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The Early Marx 

in part icular the tragicomic contrast between the ill usions of 
: heroes about their achievemen ts and the actual achievemen ts 
p;e1ves, we mus t look at the whole spectacle from a standpoint 
ad the frontiers of Germany. 

IDEOLOGY IN GENERAL, GERMAN IDEOLOGY 
IN PARTICULAR 

mlan crit icism has, right up to its latest efforts. never quitted 
ea1m of philosophy. Far from examining its general philo
~ premises, the whole body of its inq uiries has actually sprung 
the soil of a defi nite philosophical system, that of Hegel. N ot 
n tlleir anSWers but in their very questions there was a mystifi
. T his dependence on Hegel is the reason why not one of 
modem critics has even attempted a comprehensi ve criticism 
e Hegelian sys tem, however much each professes to have 
ced beyond H egel. Their polemics against Hegel and agains t 
nother are confined to th is--each extracts one side of the 
ian system and turns this against the whole system as well as 
t the sides extracted by the others. To begin with they 
ted pure un fal sified Hegelian categories such as "substance" 
ielf-consciousness," later they desecrated these categories with 
.ecular names SUell as "species," " the Unique," "Man," etc. 
I entire body of German philosophical criticism from Stra~ss 
ner is confincd to criticism of religious conceptions. The cn t
rted from real religion and actual theology. \Vhat religious 
)Usness and a rel igious conception really mean t was deter
variotlsly as tl1ey went along. Their advance consisted in 

)jng the allegedly dominant metaphysical, political, jurid ical, 
md otl1er conceptions under the class of religious or theolog
I1ceptiol1S; and similarly in pronouncing political, juridical, 
consciousn ess as religiOlls or theological, and t he political, 
~, moral man-"man" in the last resort-as religious. The 
lnce of religion was taken for granted . G rad uallv every domi
lationship was pronounced a religious rela tionship and trans-
in to a cult, a cult of law, a cult of the State, etc . On all 
was only a question of dogmas and belief in dogmas. T he 

vas sanctified to an ever-increasing extent till at last our 
,Ie Sain t Max was able to canonise it en bloc and thus dis
it once for all. 

Old Hegelians had comprehended everything as soon as it 
nced to an Hegelian logical category. The Young Hegelians 
rJ everytlling by attributing to it religious conceptions or by 
ICing it a tllcological matter. The Young Hegelians are in 
nt witIl the O ld Hegelians in their belief in the rule of reli-
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gion, of concepts, of a universal principle in the exist ing world. ~ 
Only, the one party attacks this dominion as usurpation, while the 
other extols it as legitimate. 

Since the Young Hegelians consider conceptions, thoughts, 
ideas, in fact all the products of consciousness, to which they attrib
ute an independent exjstence, as the real chains of men (just as the 
Old Hegelians declared them the true bonds of human society) it 
is evident that the Young Hegelians have to fight only against these 
illusions of the consciousness. Since, according to their fantasy, the 
relationships of men, all their doings, their chains and their limita
tions are products of their consciousness, the Young Hegelians logi
cally put to men the moral postulate of exchanging their present 
consciousness for human, critical or egoistic consciousness, and thus 
of removing their limitations. This demand to change conscious
ness amounts to a demand to interpret reality in another way, i.e ., 
to recognise it by means of another interpretation. The Young
Hegelian ideologists, in spite of their allegedly "world-shattering" 
statements, are the staunchest conservatives. The most recent of 
them have found the correct expression for their activity when they 
declare they are only fighting against "phrases." They forget, how
ever, that to these phrases they themselves are only opposing other 
phrases, and that they are in no way combating the real existing 
world when they are merely combating the phrases of this world. 
The only results which this philosophic criticism could achieve 
were a few (and at that thoroughly one-sided) elucidations of 
Christianity from the point of view of religiOUS history; all the rest 
of their assertions are only further embellishments of their claim to 
ha\"e furnished, in these unimportant elucidations, discoveries of 
universal importance. 

It has not occurred to anyone of these philosophers to inquire 
into the connection of C ennan philosophy with German reality, 
the relation of their criticism to their own material surroundings. 

The premises from which we begin are not arbitrary ones, not 
dogmas, but real premises from which abstraction can only be 
made in the imagination . Thev are the real individuals, their activ
ity and the material conditions under which they live, both those 
which they find already existing and those produced by their activ
ity. These premises can thus be verified in a purely empirical way. 

T.he first 'premise of all human history is, of course, the existence 
of living h uman individuals. Th us the first fact to be established is 
tlle ph ysical organisation of these individuals and their consequent 
relation to the rest of nature . Of course, we cannot here go either 
into the actual physical nature of man, or into the natural condi
tions in which man fin ds himself-geological, orohydrographical, 
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, climatic and so on. T he writing of history must always set out frorn 

these na tural bases and their modification in the COurse of history 

through the action of men. . 

Men can be distinguished from animals by consciousness, by reli. 
gion or anything else you like. They themselves begin to distingLlislt 
themselves from anima ls as SOOn as tbey begin to produce their 
means of subsistence, a step which is conditioned by their ph YSical 
organisation. By producing their means of subsistence men are indio 
rectly producing their actual material life . 

The way in which men produce their means of subsis tence 
depends first of all on the nature of the actual means of subsistence 
they find in existencc and hm'e to reproduce. This m ode of produc. 
tion must not be considered simplv as being t1le reproduction of 
the ph ysical existence of the individuals. Ra ther it is a definite 
form of activity of these individuals, a defini te form of expressin 
their life, a definite mode of life on their part . As individuals 
exp ress their life, so they are. W hat they are, therefore. coincides 
with their production, both with what they produce and with how 
they produce. T he nature of individuals thus depends on the mate
rial conditions determining thcir production . 

This production only makes its appearance with the increase of 
population. In its tum this presupposes th e intercourse [VerkehrJ 
of indiv,iduals with one another. The form of this intercourse is 
again determined bv production . 

The relations of different nations among themselves depend 
upOn the extent to which each has developed its productive forces, 
thc division of labour and internal intercourse . This statement is 
generally recognised. But not only the relation of one nation to 

others, but also the whole internal structure of the nation itself 

depends on the stage of development reached by its production and 

its internal and external intercourse. How fa r th e productive forces 

of a nation are developed is shown most manifestly by the degree 

to which the division of labour has been carried. Each new produc. 

tive force, insofar as it is not merelv a quantita tive extension of pro. 

ductive forces already known (for instance the bringing into culti 

vation of fresh land ), ca uses a furth er development of the division
of la bour. 

