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The Communist Manifesto: Unpacking its Societal
Context

The Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, remains one of
history's most influential political documents. To truly grasp its enduring impact and the
radical ideas it espouses, a deep dive into its societal context is absolutely essential.
Published in 1848, this seminal work emerged from a Europe teetering on the brink of
revolution, a continent grappling with the seismic shifts brought about by the Industrial
Revolution. Understanding the economic disparities, the burgeoning working class, and the
prevailing political ideologies of the mid-19th century is crucial to appreciating the
Manifesto's diagnosis of societal ills and its proposed cure. This article will meticulously
examine the societal conditions that shaped Marx and Engels' thinking, exploring the
historical backdrop against which their revolutionary critique of capitalism was formulated,
and how this context directly informed their revolutionary proposals for societal
transformation.
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The Industrial Revolution's Impact on Society

The mid-19th century was a period defined by unprecedented technological advancement
and economic transformation, largely driven by the Industrial Revolution. This era saw a
fundamental restructuring of production, moving from agrarian and artisanal economies to
large-scale factory systems. The introduction of new machinery, powered by steam and



later electricity, dramatically increased output but also had profound social consequences.
Urbanization accelerated as people flocked to industrial centers seeking employment,
leading to overcrowded cities, poor sanitation, and the breakdown of traditional community
structures. The very fabric of daily life was altered, with work becoming regimented,
monotonous, and often dangerous.

The shift to factory production also created a new relationship between labor and capital.
Workers, once independent artisans or farmers, became wage laborers, selling their time
and effort for a pittance. This created a stark divide between those who owned the means
of production (factories, machinery, land) and those who only possessed their labor power.
The pursuit of profit became the primary driver of economic activity, often at the expense
of worker welfare. The societal context of widespread poverty and exploitation experienced
by vast segments of the population was a direct product of these industrial changes, setting
the stage for revolutionary critiques of the existing economic order.

The Rise of the Bourgeoisie and the Proletariat

Central to the societal context of the Communist Manifesto is the emergence of two
dominant social classes: the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. The bourgeoisie, often defined
as the capitalist class, owned the means of production. They were the factory owners, the
merchants, the bankers – those who accumulated wealth by employing labor. The Industrial
Revolution fueled the growth and power of this class, enabling them to amass significant
capital and exert considerable influence over political and economic systems. The
Manifesto highlights the bourgeoisie's role in shattering feudal ties, replacing traditional
hierarchies with the "naked self-interest" and "cash payment."

In stark contrast, the proletariat, or the working class, comprised those who possessed no
means of production and were therefore compelled to sell their labor power to the
bourgeoisie to survive. This class was a direct creation of industrial capitalism. Unlike
previous forms of labor, the proletariat was characterized by its dependence on wages and
its vulnerability to the fluctuations of the market. Their lives were dictated by the factory
whistle, and their existence often precarious, marked by low wages, long hours, and
insecure employment. The Manifesto vividly portrays the proletariat as a class alienated
from its labor, its product, and ultimately, its own humanity, forced to contend with the
exploitative nature of capitalist society.

The Bourgeoisie's Revolutionary Role and
Contradictions

Marx and Engels acknowledged the bourgeoisie's historically revolutionary role. They
argued that the bourgeoisie had indeed played a crucial part in overthrowing the feudal
system, liberating vast productive forces that had been dormant under aristocratic and
religious control. The bourgeoisie, through its insatiable need for markets and constant
revolutionizing of the instruments of production, had created a world economy and a more
interconnected society. However, the Manifesto also points out the inherent contradictions



within the bourgeoisie itself. Its success in creating immense wealth and productive
capacity also sowed the seeds of its own destruction.

The very system the bourgeoisie created, with its cyclical crises of overproduction and its
increasing tendency to concentrate wealth in fewer hands, was inherently unstable.
Furthermore, the growth of the proletariat, a class increasingly unified by its shared
experience of exploitation, posed a direct threat to bourgeois dominance. The societal
context was one where the bourgeoisie's own triumphs ultimately created the conditions for
its obsolescence and the rise of a new, revolutionary class.

The Proletariat's Growing Power and Revolutionary
Potential

The Communist Manifesto places significant emphasis on the proletariat's potential for
revolution. It argues that as industrial capitalism develops, the proletariat not only grows in
numbers but also becomes more concentrated in factories and cities, fostering a sense of
class consciousness. This concentration, coupled with shared grievances and experiences of
exploitation, allows the proletariat to organize and develop its collective strength. The
Manifesto famously states, "The modern industrial laborer, instead of rising with the
progress of industry, is constantly sinking deeper and deeper below the conditions of
existence of his own class."

