
In their own Words 

Marx & Engels 

On materialism:  

"The first historical act is. . . the production of material life itself. This is indeed a historical act, 

a fundamental condition of all of history" (1964, p. 60) 

"By thus acting on the external world and changing it, he at the same time changes his own 

nature (Capital, vol. 1, p. 174).  

"Legal relations as well as form of state are to be grasped neither from themselves nor from the 

so-called general development of the human mind, but rather have their roots in the material 

conditions of life, the sum total of which Hegel . . . combines under the name of 'civil society.' . . 

. The anatomy of civil society is to be sought in political economy" (1962, vol. 1, p. 362).  

"The political, legal, philosophical, literary, and artistic development rests on the economic. But 

they all react upon one another and upon the economic base. It is not the case that the economic 

situation is the sole active cause and that everything else is merely a passive effect. There is, 

rather, a reciprocity within a field of economic necessity which in the last instance always asserts 

itself" (1962, vol. 2, p. 304).  

"In the social production which men carry on as they enter into definite relations that are 

indispensable and independent of their will; these relations of production correspond to a definite 

stage of development of their material powers of production. The totality of these relations of 

production constitutes the economic structure of society--the real foundation, on which legal and 

political superstructures arise and to which definite forms of social consciousness correspond. 

The mode of production of material life determines the general character of the social, political 

and spiritual processes of life. It is not the consciousness of men that determines their being, but, 

on the contrary, their social being determines their consciousness" (1964, p. 51).  

"According to the materialist conception of history, the ultimately determinant element in history 

is the production and reproduction of real life. . . . Hence if somebody twists this into saying that 

the economic element is the only determining one, he transforms that proposition into a 

meaningless, abstract and senseless phrase. The economic situation is the basis, but the various 

elements of the superstructure. . . also exercise their influence upon the course of the historical 

struggle and in many cases preponderate in determining their form" (1962, II, p. 488).  

"M. Proudhon the economist understands very well that men make cloth, linen or silk materials 

in definite relations of production. But what he has not understood is that these definite social 

relations are just as much produced by men as linen, flax, etc. Social relations are closely bound 

up with productive forces. In acquiring new productive forces men change their mode of 

production; and in changing their mode of production, in changing the way of earning their 

living, they change all their social relations. The hand-mill gives you society with the feudal 

lord; the steam-mill, society with the industrial capitalist" (The Poverty of Philosophy, p. 92).  



“Just as a certain number of simultaneously employed labourers are the material pre-requisites 

for division of labour in manufacture, so are the number and density of the population, which 

here correspond to the agglomeration in one workshop, a necessary condition for the division of 

labour in society. Nevertheless, this density is more or less relative. A relatively thinly populated 

country, with well-developed means of communication, has a denser population than a more 

numerously populated country, with badly-developed means of communication; and in this sense 

the Northern States of the American Union, for instance, are more thickly populated than India” 

(1867/1887, 6121-6126). 

 

“But more especially, the revolution in the modes of production of industry and agriculture made 

necessary a revolution in the general conditions of the social process of production, i.e., in the 

means of communication and of transport. In a society whose pivot, to use an expression of 

Fourier, was agriculture on a small scale, with its subsidiary domestic industries, and the urban 

handicrafts, the means of communication and transport were so utterly inadequate to the 

productive requirements of the manufacturing period, with its extended division of social labour, 

its concentration of the instruments of labour, and of the workmen, and its colonial markets, that 

they became in fact revolutionised. In the same way the means of communication and transport 

handed down from the manufacturing period soon became unbearable trammels on Modern 

Industry, with its feverish haste of production, its enormous extent, its constant flinging of 

capital and labour from one sphere of production into another, and its newly-created connexions 

with the markets of the whole world. Hence, apart from the radical changes introduced in the 

construction of sailing vessels, the means of communication and transport became gradually 

adapted to the modes of production of mechanical industry, by the creation of a system of river 

steamers, railways, ocean steamers, and telegraphs. But the huge masses of iron that had now to 

be forged, to be welded, to be cut, to be bored, and to be shaped, demanded, on their part, 

cyclopean machines, for the construction of which the methods of the manufacturing period were 

utterly inadequate” (1867/1887, 6761-6772). 

 

On elites:  

"The ideas of the ruling class are, in every age, the ruling ideas: i.e., the class which is the 

dominant material force in society is at the same time its dominant intellectual force. The class 

which has the means of production at its disposal, has control at the same time over the means of 

mental production" (1964, p. 78).  

