention or consolidate its power through external
conflicts. War can serve as a means to unify a fractured populace under a
national banner, creating a common enemy and suppressing internal dissent.

Furthermore, the economic system that benefits the bourgeoisie often relies
on the extraction of surplus value from the labor of the proletariat. This
exploitation can lead to poverty, inequality, and widespread dissatisfaction.
In such circumstances, a bourgeois government might resort to external
military adventures to distract from domestic problems or to secure resources
that can alleviate economic pressures. The Manifesto's critique highlights
how the internal contradictions of capitalist society, particularly the vast
disparities in wealth and power, create a fertile ground for instability that
can manifest as international aggression.

Internal Contradictions and the Diversionary Tactic
of War

When faced with internal crises, such as widespread unemployment, strikes, or
political instability, bourgeois governments may employ foreign policy as a
diversionary tactic. A successful military campaign or a show of national



strength can rally public support and distract from pressing domestic issues.
The Manifesto’s analysis suggests that war can be a tool for bourgeois
governments to maintain their grip on power by fostering a sense of national
unity against an external threat, thereby suppressing class consciousness and
solidarity among the proletariat.

The Militarization of Society to Maintain Bourgeois
Order

The existence of a large, potentially restive proletariat necessitates a
strong state apparatus, including a powerful military and police force, to
maintain bourgeois order. This militarization of society, driven by the need
to control the working class, can easily spill over into international
relations. A military built to suppress internal dissent can be readily
deployed for external aggression. The Manifesto implicitly critiques how the
internal security needs of the bourgeoisie contribute to a culture of
militarism that can be readily channeled into imperialist ventures and wars.

Private Property and the Logic of Expansionism

The Communist Manifesto places a foundational critique on the concept of
private property, arguing that it is the bedrock of the bourgeois economic
system and a primary driver of expansionism and conflict. The accumulation of
capital, intrinsically linked to private ownership of the means of
production, necessitates a constant search for new investment opportunities
and markets. This drive to expand the domain of private property, both
domestically and internationally, inevitably leads to competition and
conflict between capitalist entities and the states that represent their
interests.

The Manifesto argues that bourgeois society cannot exist without constantly
revolutionizing the instruments of production, and consequently the relations
of production, and with them the whole relations of society. This relentless
drive for innovation and expansion, while framed as progress, is fueled by
the need to maximize profits and expand private holdings. When these
expansionist ambitions clash with the interests of other nations or their
bourgeois classes, the stage is set for conflict. The desire to control
resources, secure trade routes, and dominate markets are all manifestations
of the underlying logic of private property accumulation, a logic that the
Manifesto powerfully critiques as a facilitator of war.

The Drive for Resources and Markets

Capitalist economies, driven by the accumulation of private wealth, require a
continuous influx of raw materials and ever-expanding markets for their



manufactured goods. This fundamental economic requirement compels bourgeois
nations to seek out and control resources globally. The competition for these
vital resources — o0il, minerals, agricultural land — has historically been a
major catalyst for war. The Manifesto's analysis of bourgeois society’s need
for constant expansion explains why nations are driven to control territories
and spheres of influence, often through military means, to secure their
economic advantage.

Competition Over Investment Opportunities

Beyond raw materials and markets, bourgeois societies also compete for
lucrative investment opportunities abroad. The export of capital, a hallmark
of advanced capitalism, leads to the establishment of enterprises in other
countries, often in less developed regions. This competition for profitable
investment avenues can create geopolitical tensions as powerful nations vie
for influence in regions deemed economically valuable. The struggle to
protect and expand these foreign investments can draw nations into conflicts,
as seen in historical instances of economic imperialism and intervention.

Nationalism and Internationalism: The
Manifesto's Critique of Bourgeois Divisions

The Communist Manifesto offers a sharp critique of nationalism, exposing how
bourgeois ideology manipulates national sentiment to divide the working class
and serve the interests of the ruling class. While the bourgeoisie can
operate on a global scale for economic gain, it often utilizes nationalistic
rhetoric to foster a sense of shared identity and loyalty within its own
nation, thereby obscuring the fundamental class divisions. This manufactured
national unity, the Manifesto argues, is often employed to rally support for
wars that primarily benefit the bourgeoisie rather than the nation as a
whole.