This growing awareness of their exploited status, the Manifesto contends, would eventually
lead the proletariat to recognize their common interests and their ability to overthrow the
bourgeoisie. The societal context of burgeoning worker solidarity, facilitated by the very
conditions of industrialization, was seen as the fertile ground for revolutionary change. The
Manifesto envisioned the proletariat, as the vast majority of society, uniting to seize the
means of production and establish a classless society.

Pre-Communist Societal Structures and
Ideologies

To understand the radical nature of the Communist Manifesto, it is important to consider
the prevailing societal structures and ideologies it sought to dismantle. Before the full
flowering of industrial capitalism, European societies were largely characterized by
feudalism, mercantilism, and various forms of aristocratic and monarchical rule. Feudalism,
with its rigid social hierarchies and land-based economy, had been gradually eroded by the
rise of a merchant class and the early stages of industrialization. However, its legacy,
including notions of inherited privilege and aristocratic power, still held sway in many areas.

Ideologically, the dominant systems of thought were often rooted in religion, tradition, and
nationalism. Liberalism, which championed individual rights and free markets, was gaining
traction, but it was often seen by Marx and Engels as a bourgeois ideology that merely
masked deeper class exploitation. Various utopian socialist thinkers also existed, proposing



ideal societies but often lacking a clear understanding of the historical forces and class
struggles that Marx and Engels believed were necessary for revolutionary change. The
Manifesto positions itself as a scientific analysis of history and society, distinct from these
earlier or contemporary ideological currents.

The Decline of Feudalism and the Rise of Capitalism

The societal context of the mid-19th century was one of transition from feudal
arrangements to capitalist modes of production. The feudal system, characterized by
reciprocal obligations between lords and vassals and a predominantly agrarian economy,
was increasingly incompatible with the burgeoning industrial and commercial enterprises.
As trade expanded and wealth accumulated through new forms of business, the constraints
of feudal land ownership and social immobility became more pronounced. The bourgeoisie,
in its quest for economic freedom and political power, actively worked to dismantle these
old structures.

The rise of capitalism represented a fundamental shift in how societies were organized. The
pursuit of profit, the commodification of labor, and the concentration of capital became the
defining features. This transition was often accompanied by social upheaval and conflict, as
old elites resisted the changes and new classes vied for power. The Manifesto sees this
historical process as a dialectical one, where the contradictions of the old system lead to its
eventual overthrow and the emergence of a new one, setting the stage for the subsequent
conflict between bourgeoisie and proletariat.

Prevailing Liberal and Utopian Socialist Ideas

Liberalism, with its emphasis on individual liberty, property rights, and free markets, was a
dominant ideology of the era, championed by the rising bourgeoisie. While advocating for
certain freedoms, Marx and Engels argued that liberalism ultimately served to entrench
bourgeois power and legitimize capitalist exploitation. They criticized liberalism for focusing
on formal equality while ignoring the substantive inequalities created by class divisions.
The societal context was one where the discourse of freedom often excluded the economic
unfreedom of the working class.

Utopian socialism, on the other hand, offered various visions of ideal societies based on
cooperation and equality. Thinkers like Robert Owen and Charles Fourier proposed
communities where resources were shared and labor was organized harmoniously. While
these ideas contained elements of social critique, Marx and Engels dismissed them as
unrealistic and lacking a grounding in historical materialism. They argued that these
socialists failed to identify the revolutionary agent – the proletariat – and the historical
necessity of class struggle. The Manifesto aimed to present a more scientific and
historically grounded approach to achieving a communist society.



The Political Climate of 1848 Europe

The year 1848 was a watershed moment in European history, often referred to as the "Year
of Revolutions." Across the continent, from France and Germany to Austria and Italy,
popular uprisings challenged existing monarchies and demanded greater political rights,
national self-determination, and social reforms. The societal context was ripe for such
upheaval, fueled by a combination of economic hardship, political repression, and the
spread of new ideas, including those espoused by Marx and Engels.