[We go astray] "if . . . we detach the ideas of the ruling class from the ruling class itself and 

attribute to them an independent existence, if we confine ourselves to saying that in a particular 

age these or those ideas were dominant, without paying attention to the conditions of production 

and the producers of these ideas, and if we thus ignore the individuals and the world conditions 

which are the source of these ideas" (1964, p.p. 79-80).  

On social evolution:  

"The economic structure of capitalist society has grown out of the economic structure of feudal 

society. The dissolution of the latter sets free the elements of the former" (1964, p. 133).  



"No social order ever disappears before all the productive forces for which there is room in it 

have been developed; and new higher relations of production never appear before the material 

conditions of their existence have matured in the womb of the old society" (1964, p. 52).  

"The philosophers have only interpreted the world in various ways; the point however is to 

change it." (1845).  

“The prelude of the revolution that laid the foundation of the capitalist mode of production, was 

played in the last third of the 15th, and the first decade of the 16th century. A mass of free 

proletarians was hurled on the labour-market by the breaking-up of the bands of feudal retainers, 

who, as Sir James Steuart well says, ‘everywhere uselessly filled house and castle’”( Marx 

1867/1887, 13296-13299). 

 

“From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the chartered burghers of the earliest towns. From 

these burgesses the first elements of the bourgeoisie were developed…Each step in the 

development of the bourgeoisie was accompanied by a corresponding political advance of that 

class. An oppressed class under the sway of the feudal nobility, an armed and self-governing 

association in the mediaeval commune; here independent urban republic (as in Italy and 

Germany), there taxable "third estate" of the monarchy (as in France), afterwards, in the period 

of manufacture proper, serving either the semi-feudal or the absolute monarchy as a counterpoise 

against the nobility, and, in fact, corner-stone of the great monarchies in general, the bourgeoisie 

has at last, since the establishment of Modern Industry and of the world-market, conquered for 

itself, in the modern representative State, exclusive political sway. The executive of the modern 

State is but a committee for managing the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisie” (Marx and 

Engels 1848, 18-19, 32-38). 

 

With the setting free of a part of the agricultural population, therefore, their former means of 

nourishment were also set free. They were now transformed into material elements of variable 

capital. The peasant, expropriated and cast adrift, must buy their value in the form of wages, 

from his new master, the industrial capitalist. ... They were transformed into an element of 

constant capital” (Marx 1867/1887, 13873-13876). 

On class:  

"The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles" (1962, vol 1, p. 34).  

"The separate individuals form a class only in so far as they have to carry on a common battle 

against another class; otherwise they are on hostile terms with each other as competitors" (1930, 

pp. 48-49).  

[The major modern classes are] "the owners merely of labor-power, owners of capital, and 

landowners, whose respective sources of income are wages, profit and ground rent" (1964, p. 

178).  

"The State is the form in which the individuals of a ruling class assert their common interests" 

(1964, p. 78).  



"Workers of the world, unite! You have nothing to lose but your chains." (1848).  

“The greater the social wealth, the functioning capital, the extent and energy of its growth, and 

therefore also the greater the absolute mass of the proletariat and the productivity of its labor, the 

greater is the industrial reserve army….But the greater this reserve army in proportion to the 

active labour army, the greater is the mass of a consolidated surplus population, whose misery is 

in inverse ration to the amount of torture it has to undergo in the form of labour. The more 

extensive, finally, the pauperized sections of the working class and the industrial reserve army, 

the greater is official pauperism. This is the absolute general law of capitalist accumulation. Like 

all other laws, it is modified in its working by many circumstances, the analysis of which does 

not concern us here” (Capital, vol. 1, p. 798). 

On alienation and religion:  

"Objectification is the practice of alienation. Just as man, so long as he is engrossed in religion, 

can only objectify his essence by an alien and fantastic being; so under the sway of egoistic need, 

he can only affirm himself and produce objects in practice by subordinating his products and his 

own activity to the domination of an alien entity, and by attributing to them the significance of an 

alien entity, namely money" (1964b, p. 39).  

"The commodity form and the value relation between the products of labor which stamps them 

as commodities, have absolutely no connection with their physical properties and with the 

material relations arising there from. It is simply a definite relationship between men, that 

assumes in their eyes the fantastic form of a relations between things. To find an analogy, we 

must have recourse to the nebulous regions of the religious world. In that world the productions 

of the human brain appear as independent beings endowed with life, and entering into relation 

both with one another and with the human race. So it is in the world of commodities, with the 

products of men's hands. This I call the fetishism which attaches itself tot he products of labor, as 

soon as they are produced as commodities" (1964, pp. 175-176).  