The division of labour inside a nation leads at first to the separa. 

tion of ind ustrial and commercial from agricultural labo ur, and 

hence to the separation of town and Country and to the corUlis;hof 

their interests. Its further development leads to the separation of 

commercial from industrial labour. At the same time through the 
division of labour inside these various branches there develop var
ious diviSions among the indi\1duaIs cO'operating in definite kinds 
of labour. The relative position of these indi\'id ual grou ps is deter-
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mined by the methods employed in agriculture, industry and com· 
merce (pa triarchalism, slavery, estates, classes ) . These same condi
tions are to be seen (given a more developed intercourse ) in the 
relations of differen t nations to one another. 

The va rious stages of development in the division of labour are 
jus t so ma ny di fferen t forms of ownersh ip, i.e., the e."ls ting stage in 
the division of labour determines also the relations of individuals to 
one anoth er with reference to the material , instrument, and p rod
uct of labour. 

The fi rst form of ownership is tribal [StammeigentumJ owner
ship. It corresponds to the undeveloped stage of production, at 
which a people lives by hunti ng and fishing, by the rearing of 
beasts or, in the h ighest stage, agriculture . In the la tter case it pre
supposes a great mass of uncultivated stretches of land. The d ivi
sion of labour is at tllis stage still very elementary and is confined 
to a further extension of the natural division of labour existing in 
the family. The social structure is, therefore, limited to an exten· 
sian of the family; patriarchal fa mily chieftains, below them the 
members of the tribe, finally slaves. TIle slavery latent in the fam ily 
only develops gradually with the increase of population, the growth 
of wants, and with the extension of external relations, both of war 
and of barter. 

T he second form is the ancient communal and State ownership 
which proceeds especially from the union of several tribes into a 
ity by agreement or by conquest, and which is still accompan ied 

by slavery. Beside communal ownership we already find movable, 
and later also immovable, private property developing, but as an 
abnormal form subordinate to communal ownership. T he citizens 
hold power over their labouring slaves only in their community, 
and on this accoun t alone, therefore, they are bound to the for m of 
comm unal ownership. It is the communal private property which 
compels the active citizens to remain in tl1is spontaneously derived 
form of association over against their slaves. For th is reason the 
whole structure of society based on this communal ownership, and 
with it the power of the people, decays in the same measure as, in 
particular, immovable private property evolves. The division of 
labour is already more developed. \Ve already fin d the an tagonism 
f town and coun try; later the an tagonism between those states 

which represent town interests and those which represent coun try 
interests, and inside the towllS themselves the an tagonism between 
industry and mari t ime commerce. The class relation between citi 
zens and slaves is now completely developed. 

This whole interpretation of history appears to be contradicted 
by the fact of conquest. Up till now violence, war, pillage, murder 
and robbcry, etc., have been accepted as the driving force of his
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tory. Here we must limit ou rselves to the chief points and take 
therefo re, only the most striking example-the destruction of a~ 
old civil isation by a ba rbarous people and the resulting formation 
of an entirely new orga nisation of society. (Rome and tI le barbari_ 
ans; feuda lism and Ga ul ; the Byzan tine Empire and the Turks.) 
With the conquering barbarian people wa r itself is still, as indi
cated above, a regular fo rm of intercourse, which is the mOre 
eagerly exploited a, the increase in population together with the ha
ditional and, for it, the only possible, crude mode of production 
gives rise to the need for new means of production. In Italy, on the 
other hand, the concentra tion of landed property (caused not onlv 
by buying-up and indeb tedness but also by inheritance, since loose 
living being rife and marriage rare, the old fam ilies gradually died 
out and their possessions fell into the hands of a few ) and its eon 
version into grazing-bnd (causf'd not only by the usual economic 
forces still operative today but by the importation of plundered and 
tribute com and the resultant lack of demand for Italian com ) 
brought about the almost total disappea rance of the free population. 
The very slaves died out again and again, and had constantly to be 
replaced by new ones. Slavery remained the basis of the whole pro
ductive system . TIle plebeians, midway between freemen and 
slaves, never succeeded in becoming more than a proletarian rabble. 
Rome indeed never became more than a ci tv; its connection with 
the provinccs was almost exclusively political and could, therefore, 
easily be broken again by political events_ 

W ith the development of private p roperty, we find here for the 
first time the same condi tions which we shall find aga in, only on a 
more extensive sca le, with modem private p roperty. On the one 
hand, the concen tration of private property, which began very early 
in Rome (as the Licinian agrarian law proves ) and proceeded very 
rapidly from the time of the civil wars and es pecially under the 
E mperors; on the other hand, coupled with th is, the tra nsfomlation 
of the plebeian small peasantry into a proletaria t, which, however, 
owing to its in termediate position between propertied citizens and 
slaves, never ach ieved an independen t development. 

The third form of ownershi p is feudal or estate property. If 
antiquity started out from the town and its little terri tory, the 
Middle Ages started out from the country. T his different starting
point was determined by the sparseness of thc population at that 
time, which was scattercd over a large area and which received no 
largc increase from the conquerors . In contrast to Greece and 
Rome, feuda l development dt the outset, therefore, extends over a 
much wider territory, prepared by the Roman conquests and the 
spread of agriculture at first associated with them . TIle last cen tu
ries of the declining Roman Empire and its conquest by the barbar-
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jailS destroyed a number of productive forces; agriculture had 
dc:CJin~d, industry had decayed for want of a market, trade had 
died Ollt or been violently suspended, the rural and urban popula
tion had decreased . From these conditions and the mode of organi
sation of the conquest determined by them, feudal property devel
oped under the influence of the Gcrmanic military constitution. 
Like tribal and communal ownership, it is based again on a commu
nih': but the directly producing class standing over against it is not, 
as ' in the case of the ancient community, the slaves, but the 
enserfcd small peasantry. As soon as feudalism is fully developed, 
there also arises antagonism to the towns. TIle l1ierarchical stnlC
tute of landownership, and the armed bodies of retainers associated 
with it, gave the nobility power over the serfs. TIllS feudal organisa
tion was, just as much as the ancien t commllllal ownership, an 
association against a subjected producing class; but the form of assO
ciation and the relation to the direct producers were different 
hecause of the different conditions of production. 