These revolutions were driven by a diverse array of social groups, including the burgeoning
middle class seeking greater political representation, nationalist movements yearning for
independent states, and, crucially, the working classes demanding better living and working
conditions. While many of these revolutions were ultimately suppressed, they exposed the
fragility of the established order and the growing dissatisfaction with the prevailing political
and economic systems. The Manifesto, published on the eve of these widespread revolts,
resonated deeply with the revolutionary fervor of the time, offering a theoretical framework
for understanding and guiding these popular movements.

The Springtime of Nations and the Demands for Reform

The revolutions of 1848 are often characterized as the "Springtime of Nations" because of
the widespread nationalist sentiments that fueled many of the uprisings. Peoples living
under imperial rule, such as Hungarians within the Austrian Empire or Italians under
Austrian domination, demanded national sovereignty and self-governance. Alongside these
nationalist aspirations, there were widespread calls for constitutional government,
parliamentary representation, and the abolition of aristocratic privileges. The existing
political structures, largely autocratic or oligarchic, were seen as outdated and
unresponsive to the needs of the populace.

The economic distress following crop failures and a financial downturn in the preceding
years further exacerbated the discontent, pushing many segments of society, including
artisans and the working classes, to demand social and economic reforms. The societal
context was one where traditional power structures were being challenged on multiple
fronts, creating a volatile and dynamic political landscape. The Communist Manifesto
contributed to this discourse by offering a radical critique of the existing political economy
and a vision of a society beyond class antagonism.

The Role of Intellectuals and Revolutionary Literature

Intellectuals and revolutionary literature played a significant role in shaping the political
climate of 1848. Thinkers and writers disseminated ideas that questioned established
authority and advocated for social and political change. The Communist Manifesto itself, as
a piece of powerful and accessible political writing, served as a rallying cry for many,
providing a theoretical foundation for revolutionary action. Its clear articulation of class
struggle and its call for proletarian unity resonated with a growing number of workers and



radical thinkers.

The societal context was one where the printing press and the growing literacy rates
allowed for the rapid spread of ideas. Pamphlets, newspapers, and manifestos circulated
widely, fostering a sense of shared grievance and collective purpose. The Manifesto, with its
bold pronouncements and revolutionary agenda, became a touchstone for many who felt
alienated and exploited by the capitalist system, contributing to the intellectual ferment
that preceded and accompanied the upheavals of 1848.

Marx and Engels' Personal Experiences and
Influences

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels were not detached observers of the societal conditions they
described; their own experiences and intellectual development profoundly shaped their
understanding and their seminal work. Both men came from relatively privileged
backgrounds but became acutely aware of the injustices and inequalities inherent in
capitalist society. Their immersion in the intellectual currents of their time, coupled with
direct observation of working-class conditions, provided them with the insights necessary to
craft their critique.

Marx's early engagement with Hegelian philosophy and his subsequent materialist
interpretation of history were foundational. Engels' own experiences working in his family's
textile business in Manchester, England – a hub of industrial activity – provided him with
firsthand exposure to the harsh realities of factory labor and the lives of the proletariat.
This practical understanding of industrial capitalism was instrumental in the development of
their theories, grounding their abstract analysis in concrete social observation.

Marx's Philosophical and Economic Development

Karl Marx's intellectual journey involved a critical engagement with the prevailing
philosophical traditions. Initially influenced by German Idealism, particularly the philosophy
of G.W.F. Hegel, Marx eventually diverged, developing his own materialist conception of
history. He argued that the economic base of society – the forces and relations of
production – determined its superstructure, including its political institutions, laws, and
dominant ideologies. This historical materialism provided a framework for analyzing social
change as a product of class struggle arising from contradictions within the economic
system.

His study of political economy, particularly the works of classical economists like Adam
Smith and David Ricardo, allowed him to dissect the mechanisms of capitalism. Marx
identified concepts like surplus value, arguing that capitalists extracted profit by paying
workers less than the value their labor created. This critical engagement with economic
theory, combined with his philosophical orientation, formed the core of his critique of
capitalism, which is powerfully articulated in the societal context presented in the



Communist Manifesto.

Engels' Observations of Industrial England

Friedrich Engels' direct experience in Manchester in the 1840s was crucial to the empirical
grounding of the Communist Manifesto. His book, "The Condition of the Working Class in
England," published in 1845, provided a vivid and harrowing account of the squalor,
disease, and exploitation faced by the industrial proletariat. He documented the
overcrowded tenements, the long working hours, the dangerous machinery, and the
widespread poverty that characterized life for the working class.