"Religious distress is at the same time the expression of real distress and the protest against real 

distress. Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a heartless world, just as it is 

the spirit of an unspiritual situation. It is the opium of the people" (1959, p. 263).  

On the sanctity of work:  

"We are not now dealing with those primitive instinctive forms of labour that remind us of the 

mere animal. We pre-suppose labour in a from that stamps it as exclusively human. A spider 

conducts operations that resemble those of a weaver, and a bee puts to shame many an architect 

in the construction of her cells. But what distinguishes the worst architect from the best of bees is 

this, that the architect raises his structure in imagination before he erects it in reality. At the end 

of every labour-process, we get a result that already existed in the imagination of the labourer at 

its commencement. He not only effects a change of form in the material on which he works, but 

he also realizes a purpose of his own that gives the law to his modus operandi, and to which he 

must subordinate his will" (Capital, vol. I, p. 174).  



"The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an end to all feudal, patriarchal, 

idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his 

"natural superiors", and has left no other nexus between people than naked self-interest, than 

callous "cash payment". It has drowned out the most heavenly ecstacies of religious fervor, of 

chivalrous enthusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism, in the icy water of egotistical calculation. It 

has resolved personal worth into  

exchange value, and in place of the numberless indefeasible chartered freedoms, has set up that 

single, unconscionable freedom -- Free Trade. In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious 

and political illusions, it has substituted naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation (1846/1954)  

"The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto honored and looked up to 

with reverent awe. It has converted the physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, the man of 

science, into its paid wage laborers (1848/1954). 

“Even the need for fresh air ceases to be a need for the worker. Man reverts once more to living 

in a cave, but the cave is now polluted by the mephitic and pestilential breath of civilization. 

Moreover, the worker has no more than a precarious right to live in it, for it is for him an alien 

power that can be daily withdrawn and from which, should he fail to pay, he can be evicted at 

any time. He actually has to pay for this mortuary. A dwelling in the light, which Prometheus 

describes in Aeschylus as one of the great gifts through which he transformed savages into men, 

ceases to exist for the worker. Light, air, etc.—the simple animal cleanliness—ceases to be a 

need for man. Dirt—this pollution and putrefacation of man, the sewage (this word is to be 

understood in its literal sense) of civilization—becomes an element of life for him. Universal 

unnatural neglect, putrefied nature, becomes an element of life for him” (Marx’s Early Writing, 

359-360). 

On science and technology:  

The machine proper is therefore a mechanism that, after being set in motion, performs with its 

tools the same operations that were formerly done by the workman with similar tools. Whether 

the motive power is derived from man, or from some other machine, makes no difference in this 

respect. From the moment that the tool proper is taken from man, and fitted into a mechanism, a 

machine takes the place of a mere implement. The difference strikes one at once, even in those 

cases where man himself continues to be the prime mover" (Capital, vol. I, pp. 353-354).  

"Every kind of capitalist production, in so far as it is not only a labour-process, but also a process 

of creating surplus-value, has this in common, that it is not the workman that employs the 

instruments of labour, but the instruments of labour that employ the workman. But it is only in 

the factory system that this inversion for the first time acquires technical and palpable reality. By 

means of its conversion into an automaton, the instrument of labour confront the labourer, during 

the labour-process, in the shape of capital, of dead labour, that dominates and pumps dry, living 

labour-power. The separation of the intellectual powers of production from the manual labour, 

and the conversion of those powers into the might of capital over labour, is, as we have already 

shown, finally completed by modern industry erected on the foundation of machinery. the special 

skill of each individual insignificant factory operative vanishes as an infinitesimal quantity 

before the science, the gigantic physical forces, and the mass of labour that are embodied in the 



factory mechanism and, together with that mechanism, constitute the power of the 'master'" 

(Capital, vol. I, pp. 393-394) 

"Modern Industry rent the veil that concealed from men their own social process of production, 

and that turned the various, spontaneously divided branches of production into so many riddles, 

not only to outsiders, but even to the. initiated. The principle which it pursued, of resolving each 

process into its constituent movements, without any regard to their possible execution by the 

hand of man, created the new modern science of technology. The varied, apparently 

unconnected, and petrified forms of the industrial processes now resolved themselves into so 

many conscious and systematic applications of natural science to the attainment of given useful 

effects" (Capital, vol. I, pp. 456-457).  