The text famously states, "National differences and antagonism between
peoples are daily more and more vanishing, owing to the development of the
bourgeoisie, to free trade, to the world-market, to uniformity in the mode of
production and in the conditions of life corresponding thereto." While this
trend towards global interconnection is acknowledged, the Manifesto also
highlights how the bourgeoisie selectively leverages nationalistic appeals
when it serves its purpose, particularly in times of conflict. The call to
defend the "fatherland" or national honor often masks the economic and
political motives that actually drive bourgeois nations into war. The
Manifesto advocates for an international solidarity of the proletariat,
transcending national boundaries, as the only true bulwark against bourgeois-
driven conflicts.



Bourgeois Nationalism as a Tool of Division

The Manifesto exposes how bourgeois nationalism is used to pit workers of one
nation against workers of another. By emphasizing shared national identity,
the bourgeoisie encourages workers to see themselves as belonging to distinct
national groups with competing interests, rather than as a unified
international class facing a common oppressor. This divisive tactic is
crucial for maintaining the existing power structures and preventing the
emergence of a global proletarian revolution, which the Manifesto champions.
War, in this context, becomes a highly effective tool for intensifying these
national divisions.

The International Solidarity of the Proletariat

In contrast to bourgeois nationalism, the Communist Manifesto calls for the
international solidarity of the working class. It asserts that "the
proletarians have no country." This radical assertion highlights the shared
experience of exploitation faced by workers across the globe. The Manifesto
argues that the true interests of the proletariat lie in uniting with fellow
workers worldwide to overthrow the capitalist system, rather than fighting
amongst themselves in wars orchestrated by the bourgeoisie. This
internationalist perspective offers a powerful counter-narrative to the
nationalistic fervor that often propels bourgeois societies into war.

The Exploitation of Labor and the Drive for
Resources

A cornerstone of the Communist Manifesto's critique is the concept of surplus
value, the unpaid labor of the proletariat that is appropriated by the
bourgeoisie as profit. This inherent exploitation fuels the capitalist
system's relentless drive for expansion, as it constantly seeks to increase
the rate of surplus value extraction and find new avenues for its
reinvestment. This relentless pursuit of profit, deeply intertwined with the
exploitation of labor, directly contributes to the propensity for war.
Bourgeois societies are driven to secure access to cheap labor and abundant
resources, often leading to competition and conflict with other nations vying
for the same advantages.

The Manifesto's analysis suggests that wars can be fought to secure access to
regions with exploitable labor forces or to control territories rich in raw
materials essential for capitalist production. The economic logic of
maximizing profit necessitates the subjugation of populations and the
appropriation of natural wealth, processes that have historically been
carried out through military conquest and colonial expansion. Therefore, the
critique of bourgeois society's facilitation of war is intimately linked to
its foundational reliance on the exploitation of both human labor and natural



resources, a system that constantly creates incentives for international
friction and conflict.

The Search for Cheap Labor and Raw Materials

The capitalist imperative to reduce production costs and maximize profits
drives bourgeois nations to seek out locations with cheaper labor and
abundant raw materials. This often leads to competition and conflict over
regions that can provide these essential inputs for capitalist enterprises.
The desire to secure and control these resources, whether through direct
intervention or economic coercion, has been a consistent driver of
international tensions and wars throughout history, as foreshadowed by the
Manifesto.

The Economic Imperative of Military Spending

The infrastructure required to support global capitalist operations,
including the protection of trade routes and investments, necessitates
significant military spending. The Manifesto’s critique implies that this
military-industrial complex, driven by the need to safeguard bourgeois
economic interests, becomes a powerful lobby that advocates for continued
expansion and, by extension, for the potential for conflict. The economic
benefits derived from arms production and military ventures can create a
vested interest in maintaining a state of readiness for war.

The Bourgeois Family, Education, and Morality
in the Context of War

While the Communist Manifesto primarily focuses on economic structures, its
broader critique of bourgeois society extends to its ideological and social
institutions. The text implicitly suggests that bourgeois family structures,
educational systems, and prevailing moral codes are shaped by and serve to
reinforce the capitalist order. These institutions, in turn, can play a role
in conditioning populations to accept or even glorify war as a necessary or
even noble undertaking in service of national or economic interests. The
ingrained notions of patriotism, duty, and hierarchy fostered within these
institutions can be readily mobilized to support military endeavors.

The Manifesto critiques the bourgeois family as being based on capital and
private gain, and its education as a means of proletarian indoctrination.
These social mechanisms, by promoting obedience to authority, nationalistic
sentiment, and acceptance of social hierarchies, can create fertile ground
for militaristic ideologies. When bourgeois society faces external threats or
seeks to pursue imperialistic ambitions, these ingrained social norms and
values can be exploited to mobilize the populace for war. The Manifesto’s



foresight in analyzing the interconnectedness of economic and ideological
structures provides a comprehensive framework for understanding how bourgeois
society’s foundational elements can inadvertently or deliberately facilitate
the outbreak of war.