Engels' observations offered concrete evidence for the theoretical claims Marx was
developing. He saw firsthand how industrial capitalism created vast wealth for the few while
condemning the many to a life of hardship. This direct engagement with the realities of
industrial production and its human cost deeply influenced both men, reinforcing their
belief that capitalism was an inherently exploitative system that would inevitably be
overcome by the organized resistance of the proletariat. The societal context of industrial
Manchester was, for Engels, a microcosm of the broader systemic issues.

The Communist Manifesto: A Response to its
Societal Context

The Communist Manifesto was not an abstract philosophical treatise; it was a direct and
forceful response to the specific societal conditions of the mid-19th century. Marx and
Engels meticulously analyzed the historical trajectory of class struggle, arguing that the
capitalist mode of production, while incredibly dynamic, had generated fundamental
contradictions that would lead to its demise. Their analysis was deeply rooted in the
observable realities of industrialization, urbanization, and the growing class divisions that
characterized their era.

The Manifesto's call for the overthrow of the bourgeoisie and the establishment of a
classless society was a radical proposal born out of a deep concern for the exploitation and
alienation experienced by the proletariat. It sought to provide a theoretical framework and
a practical guide for the burgeoning international working-class movement, offering a vision
of a future where the means of production would be collectively owned and controlled,
thereby eliminating exploitation and creating a more equitable society. The societal context
dictated the urgency and the specific nature of their revolutionary message.

The Materialist Conception of History as a Framework

The core theoretical framework underpinning the Manifesto's response to its societal
context is Marx and Engels' materialist conception of history. They posited that history



progresses through stages, each characterized by a particular mode of production and the
class struggles it engenders. The transition from feudalism to capitalism, and subsequently
from capitalism to socialism and communism, was understood as a dialectical process
driven by the development of productive forces and the resulting conflicts between social
classes. This historical perspective provided a rationale for the inevitability of capitalist
collapse and the rise of communism.

By framing their argument within historical materialism, Marx and Engels sought to present
their ideas not as mere opinions or idealistic aspirations, but as a scientific understanding
of historical development. The societal context was viewed as a stage in this grand
historical unfolding, with the inherent contradictions of capitalism necessarily leading to its
eventual transcendence. This provided a sense of historical inevitability to their
revolutionary call, encouraging the proletariat to recognize its historical role.

The Call for Proletarian Revolution and Class
Consciousness

At its heart, the Communist Manifesto is a call to action for the proletariat. It urges workers
to recognize their shared exploitation and to organize themselves into a political force
capable of seizing state power and transforming the economic system. The Manifesto
famously declared, "The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a
world to win." This powerful slogan encapsulated the revolutionary potential and the
perceived urgency of their message.

Developing class consciousness – an awareness of one's position within the class structure
and shared interests with other members of that class – was seen as a crucial prerequisite
for revolution. The Manifesto sought to facilitate this by exposing the exploitative nature of
capitalism and by uniting workers across national boundaries under the banner of
international solidarity. The societal context of growing industrialization and urbanization
made the potential for mass mobilization and the formation of a unified working class more
feasible than ever before.

Legacy and Enduring Relevance of the
Manifesto's Societal Critique

The Communist Manifesto, despite its age, continues to be a subject of intense debate and
analysis, largely due to the enduring relevance of its critique of capitalist society. While the
specific historical conditions of 1848 have long passed, many of the fundamental issues
raised by Marx and Engels – such as economic inequality, the concentration of wealth, the
precariousness of labor, and the power of capital – remain pertinent in contemporary
discussions about global economic and social structures. The Manifesto's examination of
capitalism's inherent tendencies towards crisis and its social consequences continues to
resonate.



Its influence extends far beyond the realm of academic discourse, having inspired
revolutionary movements, socialist parties, and critical analyses of power and inequality
across the globe. Understanding the societal context in which it was written is key to
appreciating its historical impact and to engaging critically with its enduring legacy. The
Manifesto's critique of societal structures and its vision for a different future continue to
provoke thought and inspire action, making it a document of profound and lasting
significance.

The Persistence of Class Inequality and Economic
Disparities

One of the most enduring aspects of the Manifesto's societal critique is its focus on class
inequality and economic disparities. Marx and Engels argued that capitalism inherently
leads to a concentration of wealth and power in the hands of a few, while the majority
remain relatively impoverished or exploited. Contemporary analyses of global wealth
distribution, rising income inequality, and the struggles of the working class in many
developed and developing nations often draw parallels to the conditions described in the
Manifesto.