On alienation:  

"Money is the alienated essence of man's work and existence; the essence dominates him and he 

worships it" (1964b, p. 37).  

"The state is the intermediary between men and human liberty. Just as Christ is the intermediary 

to whom man attributes all his own divinity and all his religious bonds, so the state is the 

intermediary to which man confides all his non divinity and human freedom" (1964b, p. II).  

"Religious alienation as such occurs only in the sphere of consciousness, in the inner life of man, 

but economic alienation is that of real life. . . . It therefore affects both aspects" (1964b, p. 156).  

"The object produced by labor, its product, now stands opposed to it as an alien being, as a 

power independent of the producer. . . . The more the worker expends himself in work the more 

powerful becomes the world of objects which he creates in face of himself, the poorer he 

becomes in his inner life, and the less he belongs to himself" (1964b, p. 122).  

"However, alienation appears not merely in the result but also in the process of production, 

within productive activity itself. . . . If the product of labor is alienation, production itself must be 

active alienation. . . . The alienation of the object of labor merely summarizes the alienation in 

the work activity itself" (1964b, p. 124).  

"Work is external to the worker. . . . It is not part of his nature; consequently he does not fulfill 

himself in his work but denies himself. . . . The worker therefore feels himself at home only 

during his leisure time, whereas at work he feels homeless" (1964b, pp. 124-125).  

"This is the relationship of the worker to his own activity as something alien, not belonging to 

him, activity as suffering (passivity), strength as powerlessness, creation as emasculation, the 

personal physical and mental energy of the worker, his personal life. . . . as an activity which is 

directed against himself, independent of him and not belonging to him" (1964b, p. 125).  

"What is true of man's relationship to his work, to the product of his work and to himself, is also 

true of his relationship to other men. . . . Each man is alienated from others . . .each of the others 

is likewise alienated from human life" (1964b, p. 129).  



"The bourgeoisie has torn away from the family its sentimental veil, and has reduced the family 

relation into a mere money relation" (1848/1954).  

On Capitalism:  

“The discovery of gold and silver in America, the extirpation, enslavement and entombment in 

mines of the aboriginal population, the beginning of the conquest and looting of the East Indies, 

the turning of Africa into a warren for the commercial hunting of black-skins, signalised the rosy 

dawn of the era of capitalist production. These idyllic proceedings are the chief momenta of 

primitive accumulation. On their heels treads the commercial war of the European nations, with 

the globe for a theatre” (zMarx, 1867/1887, 13970-13973). 

“Accumulate, accumulate! That is Moses and the Prophets!” (Capital, vol. 1, chapter 24, section 

3).  

“The executive of the modern State is but a committee for managing the common affairs of the 

whole bourgeoisie” (Marx and Engels 1848, 2). 

But if a surplus labouring population is a necessary product of accumulation or of the 

development of wealth on a capitalist basis, this surplus-population becomes, conversely, the 

lever of capitalistic accumulation, nay, a condition of existence of the capitalist mode of 

production. It forms a disposable industrial reserve army, that belongs to capital quite as 

absolutely as if the latter had bred it at its own cost. Independently of the limits of the actual 

increase of population, it creates, for the changing needs of the self-expansion of capital, a mass 

of human material always ready for exploitation (Capital, vol. I, pp. 592).  

With accumulation, and the development of the productiveness of labour that accompanies it, the 

power of sudden expansion of capital grows also....The mass of social wealth, overflowing with 

the advance of accumulation, and transformable into additional capital, thrusts itself frantically 

into old branches of production, whose market suddenly expands, or into newly formed 

branches....In all such cases, there must be the possibility of throwing great masses of men 

suddenly on the decisive points without injury to the scale of production in other spheres....This 

increase is effected by the simple process that constantly 'sets free' a part of the labourers; by 

methods which lessen the number of labourers employed to the increased production. The whole 

form of the movement of modern industry depends, therefore, upon the constant transformation 

of a part of the labouring population into unemployed or half-employed hands" (Capital, vol. I, 

pp. 592-593).  

"The more extensive, finally, the lazarus-layers of the working class and the industrial reserve 

army, the greater is official pauperism" (Capital, vol. 1, p. 611) 

"A service is nothing more than the useful effect of a use-value, be it of a commodity, or be it of 

labour" (Capital, vol. 1, p. 187). 

