
communist manifesto views on ownership
The Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, presents a radical critique of
capitalist society and offers a vision for a new social order. At the heart of this transformative
ideology lie its distinct views on ownership, specifically the abolition of private property.
Understanding the communist manifesto views on ownership is crucial to grasping the fundamental
principles of Marxism and its historical impact. This article delves deep into these views, exploring
the concept of bourgeois property, the proposed transition to collective ownership, and the ultimate
aim of a classless society. We will examine what Marx and Engels meant by "private property" and
how their ideas continue to spark debate and influence political thought.
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The Core Argument: Abolition of Bourgeois Private
Property

The Communist Manifesto's most striking and oft-cited pronouncement concerns the abolition of
private property. However, it is essential to understand that Marx and Engels are not advocating for
the elimination of all forms of property. Their primary target is what they term "bourgeois private
property," a specific type of ownership that they argue is the bedrock of capitalist exploitation. This
form of ownership is intrinsically linked to the means of production – the factories, land, tools, and
raw materials necessary for producing goods and services. The Manifesto argues that under
capitalism, these means of production are owned by a small class, the bourgeoisie, who then exploit



the labor of the proletariat, the working class, to generate profit.

The communist manifesto views on ownership are fundamentally about redistributing power and
wealth by removing the ability of one class to own the means by which another class must survive.
They contend that this concentration of ownership in the hands of a few is the root cause of social
inequality, alienation, and class struggle. By abolishing bourgeois private property, communists aim
to dismantle the system of exploitation and create a society where the fruits of labor are shared
more equitably among all members.

Defining "Private Property" in the Communist
Manifesto

To fully grasp the communist manifesto views on ownership, it's crucial to clarify what Marx and
Engels meant by "private property." They distinguished between different types of property.
Personal property, such as one's home, clothing, or personal belongings acquired through one's own
labor or inheritance, was not targeted for abolition. The Manifesto explicitly states, "We destroy the
existing private property of the small artisan and of the peasant, proprietor, a property which
precedes the bourgeois form." This indicates a focus on property that is used to generate profit
through the exploitation of others, not personal possessions.

The core of their argument rests on the understanding that private property, in the capitalist
context, is not merely about possession but about the power to command the labor of others. It is
property that allows the owner to extract surplus value from the work performed by those who do
not own the means of production. Therefore, when the Manifesto calls for the abolition of private
property, it is specifically targeting the private ownership of the means of production that enables
capitalist accumulation and class division.

The Nature of Bourgeois Property

Bourgeois property, as described in the Manifesto, is not static but is characterized by its dynamic
and exploitative nature. It is the property accumulated through the capitalist mode of production,
where the bourgeoisie owns the means of production and employs wage laborers. This ownership
allows the bourgeoisie to control the production process, dictate terms of employment, and
ultimately profit from the surplus value created by the workers. Marx and Engels viewed bourgeois
property as inherently parasitic, as it does not arise from the direct labor of the owner but from the
control over capital and the exploitation of labor power.

The Manifesto highlights how bourgeois property is constantly seeking to expand and perpetuate
itself. It drives innovation and globalization, not for the betterment of humanity as a whole, but to
create new markets and opportunities for capital accumulation. This relentless pursuit of profit, they
argued, leads to the concentration of wealth and power in fewer hands, exacerbating social
inequalities and creating inherent instability within the capitalist system. The communist manifesto
views on ownership are a direct response to this perceived injustice and inherent instability.



Means of Production: The Focal Point of Ownership

The central tenet of the communist manifesto views on ownership revolves around the concept of the
"means of production." Marx and Engels argued that ownership of these means is the defining
characteristic of class society. The bourgeoisie owns the factories, land, machinery, and capital,
while the proletariat possesses only their labor power, which they must sell to the bourgeoisie to
survive. This fundamental disparity in ownership is the source of the inherent conflict between these
two classes.

Therefore, the abolition of private property, in the communist understanding, means the
socialization or collectivization of the means of production. This would transfer ownership from the
private hands of the bourgeoisie to the collective ownership of society as a whole. The goal is to
eliminate the possibility of one class exploiting another through the ownership of these essential
resources. This shift in ownership is seen as a prerequisite for creating a society free from
exploitation and class antagonism.

The Role of the Proletariat in Seizing Ownership

The Communist Manifesto assigns a pivotal role to the proletariat in the process of transforming
ownership. Marx and Engels envisioned the proletariat, as the exploited class, as the historical agent
capable of overthrowing the bourgeoisie and establishing a new social order. This revolution, they
believed, would involve the proletariat seizing control of the means of production from the capitalist
class. This seizure of ownership is not presented as a benevolent transfer but as a revolutionary act
driven by the proletariat's inherent interest in liberating themselves from oppression.

The Manifesto outlines that this seizure of ownership is a necessary step towards establishing a
dictatorship of the proletariat, a transitional phase where the working class exercises political
power. During this phase, the bourgeoisie's ownership of the means of production would be
systematically dismantled, and these resources would be placed under collective control. The
success of this endeavor hinges on the proletariat's unity, class consciousness, and willingness to
engage in revolutionary action to reclaim ownership of the tools of their labor.