This feudal system of landownership had its counterpart in the 
towns in the shape of corporative property, the feudal organisation 
of trades . Here property consisted chiefly in the labour of each indi
vidual person. TIle necessity for association against the organised 
robber nobility, the need for communal covered markets in an age 
whcn the industrialist was at the same time a merchant, the grow
ing competition of the escaped serfs swarming into the rising 
towns, the fe udal structure of the whole country: these combined 
to bring about the guilds. The gradually accumulated small capita1 
of individual craftsmen and their stable numbers, as against the 
growing population , evolved the relation of journeyman and 
apprentice, which brought into being in the towns a hierarchy simi

lar to that in the countrY. 
Thus the ch ief form' of p roperty during the feudal epoch con

sisted on the onc ha nd of landed property with serf labour chained 
to it, and on the other of the labour of the indi\'idual wilh small 
capital commanding the labour of journeymen. TIle organisation of 
both was determined by the restricted conditions of produc
tion- the small-scale and p rimitive cultiva tion of the land, and the 
cra ft type of indus try. There waS little division of labour in the 
hevday of feudalism. Each country bore in itself the antithesis of 
town and country; the division into estates was certainly strongly 
marked; but apart from the differcntiation of princes, nobility, 
clergy and peasants in the country. and masters, journeymen, 
apprentices and soon also the rabble of casual bbourers in the 
towns, no division of importance took place. In agriculture it was 
rendered difficul t by the str ip-sy~tem , beside which the cottage 
industry of the peasants themselves emerged. In industry there was 
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no division of labour at all in the individual trades themselves, and 
veT\, little between them . The separa tion of industry and commerce 
was fo und already in exis tence in older towns; in the newer it only 
developed later, when the towns entered into m utual relations. 

The grouping of larger terri tories in to feudal kingdoms was a 
necessi ty for the landed nobility as for the towns. T he organisation 
of the ruling class, the nobility, had, therefo re, everywhere a mon
arch at its head. 

T he fact is, therefore, that definite individuals who are produc
tively active in a definite way enter into thcse definite social and 
political relations. Empirical observation must in each separate 
instance bring out empirically, and without any mystification and 
specula tion, the connection of the social and poli tical structure 
with production. T he social structure and the State are continuaJ1 v 
evolving out of the life process of definite individuals, but of indi
viduals, not as they may appear in their own or other pcople's 
imagina tion, but as they really are; i.e .. as they operate, produce 
materially, and hence as they work under definite material limits, 
presuppositions and conditions indcpendent O'f their will. 

The production of ideas, of conceptions, of consciousness, is at 
first directly interwoven with the material activity and the material 
intercourse of men, the language of real life. Conceiving, thiuking, 
the mental intercourse of men, appear at tilis stagc as the direct 
efflux of their material behaviour. The same applies to mental pro
duction as expressed in the language of politics. laws, morality, reli
gion, me taphysics, etc ., of a people. Men are the producers of their 
conceptions, ideas, etc.-real, active men, as they are conditioned 
by a defini te development of their productive forces and of the 
intercourse corresponding to these, up to its furthest forms. Con
sciousness can never be anyth ing else than consC& existence, and 
the exi~ tence of men is their actual life-process . ..I f in all ideology 
men and their cirnmlstanees appear upside-down as in a camera 
obscura, this phenomenon arises just as much from their h istorical 
life-process as the inversion of objects on the retina does from their 
physical life-process. 

In direct contrast to German philosophy which descends from 
heaven to earth, here we ascend from earth to heaven. T hat is to 
say, we do not set out fro m what men say, imagine, conceive, nor 
from men as narrated, thought of, imagined, conceived, in order to 
arrive at meu in the flesh . We set out from real, active men, and 
on the basis of their rea l ii£pwccssweoemonstrate t he develOl'
men t of the ideol o~cal reflexes ana echoes ot thiS liIe:proeess. Tl 
phantoms formed ill the hurIT[n bram are also, necessarIly,- subli
mates of their material life-process, wh ich is empirically verifiable 
and bound to material premises . Morality, religion, metaph ysics, all 
the rest of ideology and their corresponding forms of consciousness, 
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thus no longer retain the semblance of independence. They have 
no history, no development; buLmen, developing tht;!!.Jnaterial 
p'roduction and their material intercourse, alfer. alon.,gJuthJhis 
their real existence, their thinking and the products 2i.J!.ll:iLibink
~1r-f)s not determmeQ"'bv-consciousness, bnt consciousness by 
life. In the first method OfaPProachthe starting-point is conscious
ness taken as the living individual; in the second method, which 
confo rms to real life, it is the real living individuals themselves, and 
consciousness is considered solely as their consciousness. 

This method of approach is not devoid of p remises. It starts ou t 
from the real premises and does not abandon them for a moment. 
Its premises are men, not in any fantastic isolation and rigidity, but 
in their actual, empirically perceptible process of development 
under definite condi tions. As soon as this active life-process is 
described, history ceases to be a collection of dead facts as it is with 
the empiricists (themselves still abstract) , or an imagined activity 
of imagined subjects, as with the idealists . 

Where speculation ends-in real life-there real, positive science 
begins: the representation of the practical activity, of the practical 
process of development of men . Empty talk about consciousness 
ceases, and real knowledge has to take its place . W hen reality is 
depicted, philosophy as an independent branch of knowledge loses 
its medium of existence. At the best its place can only be taken by 
a summing-up of the most general results, abstractions which arise 
from the observation of the historical developmen t of men . V iewed 
apart from real history, these abstractions have in themselves no 
value whatsoever. Thcy can only serve to facilitate the arrangement 
of historical material, to indicate the sequence of its separate strata. 
But they by no means afford a recipe or schema , as does philoso
ph y, fo r neatly trimming the epochs of history. On the contrary, 
OlTr difficulties begin only when we set about the observation and 
the arrangement-the real depiction--of our h isto rical material, 
whether of a past epoch or of the present. The removal of these 
difficulties is governed by premises which it is quite impossible to 
state here, but which only the study of the actual life-process and 
the activity of the individuals of each epoch will make evident. We 
shall select here some of these abstractions, which we use in con
tradistinction to the ideologists, and shall illustrate them by h istori
cal examples . 