 

“The bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce one hundred years, has created more massive and 

more colossal productive forces than have all preceding generations together. Subjection of 



Nature’s forces to man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry and agriculture, steam-

navigation, railways, electric telegraphs, clearing of whole continents for cultivation, 

canalization of rivers, while population conjured out of the ground. What earlier century had 

even a presentiment that such productive forces slumbered in the lap of social labor” 

(Communist Manifesto, p. 10). 

“At their birth the great banks, decorated with national titles, were only associations of private 

speculators, who placed themselves by the side of governments, and, thanks to the privileges 

they received, were in a position to advance money to the State. Hence the accumulation of the 

national debt has no more infallible measure than the successive rise in the stock of these banks, 

whose full development dates from the founding of the Bank of England in 1694. The Bank of 

England began with lending its money to the Government at 8%; at the same time it was 

empowered by Parliament to coin money out of the same capital, by lending it again to the public 

in the form of banknotes. It was allowed to use these notes for discounting bills, making 

advances on commodities, and for buying the precious metals. It was not long ere this credit-

money, made by the bank itself, became. the coin in which the Bank of England made its loans 

to the State, and paid, on account of the State, the interest on the public debt. It was not enough 

that the bank gave with one hand and took back more with the other; it remained, even whilst 

receiving, the eternal creditor of the nation down to the last shilling advanced. Gradually it 

became inevitably the receptacle of the metallic hoard of the country, and the centre of gravity of 

all commercial credit. What effect was produced on their contemporaries by the sudden uprising 

of this brood of bankocrats, financiers, rentiers, brokers, stock-jobbers, &c., is proved by the 

writings of that time, e.g., by Bolingbroke's” (Marx 1867/1887, 14036-14047). 

“A part of the bourgeoisie is desirous of redressing social grievances, in order to secure the 

continued existence of bourgeois society” (Marx and Engels 1848, 19). 

“They desire the existing state of society minus its revolutionary and disintegrating elements. 

They wish for a bourgeoisie without a proletariat. The bourgeoisie naturally conceives the world 

in which it is supreme to be the best; and bourgeois Socialism develops this comfortable 

conception into various more or less complete systems. In requiring the proletariat to carry out 

such a system, and thereby to march straightway into the social New Jerusalem, it but requires in 

reality, that the proletariat should remain within the bounds of existing society, but should cast 

away all its hateful ideas concerning the bourgeoisie” (19). 

On Capitalist Agriculture: 

“Large landed property reduces the agricultural population to an ever decreasing minimum and 

confronts it with an ever growing industrial population crammed together in large towns; in this 

way it produces conditions that provoke an irreparable rift in the interdependent process of social 

metabolism, a metabolism prescribed by the natural laws of life itself. The result of this is a 

squandering of the vitality of the soil, which is carried by trade far beyond the bounds of a single 

country” (Marx and Engels, Collected Works, vol. 42, p. 227). 

“Large-scale industry and industrially pursued large-scale agriculture have the same effect. If 

they are originally distinguished by the fact that the former lays waste and ruins labour-power 



and thus the natural power of man, whereas the latter does the same to the natural power of the 

soil, they link up in the later course of development, since the industrial system applied to 

agriculture also enervates the workers there, while industry and trade for their part provide 

agriculture with the means of exhausting the soil” (Capital, vol. 1, p. 638). 

“Capitalist production collects the population together in great centres, and causes the urban 

population to achieve an ever-growing preponderance. This has two results. On the one hand, it 

disturbs the metabolic interaction between man and the earth, i.e. it prevents the return to the soil 

of its constituent elements consumed by man in the form of food and clothing; hence it hinders 

the operation of the eternal condition for the lasting fertility of the soil….But by destroying the 

circumstances surrounding that metabolism…it compels its systematic restoration as a regulative 

law of social production, and in a form adequate to the full development of the human 

race….[A]ll progress in capitalist agriculture is a progress in the art, not only of robbing the 

worker but of robbing the soil; all progress in increasing the fertility of the soil for a given time 

is a progress toward ruining the more long-lasting sources of that fertility….Capitalist 

production, therefore, only develops the technique and the degree of combination of the social 

process of production by simultaneously undermining the sources of all wealth—the soil and the 

worker (Capital, vol. 1. pp. 637-638) (Foster, 2000, pp. 155-156). 