Transforming Ownership: A Transitional Phase

The transition from private ownership of the means of production to collective ownership is
envisioned by Marx and Engels as a gradual, albeit revolutionary, process. The Manifesto
acknowledges that simply abolishing private property overnight might not be feasible or desirable.
Instead, it proposes a series of measures that would progressively undermine and ultimately
eliminate bourgeois ownership during a transitional period. These measures are designed to weaken
the power of the capitalist class and centralize the means of production under the control of the
proletarian state.

Key measures suggested in the Manifesto include:



Abolition of the right of inheritance.

Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

Centralization of credit in the hands of the state, by means of a national bank with state capital
and an exclusive monopoly.

Centralization of the means of transport in the hands of the state.

Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by the state; the bringing into
cultivation of waste-lands, and the improvement of the soil generally in accordance with a
common plan.

Equal liability of all to work. Establishment of industrial armies, especially for agriculture.

Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries, gradually bringing about the more
equal distribution of the population over the country.

Free education for all children in public schools. Abolition of children’s factory labour in its
present form. Combination of education with industrial production, &c, &c.

These points illustrate how the communist manifesto views on ownership are implemented through
concrete policy proposals aimed at shifting control and dismantling capitalist property relations.

What Replaces Private Ownership? Collective and
Social Ownership

In place of bourgeois private property, the communist project aims to establish a system of collective
and social ownership. This means that the means of production would no longer be the private
domain of individuals or corporations but would be owned and controlled by society as a whole. The
exact mechanisms of this collective ownership have been subject to various interpretations and
implementations throughout history, but the core principle remains consistent: the abolition of
private control over the means of generating wealth.

Under collective ownership, decisions about production, distribution, and resource allocation would
ideally be made democratically, with the aim of meeting the needs of all members of society rather
than maximizing private profit. This would, in theory, eliminate exploitation, reduce inequality, and
foster a sense of communal responsibility and shared prosperity. The communist manifesto views on
ownership are intrinsically tied to this vision of a cooperative and equitable society.

The Ultimate Goal: A Classless Society Without
Ownership Disputes

The ultimate aspiration behind the communist manifesto views on ownership is the establishment of



a classless society. Marx and Engels theorized that once the means of production are collectively
owned and the bourgeoisie as a distinct class ceases to exist, the fundamental basis for class
struggle would be removed. In such a society, the division between owners and non-owners,
exploiters and exploited, would be eradicated.

Without private ownership of the means of production, the incentive for one group to dominate
another for economic gain would disappear. This, in turn, would lead to the "withering away of the
state," as the state, in Marxist theory, is seen as an instrument of class oppression. In this envisioned
future, society would operate on principles of "from each according to his ability, to each according
to his needs," a hallmark of a truly communist society where ownership disputes are rendered
obsolete.

Critiques and Misinterpretations of Communist Views
on Ownership

The communist manifesto views on ownership have been subject to extensive critique and, at times,
significant misinterpretation. A common misunderstanding is that communism advocates for the
confiscation of all personal possessions. As previously noted, Marx and Engels were specifically
targeting bourgeois private property, not personal belongings. Critics often point to the historical
attempts at implementing communism, arguing that they have led to authoritarianism, economic
inefficiency, and a suppression of individual freedoms. They argue that the abolition of private
ownership stifles innovation and removes the incentives for hard work and investment.

Furthermore, critics question the practical feasibility of effectively managing complex economies
through collective ownership without resorting to centralized, bureaucratic control that can become
inefficient and unresponsive. The concentration of economic power in the hands of the state, even a
proletarian state, has been seen by many as a new form of oppression. These critiques highlight the
ongoing debate surrounding the practical implications and potential pitfalls of the communist
manifesto views on ownership.

Conclusion: The Enduring Legacy of Communist
Manifesto Views on Ownership

The Communist Manifesto's perspective on ownership remains a profoundly influential, albeit
controversial, aspect of modern political and economic thought. Its core argument for the abolition
of bourgeois private property as the means to dismantle capitalist exploitation and class division has
shaped revolutionary movements and political ideologies across the globe. The distinction between
personal and private property, and the focus on the ownership of the means of production, are
critical to understanding their proposition.

While the practical applications of these ideas have varied and often faced significant challenges, the
fundamental questions raised by Marx and Engels about ownership, inequality, and the distribution
of wealth continue to resonate. The communist manifesto views on ownership serve as a powerful



historical document that compels us to critically examine the structures of power and property in
our own societies and to consider alternative models for organizing economic and social life. Its
legacy lies not only in the movements it inspired but also in the ongoing dialogue it fosters about
justice, equality, and the very nature of ownership.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is the central argument of the Communist Manifesto
regarding ownership?
The Communist Manifesto argues for the abolition of private property in the means of production,
which it sees as the basis of class exploitation. It advocates for the collective ownership of these
means by society as a whole.

Does the Communist Manifesto advocate for the abolition of
all personal possessions?
No, the Manifesto specifically targets the abolition of private property in the means of production
(factories, land, etc.). It does not advocate for the abolition of personal possessions like clothing,
furniture, or personal savings.