1. H is10ry 

. Since we are dealing with the Germans, who are devoid of prem
Ises, we must begin by stating the first premise of all human exist
ence and, therefore, of all his tory, the p remise, namely, tha t men 
llll1st be in~~t!2.!!...Jo live in oraer to be able to " make 
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history."2 But life involves befo re e\'crything else eating and drink
mg, a habitation. clothing and many other things. The fi rst his tori
cal act is thus the production of the means to satisfy these needs, 
the prod uction of matcrial life itself. And indecd this is an histori
cal act, a fundamental condi tion of all history, which today. as 
thousands of years ago, must daily and hourly be fulfilled merely in 
order to sustain human life. Even when the sensuous world is 
reduced to a minimum, to a stick as with Saint Bruno, it presup
poses the action of producing the stick. Therefore in any interpreta
tion of h istory one has first of all to observe this fundamental fact 
in all its significance and all its implications and to accord it its due 
importance. It is well known tha t the Germans have never done 
this, and th ey have never, therefore, had an earthly basis for history 
and conseqnently never a historian. The French and the English, 
even if they have conceived the relation of this fact with so-called 
history only ill an extremely one-sided fashion, particularly as long 
as they remained in the toils of political ideology, have nevertheless 
made the first attempts to give the writing of history a materialistic 
basis by being the first to write histo ries of civil society, of com
Ulerce and industry. 
Jhe-s.e.co..wLp~ that the satisfact ion-.£Lthe firs t [l~ed (the 

astion of ~sfying, and the mstrument of satisfaction which has 
been acquired) leads to new needS:~c1tl1Is PJ:9dllction of new 
needs is the fi rst 'hl t aLaCt. Here we recognise immediately the 

.. ua ancestry of the great historical wisdom of the Germans 
who, when they run out of positive material and when they can 
serve up neither theologica l nor political nor literary rubbish, assert 
tha t this is not history at all , but the "prehistoric era." They do 
not, however. enligh ten us as to how we proceed from this nonsen
sical "prehistory" to history proper; al though, on the other hand, in 
their historical speculation they seize upon this "prehistory" with 
especial eagcrness because they imagine themselves safe there from 
interference on the part of "crude facts," and, at the same time, be
cause tllere they can give full rein to their speculative impulse and 
set up and knock down hypotheses by the thousand. 

The third circumstance which, h om the very outset, enters into 
historical developmcnt, is that me daily remake ~wn 
life, begin to make other men, to propa~eJ:11eu . m _: the relation 
between man and woman,parents and children, the family. The 
fa mily, which to begin wi th is the only social relationship, becomes 
later, when increased needs create new social relations and the 
increased population new needs, a subordinate one (except in Ger
many j, and must then be treated and analysed according to the 
2. ;\.larginal note by Marl[: "Hegel. tions. Human bodies. Needs, labour ." 
Geological, hydrographical, etc., condi-
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existing empirical data. not according to "the concept of the 
f<l nuly," as is the custom in Germany .3 These thr~c aspects 01 
social activity are not of co urse to be taken as three different stages, 
hut just as three aspects or, to make it clear to the Gennans, three 
"moments," which have existed simultaneously since the dawn of 
history and the first men, and which still asscrt themseh'es in his
tory today. 

The production of life, both of one's own in labour and of fresh 
life in pt~r-fiO\v appears as a double relationship: on the 
one hand as a natural-:on-rl1e -othenrs-a-seeia·l- r-ela-tionship. By 
social we lInderst<l ud the co-operation of several individuals , no 
matter uJlder what conditions, in what manner alld to what end. It 
follows from this that <I certain mode of production, or industrial 
st..1ge, is always combined with a certain mode O'f co-operation, or 
social stage, and this mode of co-operation is itself a "productive 
fo rce." Further, that the multitude of productive forces accessible 
to men determines the nat ure of society, hence, that the "history of 
humanity" must always be studied and treated in relation to the 
history of ind ustry and exchange. But it is also clear how in Ger
many it is impossible to write this sort of history, because the Ge r
mans lack no t only the necessary power of comprehension and the 
material but also the "evidence of their senses," for across the 
Rhine yo u cannot have any experience of these things since history 
has stopped happening. Thus it is quitc obvious from the start that 
there exists a ma terialistic connection of men with one another, 
which is detcrmined by their needs and their mode of production, 
and which is as old as men themselves. T his connection is ever 
taking on new fo rms, amI thus presents a "llistory" independently 
of the existence of any political or religious nonsense which would 
especially hold men together. 

Onl}' now, after having considered lour moments, four aspects of 

3. The building of houses. With savages use of natural forces and of many 
each family has as a matter of course other productive forces--e.g., of 
its Own cave or hut li ke the separate water-supplies , of gas-lighting, steam
Camily t~nt of the nomads. Th i~ sep healing. etc. , the removal [of the 
ara te domestic economy is made only antagonism) of town and country. 
the more necessa ry by the further de Wi thout these condi tion, a communal 
velopment of private property. With economy would not in itself form a 
the altricultural peoples a communal new producti ve force; lacking any 
domestic economy is just as impossible material bas is and resting on a purely 
as a communal cult ivation of the soil. theoretical !ound.ation . it would be a 
A great advance was the building of me re freak and would cnd in nothing 
towns. In all previous per iods, how mo re than a monas tic economy.-Wbat 
eYe r, the abol ition of individual econ· was p01.Siblc can be seen in the towns 
omy, wh ich is insepa rable from the ab broulth t about by condensation and the 
olition of private property, was impos ered ion of commun al buildings for var
sible for the simple rcason that the iOlls netin ite purposes (prisons, bar
material conditions IIQVcrni ng it wcre ra cks. etc.) . That the abolition of indi
bot present. The setting-up of a com vidual economy is inseparable fro m the 
munal domes tic economy presupposes aboli tion of the family is self-evident. 
the development of machinery, of the [Marx ] 