 “In the sphere of agriculture, modern industry has a more revolutionary effect than elsewhere, 

for this reason, that it annihilates the peasant, that bulwark of the old society, and replaces him 

by the wage-labourer. Thus the desire for social changes, and the class antagonisms are brought 

to the same level in the country as in the towns. The irrational, old-fashioned methods of 

agriculture are replaced by scientific ones. Capitalist production completely tears asunder the old 

bond of union which held together agriculture and manufacture in their infancy. But at the same 

time it creates the material conditions for a higher synthesis in the future, viz., the union of 

agriculture and industry on the basis of the more perfected forms they have each acquired during 

their temporary separation. Capitalist production, by collecting the population in great centres, 

and causing an ever-increasing preponderance of town population, on the one hand 

concentrates the historical motive power of society; on the other hand, it disturbs the circulation 

of matter between man and the soil, i.e., prevents the return to the soil of its elements consumed 

by man in the form of food and clothing; it therefore violates the conditions necessary to lasting 

fertility of the soil. By this action it destroys at the same time the health of the town labourer and 

the intellectual life of the rural labourer” (Marx 1867/1887, 8524-8533, emphasis added). 

“Freedom in this sphere [the realm of natural necessity] can consist only in this, that socialized 

man, the associated producers, govern the human metabolism with nature in a rational way, 

bringing it under their own collective control instead of being dominated by it as a blind power; 

accomplishing it with the least expenditure of energy and in conditions most worthy and 

appropriate for their human nature” (Capital, vol. 3, p. 959). 

“The way that the cultivation of particular crops depends on fluctuations in market prices and the 

constant changes in cultivation with these price fluctuations—the entire spirit of capitalist 

production, which is oriented towards the most immediate monetary profits—stands in 

contradiction to agriculture, which has to concern itself with the whole gamut of permanent 



conditions of life required by the chain of human generations” (Capital, vol. 3, p. 754) (Foster, 

2000, p. 164). 

“From the standpoint of a higher socio-economic formation, the private property of particular 

individuals in the earth will appear just as absurd as the private property of one man in other 

men. Even an entire society, a nation, or all simultaneously existing societies taken together, are 

not the owners of the earth. They are simply its possessor, its beneficiaries, and have to bequeath 

it in an improved state to succeeding generations as boni patres familias” [good heads of 

household] (Capital, vol. 3, p. 911). 

“The moral of the tale is that the capitalist system runs counter to a rational agriculture, or that a 

rational agriculture is incompatible with the capitalist system (even if the latter promotes 

technical development in agriculture) and needs either small farmers working for themselves or 

the control of associated producers” (Capital, vol. 3, p. 216). 

On the Crisis of Capitalism: 

“As soon as this process of transformation has sufficiently decomposed the old society from top 

to bottom, as soon as the laborers are turned into proletarians, their means of labor into capital, as 

soon as the capitalist mode of production stands on its own feet, then the further socialization of 

labor and further transformation of the land and other means of production into socially exploited 

and, therefore, common means of production, as well as the further expropriation of private 

proprietors, takes a new form. That which is now to be expropriated is no longer the laborer 

working for himself, but the capitalist exploiting many laborers. This expropriation is 

accomplished by the action of the immanent laws of capitalistic production itself, by the 

centralization of capital. One capitalist always kills many.
 
Hand in hand with this centralization, 

or this expropriation of many capitalists by few, develop, on an ever-extending scale, the co-

operative form of the labor-process, the conscious technical application of science, the 

methodical cultivation of the soil, the transformation of the instruments of labor into instruments 

of labor only usable in common, the economizing of all means of production by their use as 

means of production of combined, socialized labor, the entanglement of all peoples in the net of 

the world-market, and with this, the international character of the capitalistic regime” (Marx 

1867/1887, 14195-14204). 

 

“Along with the development of the factory system and of the revolution in agriculture that 

accompanies it, production in all the other branches of industry not only extends, but alters its 

character. The principle, carried out in the factory system, of analysing the process of production 

into its constituent phases, and of solving the problems thus proposed by the application of 

mechanics, of chemistry, and of the whole range of the natural sciences, becomes the 

determining principle everywhere. Hence, machinery squeezes itself into the manufacturing 

industries first for one detail process, then for another. Thus the solid crystal of their 

organisation, based on the old division of labour, becomes dissolved, and makes way for 

constant changes. Independently of this, a radical change takes place in the composition of the 

collective labourer, a change of the persons working in combination. In contrast with the 

manufacturing period, the division of labour is thenceforth based, wherever possible, on the 



employment of women, of children of all ages, and of unskilled labourers, in one word, on cheap 

labour, as it is characteristically called in England” (Marx 1867/1887, 7837-7845).  