What does 'bourgeois property' refer to in the context of the
Communist Manifesto?
Bourgeois property refers to the private ownership of the means of production by the capitalist class
(the bourgeoisie). It is this form of property that the Manifesto seeks to abolish.

What is the proposed alternative to private ownership of the
means of production?
The proposed alternative is communal ownership, where the means of production are owned and
controlled by the community or the state on behalf of the working class (the proletariat).

How does the Communist Manifesto justify the confiscation of
property?
The Manifesto justifies the confiscation of property by arguing that the bourgeoisie has already
unjustly confiscated the fruits of labor from the proletariat. Confiscation is seen as a necessary step
to redistribute wealth and power.

What is the role of the state in relation to ownership
according to the Manifesto?
Initially, the Manifesto suggests that the proletariat will use state power to centralize the means of



production. However, the ultimate aim of communism is a classless society where the state, as an
instrument of class oppression, would eventually wither away.

How does the concept of ownership in the Communist
Manifesto relate to overcoming alienation?
The Manifesto posits that private ownership alienates workers from the products of their labor, the
process of labor, themselves, and each other. Collective ownership aims to end this alienation by
empowering workers and reintegrating them with their work.

What does the Manifesto mean by 'abolition of the bourgeois
family' in relation to property?
This statement refers to the economic basis of the bourgeois family, which the Manifesto argues is
dependent on the private ownership of capital and the exploitation of wage labor. It suggests that as
private property disappears, the traditional bourgeois family structure, which relies on it, will also
transform.

What are some of the common criticisms leveled against the
Communist Manifesto's views on ownership?
Common criticisms include concerns about the potential for tyranny and suppression of individual
liberty under state or communal control of property, the inefficiency of centrally planned economies,
and the practical challenges of implementing such a system without infringing on personal
freedoms.

Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the Communist Manifesto's views on ownership, with short
descriptions:

1.

The Abolition of Private Property
This foundational text directly addresses the core Marxist tenet of dismantling private ownership of
the means of production. It argues that private property inherently creates class divisions and
exploitation, advocating for collective or state ownership to foster a more equitable society. The
book delves into the historical and economic justifications for this radical societal shift, exploring its
potential benefits for the working class.

2.

Bourgeoisie and Proletariat: A Class Struggle
This work examines the fundamental relationship between the owning class (bourgeoisie) and the
working class (proletariat) as defined by Marx and Engels. It highlights how the bourgeoisie's
control over property and capital allows them to exploit the labor of the proletariat. The book traces



the historical development of this antagonistic relationship and its inevitable progression towards
revolution.

3.

The Communist Revolution and the Future of Ownership
This book speculates on the practical implications and societal restructuring that would follow a
successful communist revolution, particularly concerning ownership. It explores various models of
collective ownership, from state control to worker cooperatives, and analyzes the challenges of
transitioning away from capitalist property norms. The text also considers the potential impact on
individual freedoms and economic incentives in a post-private property world.

4.

Critique of Capitalist Property Relations
This title signifies a critical examination of how private ownership of capital functions within a
capitalist system. It dissects the mechanisms through which wealth is accumulated and concentrated
in the hands of a few, often at the expense of the many. The book provides a Marxist lens on issues
like inheritance, profit, and the social consequences of unchecked private ownership.

5.

From Each According to His Ability, To Each According to His
Need: The Ideal of Communist Distribution
This book explores the ultimate goal of communist ownership: a society where resources are
distributed based on need, not on ownership or labor contribution. It delves into the philosophical
underpinnings of this principle, arguing that it eradicates the inequalities stemming from private
property. The text also discusses the societal transformation required to achieve such a utopian
distribution system.

6.

The Dictatorship of the Proletariat and the Seizure of the
Means of Production
This title focuses on the transitional phase of a communist revolution, where the proletariat, having
seized control, asserts its dominance. It explains how this "dictatorship" is necessary to dismantle
existing private property structures and establish collective ownership. The book details the political
and economic strategies employed to dispossess the bourgeoisie and reorganize ownership for the
common good.

7.

The Socialization of Industry: A Path Beyond Private
Ownership
This work investigates the process of socializing industries, transforming them from privately owned



enterprises into collectively managed entities. It outlines the practical steps involved in this
transition, such as nationalization or worker control, with the aim of eliminating private profit
motives. The book considers the economic and social benefits of such a shift in ownership patterns.

8.

The Legacy of the Enclosure Movement and the Fight for
Collective Land Ownership
While drawing on historical examples, this book connects past struggles over land ownership to the
broader communist critique of private property. It highlights how historical processes like
enclosures privatized common resources, creating landless laborers. The text argues for a return to
collective or public ownership of land and resources as a key component of achieving true economic
liberation.

9.

Internationalism and the Abolition of National Bourgeoisie
Ownership
This title examines the communist view on ownership within a global context, advocating for the
dismantling of private property controlled by national bourgeois classes. It argues that international
solidarity among the proletariat is crucial to overcoming the capitalist system that relies on private
ownership for its perpetuation. The book explores the idea that true liberation requires a global
rejection of private property, transcending national boundaries.
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