Nationalism as a Bourgeois Moral Imperative

Bourgeois morality often elevates concepts like patriotism, national loyalty,
and the defense of the nation's interests as paramount virtues. These moral
imperatives are frequently linked to the idea of military service and
sacrifice. The Manifesto implicitly critiques how this moral framework serves
to legitimize and encourage participation in wars that, in reality, are often
fought to advance the economic and political agenda of the ruling class. The
concept of a "just war" or a "patriotic duty" can be powerful ideological
tools for mobilizing populations for conflict.

The Role of Education in Conditioning for War

The educational systems within bourgeois societies, as critiqued by the
Manifesto, often function to socialize individuals into accepting the
existing social order and its attendant values. This can include instilling a
sense of national pride, respect for authority, and a willingness to serve
the state. While not always explicitly promoting warfare, these educational
systems can create an environment where military service and nationalistic
endeavors are viewed favorably, thereby conditioning individuals to be more
receptive to the call to arms when it arises. This process can be seen as a
subtle but significant way in which bourgeois society facilitates the
conditions for war.

Conclusion

The Communist Manifesto's enduring significance lies in its comprehensive
critique of bourgeois society, offering profound insights into how its
inherent economic, social, and ideological structures facilitate war. By
dissecting the bourgeoisie's relentless drive for markets, its reliance on
exploitation, and its manipulation of nationalistic sentiment, the Manifesto
provides a powerful analytical lens for understanding the root causes of
conflict. The text highlights how the pursuit of profit and the accumulation
of private property necessitate constant expansion, leading to competition
and rivalry between capitalist nations. Furthermore, the Manifesto exposes
how internal class antagonisms and the need to maintain bourgeois order can
lead to the diversionary use of war and the militarization of society. The
call for international proletarian solidarity stands as a direct challenge to
the nationalistic divisions that often propel bourgeois societies into armed
conflict. Ultimately, the Manifesto's critique remains a vital resource for
comprehending the systemic pressures that contribute to the persistent



phenomenon of war within capitalist global systems.

Frequently Asked Questions

How does the Communist Manifesto explain the
inherent link between bourgeois society and the
facilitation of war?

The Manifesto posits that bourgeois society, driven by the relentless pursuit
of profit and the expansion of markets, inherently creates competition and
conflict. This competition extends beyond economic spheres, spilling into
national and international arenas as nations (representing bourgeois
interests) vie for resources, trade routes, and colonial possessions, thus
fostering a climate ripe for war.

What role does the Manifesto assign to class
struggle in the outbreak of wars under bourgeois
rule?

The Communist Manifesto argues that wars under bourgeois rule are often
manifestations of intensified class struggle, albeit disguised. Bourgeoisie
nations may engage in war to distract domestic populations from internal
inequalities, to quell dissent, or to secure economic advantages that
ultimately benefit the ruling class, while the working class (proletariat)
bears the brunt of the casualties and suffering.

Can the concept of 'permanent revolution' in the
Manifesto be seen as a critique of how bourgeois
societies perpetuate cyclical conflicts?

Yes, the idea of 'permanent revolution' can be interpreted as a critique of
how bourgeois societies, by their very nature, create unstable conditions
that lead to recurring conflicts. The Manifesto suggests that the inherent
contradictions within capitalism necessitate ongoing upheaval, which can
manifest as both internal class struggles and external wars as the system
attempts to adapt or expand.

How does the Manifesto's critique of commodity
fetishism relate to bourgeois societies'
facilitation of war?

The Manifesto's critique of commodity fetishism, where human relationships
and labor are reduced to market values, can be linked to war by arguing that
it devalues human life itself. In a system driven by profit, human lives



become expendable resources in the pursuit of economic gain, making war a
more palatable, albeit horrific, means to achieve those ends.

In what ways does the Manifesto's analysis of
globalization contribute to understanding how
bourgeois societies facilitate war?

The Manifesto highlights how bourgeois society, through its drive for an
ever-expanding market, actively 'chases the bourgeoisie over the whole
surface of the globe.' This globalizing impulse creates interconnectedness
but also intensifies competition for resources and markets between nations,
making them prone to conflict when these economic interests clash.

According to the Communist Manifesto, what is the
fundamental ideological justification bourgeois
societies use to facilitate and legitimize war?

The Manifesto suggests that bourgeois societies often legitimize war through
nationalist rhetoric and the promotion of 'so-called' freedom and
civilization. These ideologies serve to mask the underlying economic
motivations of war, appealing to a sense of national duty and superiority to
rally support for conflicts that ultimately serve the interests of the ruling
capitalist class.