The societal context of persistent economic divides, where a small percentage of the
population controls a disproportionate share of global wealth, underscores the continued
relevance of the Manifesto's central arguments about the structural inequalities embedded
within capitalist economies. The critique of how capital accumulates and how labor is
compensated remains a vital lens through which to understand modern societal challenges.

Capitalism's Adaptability and the Evolution of Labor

While the Manifesto predicted the eventual downfall of capitalism, the system has proven
remarkably adaptable, evolving and transforming in response to challenges and criticisms.
The nature of work has changed significantly since the 19th century, with the rise of the
service sector, the gig economy, and advancements in automation. However, questions
about worker precarity, wage stagnation, and the power dynamics between employers and
employees persist, albeit in new forms.

The societal context today involves complex global supply chains, advanced financial
markets, and sophisticated methods of labor management that were beyond the
imagination of Marx and Engels. Yet, the core tension between capital and labor, and the
potential for exploitation, remains a central theme in understanding contemporary societal
structures. The Manifesto's enduring relevance lies in its ability to provide a critical
framework for analyzing these evolving dynamics, prompting ongoing examination of
capitalism's societal impact.



Conclusion

The Communist Manifesto stands as a monumental document, inextricably linked to the
societal context of its creation. By delving into the transformative impacts of the Industrial
Revolution, the rise of distinct social classes like the bourgeoisie and proletariat, the
prevailing political climate of 1848 Europe, and the personal influences on its authors, we
gain a profound understanding of the Manifesto's radical critique and its revolutionary
proposals. The societal conditions of the mid-19th century – marked by vast economic
inequality, the exploitation of labor, and a yearning for political and social change –
provided the fertile ground upon which Marx and Engels constructed their analysis of
history and their vision for a communist future. The enduring legacy of the Manifesto lies
not only in its historical impact but also in its continued ability to provoke critical thought
about the fundamental societal structures and economic systems that shape our world
today.

Frequently Asked Questions

What were the primary societal conditions in mid-19th
century Europe that Marx and Engels identified as
creating the need for the Communist Manifesto?
Marx and Engels wrote the Manifesto during a period of intense industrialization,
widespread poverty among the working class (proletariat), growing class conflict between
the bourgeoisie (owners of capital) and the proletariat, and a general disillusionment with
the promises of liberal revolutions. They saw these conditions as ripe for a proletarian
revolution to overthrow capitalism.

How did the rise of industrial capitalism influence the
key arguments of the Communist Manifesto?
The Manifesto directly addresses the transformative and often brutal nature of industrial
capitalism. It highlights how industrialization concentrated wealth and power in the hands
of the bourgeoisie, while creating a large, impoverished, and exploited proletariat whose
labor was the source of capitalist profit. The manifesto argued that capitalism inherently
generates alienation and inequality.

What was the role of the nascent working-class
movements and unions in shaping the context of the
Communist Manifesto?
The Manifesto was intended as a call to action for the organized working class. Marx and
Engels were inspired by the growing strength and awareness of various socialist and
communist leagues across Europe. They aimed to provide a theoretical framework and a
unified political program for these movements, arguing for the need for international



proletarian solidarity.

How did the prevailing political ideologies of the time,
such as liberalism and nationalism, contrast with the
ideas presented in the Communist Manifesto?
The Manifesto directly challenged liberalism's emphasis on individual rights and free
markets, arguing that these systems primarily benefited the bourgeoisie. It also critiqued
nationalism, viewing it as a tool used by the ruling class to divide the working class and
obscure class interests. The Manifesto advocated for international class solidarity over
national allegiances.

What was the intellectual and philosophical climate in
which the Communist Manifesto was conceived, and
how did it impact its content?
The Manifesto was heavily influenced by Hegelian dialectics, French socialism (e.g., Saint-
Simon, Fourier, Owen), and English political economy (e.g., Ricardo, Smith). Marx and
Engels synthesized these influences to develop their theory of historical materialism,
arguing that economic structures drive historical change and that class struggle is the
engine of this evolution. This philosophical grounding shaped their analysis of capitalism
and their vision for communism.