http:Jhe-s.e.co
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the primary historical relationships, do we fin d tha t man also pos
sesses "consciousness" ;" but, even so, not inherent, not " pure" con
sciousness. From the start the "spirit" is afflicted with the curse of 
being "burdened" with matter, which here makes its appearance in 
the form of agitated layers of air, sounds, in short, of language . 
Language is as old as consciolIsness, larlguage is pra ctical conscious
~ss that e~sts also for 2.ther_men,and for that reason alone it 
really eXIsts for me personally as welJ; language, like consciousness, 
only arises from the need, the necessity, of intercourse with other 
men . W here there exists a relationship, it exists for me: the animal 
does not enter into "relatio ns" with anything, it does not enter into 
any relation at all. For the animal, its relation to others does not 
exist as a relation. 't?nsciousness is, therefore, from the very begin
nin~ social productLJlDd remains so as long as men exist at all. 
ConscIousness is at first, of course, merely consciousness concerning 
the im mediate sensuous environment and consciousness of the lim
ited connection with other persons and things outside the individ
ual who is growing self-conscious . At the same time it is conscious
ness of nature, which first appears to men as a completely alien, 
all-powerful and unassailable fo rce, with which men's relations are 
purely animal and by which they are overawed like beasts; it is thus 
a purely animal consciousness of na ture (natural religion). 

W e see here immediately: this natural religion or this parti~lar 
relation of men to nature is determined by thu.on.lL oLsociety_and 
vi~e versa. He~ as everywhe re, the identity of nature and man 
appears in such a way that the restricted relation of men to nature 

-ck.termines their restricted relation .to one another, and their Ie
s.tri~~qtion . to one anoffier determines men's restricted relation 
to nature, just because--rum:rreISas-yef hardly modified h istorically; 
aml~Orithe other hand, man's consciousness of the necessity of 
associating with the individuals around him is the beginning of the 
consciousness that he is living in society at all. T his beginning is 
as animal as social life itself at this stage. It is mere herd
consciousness, and at th is point man is only distinguished from 
sheep by the fact that with him consciousness takes the place of 
instinct or that his instinct is a conscious one. T his sheep-like or 
tribal consciousness receives its further development and extension 
through increased productivity, the increase of needs, and, what is 
funda mental to both of these, the increase of population. W ith 
these there develops the division of labour, which was originally 
nothing but the division of labour in the sexual act, then that divi- . 
sion of labour which develops spontaneously or " naturally" by 

4. Margina l note by Marx: "Men have is determined by their physical organi
history because they must produce sation; thei r consciousness is deter
their life, and because they must p ro mined in just the same way." 
duce it moreover in a certain way : this 

~ \\1\c... \. A.\ I.hl ~ 
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virtue of natural predisposition (c.g., physical strength ) , needs~ 
accidents, etc ., etc. Division of labour only becomes truly such 
from the moment when a divis ion of material and mental labour 
appears.1I From this moment onwards consciousness can really 
Bat ter itself that it is someth ing other than consciousness of exist 
ing practice, that it really reprcsen ts someth ing without represent
ing something real; from now on consciousness is in a position to 
emancipate itself from the world and to proceed to the fo rmation 
of "pure" theory, theology, philosophy, ethics, etc. But even if this 
theory, theology, philosophy, ethics, etc., comes into contradiction 
with the existing relations, this can only occur because existing 
social relations have come into con tradiction with exis ting forces of 
production; this, morcover, can also occu r in a particular national 
phere of relations through the appearance of the contradiction. 

not withi n the national orbit, but between this national conscious
ness and the practice of other nations,6 i.c., between the national 
and the general consciousness of a nation (as we see it now in Ger
mnny ). 

Moreover, it is quite immaterial what consciousness starts to do 
on its own: out of all such muck we get only the one inference that 
these t~-s,t-he...fOtces.....oLp.rodQctioJ:l., the state of society, 
and con.scioosnes"S, can and must come into c{)ntradiction with one 
another, because the division of labour implies the possibility, nay 
the fact that il!!.eUe.ctua l and material activity-en joyment and 
labour, production and consumption--<Ievolve on di fferent iEiliYid
J!ili, and that the onl y possibili ty of theu not commg into contra
diction lies in the negation in its turn of the division of labou~.)Jt 
is self-evident, moreover, that "spectres," "bonds," "the h igher 
being," "concept," "scruple," are merely the idealist ic, spiritual 
expression, the conception apparently of the isolatcd individual, the 
image of very empirical fetters and limitations, within which the 
mode of production of life and the f orm of intercourse coupled 
with it move. 

W ith the division of labour, in which all these contradictions are 
implicit, and which in its turn is based on the natural division of 
labour in thc family and the separation of society into individual 
fami lies opposed to one another, is given simultaneously the distri
bution, and indeed the unequal dist ribution, both quantitative and 
quaJitative, of labour and its products, hence property: the nucleus, 
the fi rst form, of which lies in the family, where wife and children 
are the slaves of the husband . This latent slavery in the family, 
though still very crude, is the fi rst property, but even at this early 
stage it corresponds perfectly to the defi nition of modem econo-
S. Marginal note by Marx: "The firs t 6. Marginal note by Marx : "Religion 

fOrm of ideologists, priests, is concur- The Germans Bnd ideolofY as such." 
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mists who call it the power of disposing of the labour-power of 
others. D ivision of labour and private property are, moreover, iden
tical expressions: in the one the same th ing is affi rmed with refer
ence to activity as is affirmed in the other with reference to thc 
product of the activity. 

Further, the division of labour implies the con tr:Jdiction between 
the interest of the separate individual or the individual family and 
the communal interest of all individuals who have intercourse with 
one another. And indeed, this communal in terest does not exist 
merely in the imagination, as the "general interest," but fi rst of all 
in reali ty, as the m utual interdependence of the individuals among 
whom the labour is divided . And fin ally, the division of labour 
offers us the first example of how, as long as man remains in natu 
ral society, that is, as long as a cleavage exists between the particu
lar and the common interest, as long, therefore, as activity is not 

.	voluntarily, but naturally, divided, man's own deed hecomes an 
alien power opposed to him, which Cllslavcs him, instead of being 
controlled by him. _ For as soo. he distribution of labour comes 
into being, each man has a particular, exc uSlve sp lere_~ivity , 
which is fOJ~1nl'inmd how wtJich~~scape. He is 
a }j~a fisherma n, a shepherd, or a critical critic, and must 
remain so if he does not wan t to lose his means of livelihood; while 
in communist society, where nobody has one exclysive sphe[; of 
activi ty but each can become accomETished in any branch he 
wisher,Sciclety regulates Yne general production and thus _makes it 
-possible for meto do one thing today and another tomorrow, to 
ht;int-in- rne morning, fish iXlllie i fternoon, rear ca ttle in the cve
ning, criticise after dinner, just as I havc a mind. without ever 
becoming h unter, fisherman. shepherd or critic. T his fi xa tion of 
social activity, th is consolida tion of what we ourselves produce into 
an objective power abovc liS, growing ont of our con trol, thwarting 
our expectations, bringing to naught our calculations. is one of the 
chief factors in historical development up till now. 