 

“The enormous power, inherent in the factory system, of expanding by jumps, and the 

dependence of that system on the markets of the world, necessarily beget feverish production, 

followed by over-filling of the markets, whereupon contraction of the markets brings on 

crippling of production. The life of modern industry becomes a series of periods of moderate 

activity, prosperity, over-production, crisis and stagnation. The uncertainty and instability to 

which machinery subjects the employment, and consequently the conditions of existence, of the 

operatives become normal, owing to these periodic changes of the industrial cycle” (Marx 

1867/1887, 7721-7729). 

 

“The instrument of labour, when it takes the form of a machine, immediately becomes a 

competitor of the workman himself. [116] The self-expansion of capital by means of machinery 

is thenceforward directly proportional to the number of the workpeople, whose means of 

livelihood have been destroyed by that machinery. The whole system of capitalist production is 

based on the fact that the workman sells his labour-power as a commodity. Division of labour 

specialises this labour-power, by reducing it to skill in handling a particular tool. So soon as the 

handling of this tool becomes the work of a machine, then, with the use-value, the exchange-

value too, of the workman's labour-power vanishes; the workman becomes unsaleable, like paper 

money thrown out of currency by legal enactment. That portion of the working-class, thus by 

machinery rendered superfluous, i.e., no longer immediately necessary for the self-expansion of 

capital, either goes to the wall in the unequal contest of the old handicrafts and manufactures 

with machinery, or else floods all the more easily accessible branches of industry, swamps the 

labour-market, and sinks the price of labour-power below its value” (Marx 1867/1887, 7407-

7416). 

 

“The expansion by fits and starts of the scale of production is the preliminary to its equally 

sudden contraction; the latter again evokes the former, but the former is impossible without 

disposable human material, without an increase, in the number of labourers independently of the 

absolute growth of the population. This increase is effected by the simple process that constantly 

"sets free" a part of the labourers; by methods which lessen the number of labourers employed in 

proportion to the increased production. The whole form of the movement of modem industry 

depends, therefore, upon the constant transformation of a part of the labouring population into 

unemployed or half-employed hands” (Marx 1867/1887, 11676-11684). 

 

“The mass of social wealth, overflowing with the advance of accumulation, and transformable 

into additional capital, thrusts itself frantically into old branches of production, whose market 

suddenly expands, or into newly formed branches, such as railways, &c., the need for which 

grows out of the development of the old ones. In all such cases, there must be the possibility of 

throwing great masses of men suddenly on the decisive points without injury to the scale of 

production in other spheres. Overpopulation supplies these masses” (Marx 1867/1887, 11665-

11681). 

 

“A new and international division of labour, a division suited to the requirements of the chief 

centres of modern industry springs up, and converts one part of the globe into a chiefly 



agricultural field of production, for supplying the other part which remains a chiefly industrial 

field” (Marx 1867/1887, 7715-7717). 

 

“Along with the constantly diminishing number of the magnates of capital, who usurp and 

monopolize all advantages of this process of transformation, grows the mass of misery, 

oppression, slavery, degradation, exploitation; but with this too grows the revolt of the working-

class, a class always increasing in numbers, and disciplined, united, organized by the very 

mechanism of the process of capitalist production itself. The monopoly of capital becomes a 

fetter upon the mode of production, which has sprung up and flourished along with, and under it. 

Centralization of the means of production and socialization of labor at last reach a point where 

they become incompatible with their capitalist integument. Thus integument is burst asunder. 

The knell of capitalist private property sounds. The expropriators are expropriated” (Marx 

1867/1887, 14204-14210). 

 

“We have seen above, that the first step in the revolution by the working class, is to raise the 

proletariat to the position of ruling as to win the battle of democracy. The proletariat will use its 

political supremacy to wrest, by degrees, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to centralise all 

instruments of production in the hands of the State, i.e., of the proletariat organised as the ruling 

class; and to increase the total of productive forces as rapidly as possible” (Marx and Engels 

1848, 14).  

 

“There will be no more crises; the expanded production, which for the present order of society is 

overproduction and hence a prevailing cause of misery, will then be insufficient and in need of 

being expanded much further. Instead of generating misery, overproduction will reach beyond 

the elementary requirements of society to assure the satisfaction of the needs of all; it will create 

new needs and, at the same time, the means of satisfying them. It will become the condition of, 

and the stimulus to, new progress, which will no longer throw the whole social order into 

confusion, as progress has always done in the past. Big industry, freed from the pressure of 

private property, will undergo such an expansion that what we see now will seem petty in 

comparison as manufacture seems when put beside the big industry of our own day. This 

development of industry will make available to society a sufficient mass of products to satisfy 

the needs of everyone” (Engels 1847, 15). 