In what ways did the failed revolutions of 1848,
occurring shortly after the Manifesto's publication,
reflect or contradict its predictions?
The revolutions of 1848, though initially promising for various revolutionary groups,
ultimately failed to establish socialist states. While the working class participated in these
uprisings, they often lacked sufficient organization and unified leadership, and bourgeois
liberal forces frequently co-opted or suppressed the more radical elements. This context led
Marx and Engels to further emphasize the need for a disciplined communist party.

How did the historical legacy of feudalism and earlier
forms of exploitation inform the Communist Manifesto's
critique of capitalism?
The Manifesto traces the historical progression of class societies, viewing feudalism as a
system of exploitation that was overthrown by the bourgeoisie. However, it argues that
capitalism, while more dynamic, creates its own set of profound exploitations and
contradictions, ultimately necessitating its own supersession by communism. This historical
perspective framed capitalism not as an end-point but as a stage in a larger dialectical
process.



Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the societal context of the Communist Manifesto:

1.

The Condition of the Working Class in England
This seminal work by Friedrich Engels provides a stark and unflinching account of the brutal
living and working conditions faced by the proletariat in industrial England during the
mid-19th century. Engels meticulously details the squalor, disease, and exploitation
inherent in the burgeoning capitalist system. His observations directly informed the
analysis of class struggle presented in the Communist Manifesto.

2.

Das Kapital (Capital)
Karl Marx's magnum opus, while a more complex theoretical treatise, is deeply rooted in
the societal context that birthed the Manifesto. It elaborates on the economic mechanisms
of capitalism, such as the exploitation of labor, the accumulation of capital, and the
inherent contradictions that Marx believed would lead to its downfall. Understanding Das
Kapital is crucial for grasping the full economic backdrop against which the Manifesto was
written.

3.

Luddism and the Machine Question
This title refers to the broader movement and intellectual discourse surrounding the
introduction of machinery during the Industrial Revolution. The Luddites, famously, were
artisans who destroyed machinery they perceived as threatening their livelihoods. This
historical context highlights the anxieties and social upheaval caused by technological
advancement and its impact on the working class, a central concern in the Manifesto's
depiction of societal change.

4.

Utopian Socialism: Its Past and Present
The Communist Manifesto critiques "utopian socialists" like Robert Owen and Charles
Fourier, who proposed idealistic, often communal, societies without fully engaging with the
concept of class struggle. This book title represents the intellectual climate of the time,
where various thinkers attempted to envision better social arrangements outside of the
existing capitalist framework. Understanding these earlier socialist ideas provides contrast
and context for Marx and Engels' more revolutionary approach.

5.



The Specter of Revolution in 1848 Europe
The Communist Manifesto was published in 1848, a year that saw widespread revolutionary
uprisings across Europe. This title points to the prevailing political atmosphere of
discontent, nationalism, and calls for reform or revolution. The Manifesto's authors were
keenly aware of this widespread unrest and sought to provide a theoretical framework for
the burgeoning workers' movements.

6.

Nineteenth-Century Urbanization and its Discontents
The rapid growth of cities during the Industrial Revolution created unprecedented
concentrations of working-class populations in often dire circumstances. This book would
explore the social problems associated with this urban transformation, such as
overcrowding, poverty, lack of sanitation, and the breakdown of traditional social
structures. These urban realities formed the immediate societal context for the Manifesto's
call to the proletariat.

7.

The Rise of the Bourgeoisie
The Communist Manifesto identifies the bourgeoisie, or the capitalist class, as the dominant
force in society during this period. This title would delve into the historical ascent of this
class, their economic power, and their role in overthrowing feudalism. Understanding the
bourgeoisie's rise is essential to comprehending the class antagonism that Marx and Engels
argued defined the era.

8.

Child Labor and Factory Acts
The exploitation of children in factories was a particularly egregious aspect of the industrial
capitalist system. Books focusing on child labor and the legislative responses, like the
Factory Acts, reveal the human cost of unchecked industrialization. The Manifesto implicitly
condemns such practices as further evidence of bourgeois exploitation of the working class.

9.

The French Revolution's Legacy of Emancipation
The Communist Manifesto draws inspiration from the revolutionary traditions of the past,
particularly the French Revolution of 1789. This title suggests an exploration of how the
ideals of liberty, equality, and fraternity, proclaimed during the French Revolution, were
seen by Marx and Engels as incomplete without addressing economic emancipation. The
Manifesto sought to extend these revolutionary ideals to the economic sphere for the
proletariat.
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