And out of this verv contradiction between the interest of the 
individual and that of the community the latter takes an independ
en t fo rm as the State, divorced from the real intcrests of individual 
and community, and at the same time as an illusory communal life, 
always based, however, on the real ties existing in every family and 
tribal conglomeration- such as flesh and blood, language, division 
of labour on a larger scale, and other interests-and especially, as 
we shall enla rge upon la ter, on the classes. already determined by 
the division of labour, which in every such mass of men separate 
out, and of wh ich one dominates all the others. It follows from th is 
tb~t ~ strugg~thin the Sta te, the struggle between democracy, 
arIstocracy, and monarchy-;the struggie for the franch ise, etc., etc ., 
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IlIel!;; l \, lilt; lIW OV'.' ,u , """ in wh ich ~he rea~~s of thc 

lII§iiL~~es .n.r<' fough t out aIDQ~ne . an~t.her (of this thc 


rman theoretiCIans ha\'c not the fa mtest mklmg. although they 
have received a sufficient introduction to the subject in the 
Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrhiicher and Die heilige f"amilie) . Fur
ther, it fo llows that cvery class \\h ich is struggling for mastery, even 
when its domination, as is the case with the proletariat, postulates 
the abolition of the old fo rm of society in its enti rety and of domi
nation itself, must first conquer for itself pol itical pO~\'er in order to 
represent its interest in tum as the general interest. which in the 
fi rs t momen t it is forced to do. Jllst because individuals seek onl), 
their particular interest, which for them does not coincide with 
their communal interest (in fact the general is thc illusory form of 
communal life ), the latter will be imposed on them as an interest 
"alien" to thclll, and " independent" of them, as in its turn a partic
ular, peculiar "general" interest; or they themselves must remain 
within this discord, as in democracy. On the othe r hand. too, the 
practical struggle of tb ese particular interests, which cons tantly 
reaUy run coun ter to the communal and illusory communal inter
ests, makes practical intervention and control necessary through the 
illusory "general" interest in the form of the State . T he,..s.ocial 

ower, i.e., the multiplied productive force. which arises through 
the co-Operation of different individuals as it is determined by the 
division of labour, .a~s~~ th~c indiv~uals , since their 
co-operation is not voluntary but has come about naturally, no 
their own united power. but as an alien force existing outside'thern , 
of the origin and goal oT wlUcIlffiey-a[e-ignor.ant, -wh ich they thus 
cannot control, which on the contrary passes through a peculiar 
series of phases and stages independent of the will and the action 
of man, nay even being the prime governor of these. 

T his "estrangement" (to use a tenn which will be comprehensi
ble to the philosophers ) can, of course, only bc abolished given two 
prdctical premises. For it to become an "in tolerable" power, i.e., a 
power against which men make a revolution, it must neccssarily 
have rendered the great mass of humanity "propertyless," and pro
duced, at the samc time, the con tradiction of an existing world of 
wealth and culture, both of which conditions presuppose a great 
increase in productive power, a high degree of its development. 
And, on the other hand, this development of productive forces 
(wh ich itself implies the actual empirical existence of men in their 
world-historical, instead of local, being) is an absolutely necessary 
practical premise because without it want is merely made general, 
and with destitution the struggle for necessities and all the old 
filthy business would necessa rily be reproduced; and furthermore, 
because only with this universal development of productive forces is 
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-,a universal intercourse between men established, which produces in 
all nations simultaneously the phenomenon of the "p ropertyless" 
mass (universal competi tion) , makes each nation dependent on the 
revolutions of the others, and finally has put world-historical, 
empirically universal individuals in place of local ones. W ithout 
this, (1) communism could only exis t as a local event; (2) the 
forces of intercourse themselves could not have developed as univer
sal, hence intolerable powers : they would have remained home-bred 
conditions surrounded by ~\J.E.ers tition; and (3 ) each cxtension of 
intercourse would abolish local communism. Empirically, commu
!lism is only possible as the act of the dominant peoples • all af 
~' afnd S~u1I!lWftls1y;Wlrichpresup-poses111e universal develop-

o prod uctive forces and the world intercourse bound up with 
communism. H ow otherwise could for instance property have had a 
histo ry at all , have taken on different forms, and landed property, 
for example, according to the different premises given, have pro
ceeded in F rance from parcellation to centralisation in the hands of 
a few, in England from centra lisation in the hands of a few to par
cellation, as is actually the case today? O r how does it happen that 
trade, which after all is nothing mOre tha n the exchange of prod
ucts of various individuals and countries, rules the whole world 
through the relation of supply and demand-a relation which, as 
an E nglish economist says, hovers over the earth like the fate of the 
ancients, and with invisible hand allots fortune and misfortune to 
men, sets up empires and overthrows empires, causes nations to rise 
and to disappear-while with the abolition of the basis of priva te 

property, with the communistic regulation of production (and, 

implicit in this, the des truction of the alien relation between men 

and what they themselves produce), the power of the relation of 

supply and demand is dissol ved into nothing, and men get Cxchange, 

production, the mode of their mutual relation , under their Own

control again? 

Commun ism is for us not a state of affairs which is to be 

established, an ideal to which reality [will] have to adjust itself. 