On Nature:  

“The universality of man manifests itself in practice in the universality which makes the whole 

of nature as his inorganic body, (1) as a direct means of life and (2) as the matter, the object and 

tool of his activity. Nature is man’s inorganic body, that is to say, nature is so far as it is not the 

human body. Man lives from nature, i.e. nature is his body, and he must maintain a continuing 

dialogue with it if he is not to die. To say that man’s physical and mental life is linked to nature 

simply means that nature is linked to itself, for man is a part of nature” (Early Writings, p. 328). 

“For the first time nature becomes purely an object for humankind, purely a matter of utility; 

ceases to be recognized as a power for itself; and the theoretical discovery of its autonomous 

laws appears merely as a ruse so as to subject it under human needs, whether as an object of 

consumption or as a means of production” (Grundrisse, New York: Vintage, pp. 409-410). 



“It is not the unity of living and active humanity with the natural, inorganic conditions of their 

metabolic exchange with nature, and hence their appropriation of nature, which requires 

explanation or is the result of a historic process, but rather the separation between these inorganic 

conditions of human existence and this active existence, a separation which is completely posited 

only in the relation of wage labor and capital” (Grundrisse, New York: Vintage, p. 489). 

“Freedom in this sphere [the realm of natural necessity] can consist only in this, that socialized 

man, the associated producers, govern the human metabolism with nature in a rational way, bring 

it under their collective control instead of being dominated by it as a blind power, accomplishing 

it with the least expenditure of energy and in conditions most worthy and appropriate for their 

human nature” (Capital, vol. 1, p. 638). 

[The] "conscious and rational treatment of the land as permanent communal property [is] the 

inalienable condition for the existence and reproduction of the chain of human generations" 

(Capital, vol. 3, pp. 948-949). 

"From the standpoint of a higher socio-economic formation, the private property of particular 

individuals in the earth will appear just as absurd as the private property of one man in other 

men. Even an entire society, a nation, or all simultaneously existing societies taken together, are 

not owners of the earth, they are simply its possessors, its beneficiaries, and have to bequeath it 

in an improved state to succeeding generations, as boni patres familias [good heads of 

household] (Capital, vol. 3, p. 911). 

“The first premise of all human existence and, therefore, of all history…that men must be in a 

position to live in order to be able to ‘make history.’ But life involves before everything else 

eating and drinking, housing, clothing, and various other things. The first historical act is thus the 

production of the means to satisfy these needs, the production of material life itself. And indeed 

this is an historical act, a fundamental condition of all history, which today, as thousands of years 

ago, must daily and hourly be fulfilled merely in order to sustain human life…the production of 

life, both of one’s own in labour and of fresh life in procreation…appears as a twofold relation: 

on the one hand as a natural, on the other hand as a social relation” (Marx and Engels Collected 

Works, vol. 5, pp. 41-43). 

“Labour is, first of all, a process between man and nature, a process by which man, through his 

own actions, mediates, regulates and controls the metabolism between himself and nature. He 

confronts the material of nature as a force of nature. He sets in motion the natural forces which 

belong to his own body, his arms, legs, head and hands, in order to appropriate the materials of 

nature in a form adapted to his own needs. Through this movement he acts upon external nature 

and changes it, and in this way he simultaneously changes his own nature” (Capital, vol. 1. p. 

283).  

“It [the labor process] is the universal condition for the metabolic interaction [Stoffwechsel] 

between man and nature, the everlasting nature-imposed condition of human existence” (Capital, 

vol. 1. p. 290). 

On Spartacus: 



[Spartacus was] "the most splendid fellow that all ancient history has to show; great general, 

noble character, real representative of the ancient proletariat."  

 

From Engles' Eulogy (1883) 

Just as Darwin discovered the law of evolution in organic nature, so Marx discovered the law of 

evolution in human history; he discovered the simple fact...that mankind must first of all eat and 

drink, have shelter and clothing, before it can pursue politics, science, religion, art, etc., and that 

therefore the production of the immediate material means of subsistence and consequently the 

degree of economic development attained by a given people or during a given epoch, form the 

foundation upon which the state institutions, the legal conceptions, the art and even the religious 

ideas of the people concerned have been evolved, and in the light of which these things must 

therefore be explained. 
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