Additional Resources

Here are 9 book titles related to the significance of the Communist Manifesto
for understanding the critique of bourgeois society's facilitation of war,
with short descriptions:

1.

The Specter of War: Marx's Critique of Capitalist
Expansion

This book delves into how Marx and Engels, in the Communist Manifesto,
identified the inherent drive of capitalism towards expansion and
competition. It argues that this expansionist tendency, fueled by the pursuit
of profit, inevitably creates international rivalries and thus lays the
groundwork for war. The text explores how the Manifesto's analysis of class
struggle at a global level directly connects capitalist dynamics to the
outbreak of conflict between nations.

2.



Bourgeois Domination and the Arms Race: A
Manifesto's Legacy

This work examines the Communist Manifesto's indictment of the bourgeoisie as
a class that consolidates power and exploits labor for its own gain. It
connects this critique to the modern phenomenon of the arms race, arguing
that military spending serves the interests of the ruling class by generating
profits and suppressing dissent. The book illustrates how the Manifesto's
insights remain relevant in understanding the economic and political forces
that drive militarization in contemporary society.

3.

Imperialism and the Perpetual War Machine: Reading
the Manifesto Today

Focusing on the later developments of capitalist nations, this book uses the
Communist Manifesto as a foundational text to understand imperialism. It
argues that the Manifesto's understanding of capitalism's need for new
markets and raw materials directly translates into the imperialistic policies
that have historically led to colonial wars and ongoing global conflicts. The
author demonstrates how the core logic of capitalist accumulation, as
outlined by Marx and Engels, fuels a perpetual war machine.

4,

The False Promise of Peace: The Manifesto's
Unmasking of Bourgeois Diplomacy

This study scrutinizes the Communist Manifesto's skepticism towards the
proclaimed peace efforts of bourgeois governments. It argues that these
efforts are often a smokescreen for maintaining and expanding capitalist
interests, which inherently involve competition and potential conflict. The
book highlights how the Manifesto reveals the underlying economic motives
behind diplomatic maneuvering, showing how bourgeois society prioritizes
profit over genuine global harmony, thus paving the way for war.

5.

From Class Struggle to International Conflict: The
Manifesto's War Theory

This book provides an in-depth analysis of how the Communist Manifesto's
concept of class struggle extends to the international arena. It argues that
the inherent antagonisms within capitalist societies, when projected onto a
global scale, manifest as conflicts between nation-states dominated by
bourgeois interests. The text traces the logical progression from internal
exploitation to external aggression as presented in the Manifesto,
demonstrating its enduring relevance for understanding the roots of war.



The Material Basis of War: Capitalism and the
Bourgeois State

This work revisits the Communist Manifesto's materialist conception of
history to explain the capitalist facilitation of war. It argues that the
accumulation of capital and the need for secure markets and resources are the
primary drivers of bourgeois state policy, which often leads to military
engagement. The book shows how the Manifesto's focus on the economic
underpinnings of social systems is crucial for understanding why bourgeois
societies are predisposed to engage in warfare.

7.

The Bourgeoisie as Warrior: Historical Materialism
and the Genesis of Conflict

Drawing directly from the Communist Manifesto, this book examines how the
rise and dominance of the bourgeoisie have historically been intertwined with
warfare. It argues that the bourgeois class, in its pursuit of wealth and
power, has consistently utilized military force to expand its influence and
suppress opposition. The text provides historical examples to support the
Manifesto's assertion that capitalist societies inherently generate
conditions conducive to conflict.

8.

Global Capital, Global Wars: The Manifesto's
Enduring Critique

This book re-examines the Communist Manifesto's analysis of capitalism's
international character and its implications for global conflict. It argues
that the interconnectedness of global capital, as anticipated by Marx and
Engels, creates an environment where competition for resources and markets
can rapidly escalate into war. The author demonstrates how the Manifesto's
critique of the bourgeois world system remains a powerful tool for
understanding contemporary geopolitical tensions and their warlike
consequences.

9.

Propaganda and Power: The Manifesto's Unveiling of
Bourgeois Ideology in Wartime

This study explores the Communist Manifesto's critical perspective on the
role of ideology in maintaining bourgeois power structures, particularly
during wartime. It argues that the bourgeoisie employs propaganda and
nationalist narratives to unite populations under its banner and legitimize
military endeavors. The book shows how the Manifesto's insights into the



manipulation of consciousness are essential for understanding how bourgeois
societies facilitate and sustain prolonged periods of conflict.
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