We call communism the real movement which abolishes the pres

ent state of things. The conditions of th is movement result from 

the premises now in existence. Moreover, the mass of propertyless 

workers-the utterly preca rious position of labour-power on a mass 

scale cut off from capital or from even a limited satisfac tion and, 
therefore, no longer merely temporarily deprived of work itself as a 
secure source of life-presupposes the world market through 
competition . T he proletariat can thus only exist world-historically, 
just as communism, its activity, can onlv have a "world-historical" 
existence. \VorId-historical existence of individuals, i.e., existence of 
individuals which is directly linked up with world history. 
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T he form of intercourse determined by the existing productive 
forces at all previous historical stages, and in its tum determining 
these, is civil society. The latter, as is e1ear from what we have said 
above, has as its premises and basis the simple family and the mul
tiple, the so-caIled tribe, and the mOre precise determinants of th is 
society are enumerated in our remarks above. Already here we sec 
bow this civil society is the true source and theatre of all his torY, 
and how absurd is the conception of history held hitherto, which 
neglects the real relationships and confines itself to high-sounding 
dramas of princes and states . 

Civil societv embraces the whole materi al intercourse of individu
als within a definite stage of the development of product ive forces. 
It embraces the whole commercial and industrial life of a given 
stage and, insofar, transcends the State and the nation, though, on 
the other hand again, it must assert itsel f in its foreign relations as 
na tionality, and inwardly must organise itself as State. The term 
"civil society" (biirgerliche GesellsclwfW emerged in the eight
eenth century, when property relationships had already extricated 
themselves from the ancient and medieval communal society. Civil 
society as such only develops with the bourgeoisie; the social orga ni
sation evolving directly out of production and commerce, which in 
all ages forms the basis of the State and <Yf the rest of the idealistic 
superstructure, has, however, always been designated by thc same 
name. 

2 . C oncerning the Production of Consciousness 

In history up to the presen t it is certainly an empirical fact that 
separate individuals have, with the broadening of their activity into 
world-histo rical activity, become more and more ensla ved under a 
power alien to them (a presslHe which they h ave conceived of as a 
dirty t rick on t he part of the so-called universal spirit, etc.) , a 
power which has become more and more enormous and, in the last 
instance, turns out to be the world market. But it is just as empiri
cally es tablished that, by the overthrow of the existing state of 
society by the communist revolution (o f which more below) and 
the aboli tion of private propertv which is identical with it, this 
power, which so baffles the German theoretician s, will be dissolved; 
and that then the liberation of each single individual will be 
accomplished in the measure in which history becomes transformed 
into world historY. F rom the above it is clear that the real in tellec
tual wealth of th'e individual depends entirely on the wealth of his 
real connections. Only then will the separate individuals be liber
ated from the various national and local barriers, be brought into 

7. Biirgerliche Gcsellschaft can mean either " hourgeois society" or "civil society." 

' -. 
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materialism and histo ry diverge completely, a fact which inciden
tally is already obvious fro m wha t has been said. 

H istory is nothing but the succession of the separate genera
tions, each of which exploits the materials. the capital fun ds, the 
productive forces handcd down to it bv all preceding generations, 
and thus, on the one hand. continues the t raditional activitv in 
completely changed ci rcumstances and. on the other, modifies· the 
old circumstances with a completely changed activity. T his can be 
speculatively distorted so that la ter history is made the goal of ear
lier history, e .g., the goal ascribed to the discovery of Amcrica is to 
further the eruption of the French Revolution. Thereby history 
receives its own special aims and becomes "a person ranking with 
other persons" ( to wit: "Self-Consciousness, C riticism, the 
Unique," etc.), while what is designated with the words "destiny," 
"goal," "germ," or " ideal" of earlier history is noth ing more than 
an abstraction formed from later history, from the active influence 
which earlier history exercises on later history. 

T he further the separate spheres, which act on one another, 
extend in the course of this development, the more the original iso
lation of the separate nationalities is destroyed by the developed 
mode of production and intercourse and thc division of labour 
between various nations naturally brought forth by these, the more 
history becomes world history. Thus, for instance. if in England a 
machine is invented, which deprives countless worke rs of bread in 
India and China, and overturns the whole form of existence of 
these empires, this invention becomes a world-historical fact. Or 
again, take the case of sugar and coffee which have proved their 
world-historical importance in the nineteenth century by the fact 
that the lack of these products, occasioned by the Napoleonic Con
tinental System, caused the Germans to rise against Napoleon, and 
thus became the real basis of the glorious W ars of Liberation of 
181 3. From this it follows that this transformation of history into 
world history is not indeed a mere abstract act on the part of the 
"self-consciousness," the world spirit, or of any other metaphysical 
spectre, but a quite ma terial, empirically verifiable act, an act the 
proof of which every individua l fu rnishes as he comes and goes, 
eats, drinks and clothes himself. 

. The ideas of the ruling class are in every e och the rulin ideas: 
i.e., the class w IC I IS t e ru ing material orce 0 SOCiety, IS at e 
same time its ruling intellectual force. The class which has the 
means of material production at its disposal, has control at the 
same time over the means of mental production, so that thereby, 
generall y speaking, the ideas of those who lack the means of mental 
production are subject to it . The ruling ideas are nothing more than 
the ideal expression of the dominant material relationships, the dom-
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inant material relationsh ips grasped as ideas; hence of the relation
ships which make the one class the ruling one, therefore, the ideas 
of its dominance. The indi,·iduals composing the ruling class possess 
among other th ings consciousness, and therefore think . Insofar, 
therefore, as they rule as a class and determine the extcnt and com
pass of an epoch, it is self-evident that they do this in its whole 
range, hence among other things rule also as thinkers, as producers 
f ideas, and regulatc the production and distribution of the ideas 


of their age: thus their ideas arc the ruling ideas of the epoch. For 

instance, in an age and in a country where royal power, aristocracy 

and bourgeoisie are con tending for mastery and where, therefore, 

mastery is shared, the doctrine of the separation of powers proves 

to be the dominant idea and is expressed as an "eternal law." 


The division of labour, which we have already sccn ahove as 
one of the chief forces of history up till now, man ifests itself also 
in the ruling class as the division of mental and material labour, so 
that inside this class one pa rt appears as the thinkers of the class 
(its active, conceptive ideologists, who make the perfecting of the 
illllsion of the class about itsel£ their ch ief source of livelihood ), 
while the others' attitude to these ideas and illusions is morC pas
sive and receptive. bccause they are in reality the active members of 
this class and have less time to make up illusions and ideas about 
themselves . \Vithin this class this cleavage can even develop into a 
ccrtain opposition and hostility between thc two parts, which, how
ever. in the case of a practical collision, in which the class itself is 
endangered, automaticallv comes to nothing, in which case there 
also vanishes the semblance that the ruling ideas were not the ideas 
of the ruling class and had a power distinct from the power of this 
class. The existence of rcvolutionary ideas in a particular period ~ 
supposes the existence of a revolu tionary class; about the premises 
far the !atter sufficient has alrcadv been said above. 

If now in considering the cours'e of his tory 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 
these or those ideas were dominant at a given time, without bother
ing ourselves about the conditions of production and the producers 
of these ideas, if we thus ignore the individuals and world condi
tions which are the source of the ideas, we can say, for instance, 
that during the time that the aristocracy was dominant , the con
cepts honour, loyalty, etc., were dominant, during the dominance 
of the bourgeoisie the concepts frecdom, equality, etc. The ruling 
class itself on the whole imagines this to be so. This conception of 
history, wh ich is common to all historims, particulaTly since the 
eighteenth century, will necessarily come up against the phenome
non that incrcasingly abstract ideas hold sway, i.e ., ideas which 
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increasingly take on the form of universality. For each new class 
which pu ts itself in the place of one ruling before it, is compelled, 
merely in order to carry through its aim, to represent its interest as 
the common interest of all the members of society, that is, 
expressed in ideal form : it has to give its ideas the form of univer
sality, and represent them as the onJy rational, universally valid 
ones. TIlc class making a revolu tion appears from the very start, if 
only because it is opposed to a cldSS, not as a class but as the repre
sentative of the whole of society; it appears as the whole mass of 
society confronting the one ruling class.2 It can do this bccause, to 
start with, its in teres t really is more connected with the common 
interest of all other non-ruling classes, beca use under thc pressure of 
hitherto existing cond itions its interest has not yet been able to 
develop as the particula r interest of a particular class. Its victorY, 
therefore, benefits also manv individuals of the other classes which 
are not winning a dominant position, but only insofar as it now 
puts these individuals in a position to raise themselves into the 
ruling class. W hen the French bourgeOisie overthrew the power of 
the aristocracy, it thereby made it possible for many proletarians to 
raise themselves above the proletariat, but only insofar as they 
became bourgeois. Ever" new class, therefore . achieves its hege
mony only on a broadcr basis than that of the class ruling pre
viously, whereas the opposition of the non-ruling class against the 
new ruling class later develops all the more sharply and profoundly. 
Both these things determine the fact that the struggle to be waged 
against this new ruling class, in its turn , aims at a more dccided 
and radical negation of t he previous conditions of SOCiety than 
could al l previous classes which sought to rule. 

This whole semblance, tha t the rule of a certain c~ass is only the 
rule of certain ideas, comes to a natural end, of course, as soon as 
class rule in general ccases to be the form in which society is organ
ised, that is to say, as SOon as it is no longer necessary to represent 
a particular in terest as general or the "general interest" as ruling. 

Once the ruling ideas havc been separated from the ruling indi
,-iduals and, above aJI, from the relationsh ips which result from a 
given stage of the mode of production, and in this way the conclu
sion has been reached that history is always under the sway of 
ideas, it is very easy to abstract from these various ideas " the idea," 
the notion, etc., as the dominant force in history, anel th us to 
IInderstand all these separate ideas and concepts as "forms of self
determination" on the part of the concept devel oping in history. It 

2. Marginal note by Marx: "Universal. 
ity corresponds to (I) the class versus las~, (4) the illusion of the co m mOil 

interests ( in the beginning this illusionthe es tate. (2) the compet ition, 
world-wide in tercourse, etc., (3) the is t rue). (5) the delusion of tbe ideol. 

ogists and the di vision of labour."grea t numerical strength of the ruling 
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fo llows then naturally, too, that all the relationships of men can be 
derived from the concept of man , man as conceived, the cssence of 
man, Man. This has been done by the speculative philosophers. 
Hegel himself confesses at the end of the Geschichtsphilosophie 
that he "has considered the progress of the concept only" and has 
represented in history the "true theodicy." Now one can go 
back agai n to the producers of the "concept," to the theoris ts, 
ideologists and philosophers, and one comes then to the conclusion 
that the philosophers, the thinkers as such, have at all times been 
dominant in history: a conclusion, as we see, already expressed by 
Hegel. The whole t rick of proving the hegemony of the spirit in 
history (hierarchy Shm er calls it ) is thus confined to the foll owing 
three efforts. 

No. 1. One must separate the ideas of those ruling for empirical 
rcasons, under empirical conditions and as empirical individuals, 
from these actual rulers, and thus recognise the rule of ideas or illu
sions in history. 

NO.2. One must bring an order into th is rule of ideas, prove a 
mystical connection among the sllccessive ruling ideas, which is 
managed by understanding them as "acts of self-determination on 
the part of the concept" ( this is possible because by virtue of their 
empirical basis these ideas are reall y connected with one another 
and because, conceived as mere ideas, they become self-distinctions, 
distinctions made by though t) . 

NO.3 . T o remove the mystical appearance of this "self-determin
ing concept" it is changed into a person-"Self-Consciousness"
or, to appear thoroughly materialistic, into a series of persons, who 
rcpresent the "concept" in histo ry, into the "thinkers," the "philos
ophers," the ideologists, who again are understood as the manu
facturers of histo ry, as the "council of guardians," as the rulers.;!' 
Thus the whole body of ma terialistic elements has been removed 
from history and now full rein can bc given to the speculative steed. 

Whilst in ordinary life every shopkeeper is very well able to dis
tinguish bctween what somebody professes to be and what he (cally 
is, Our historians have not yet won even this trivial insight . They 
take every epoch at its word and belicve that cverything it says and 
imagines about itself is truC. 

This historical method which reigned in Germany and especially 
the reason why, must be understood from its connection with the 
illusion of ideologists in general, e.g ., the ill usions of the jurists, 
politicians (of the practical statesmen among them, too) , from the 
dogmatic dreamings and distortions of these fellows; this is 
elCplained perfectly easily from their practical position in life, their 
job, and the division of labour. 
3. Marl!:ioal note by Marx: "Man == the ' ra tional buman spirit.' " 


