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This   essay   is   written   under   the   assumption   that   you,   reader,   know   what   inheritance   is   under  

capitalism.   Because   most   people   don’t   know   what   anarcho-communism   is,   however,   here   are  

some   definitions:  

 

● Anarchism    is   the   political   desire   for   anarchy.  

● Anarchy    is    not    chaos   but   the   basis   of   a   society   without   unjustified,   unjustifiable,   and/or  

non-self-justifying   hierarchies.   It   comes   from   an   Ancient   Greek   word   meaning    without  

leaders.    As   Pierre-Joseph   Proudhon,   the   founding   theorist   of   mutualism,   said,   “anarchy   is  

order   without   power.”  

● Communism    is   the   basis   a   society   based   on   worker   ownership   and   control   of   the   means  

of   production,   including   farms,   factories,   stores,   restaurants,   and   more.   It   is   workplace  

democracy.  

● Anarcho-communism    is   the   combination   of   anarchy   and   communism.   It   is   the   basis   of   a  

society   based   on   direct   democracy   (one   person,   one   vote,   and   no   or   almost   no   elected  

representatives),   equality,   worker   ownership   and   control   of   the   means   of   production,   a  

complete   lack   of   CEOs,   oligarchs,   and   other   powerful   figures,   and   people   actually   having  

influence   over   their   political   lives.   It   is   based   on   the   idea   of   “to   each   according   to   their  

need,   from   each   according   to   their   ability.”   And   while   this   idea   comes   from   a   quote   by  

Karl   Marx,   a   statist,   I   find   that   it   applies   better   even   to   anarcho-communism   and   its  

variants   than   to   any   other   kind   of   communism.  

 

Of   course,   there’s   a   lot   more   to   anarcho-communism   (including   some   things   referenced   later   in  

this   essay),   and   all   ideologies,   but   that’s   a   basic   understanding   of   it.  

Most   anarchists   are   completely   against   inheritance,   and   I   originally   agreed   with   them.  

However,   after   several   discussions   about   it   with   my   mother,   a   Mestiza   woman   who   worker   her  

way   up   from   poverty   to   success   under   capitalism,   I   must   agree   with   her   position   that   inheritance  



has   to   exist   because   it’s   a   part   of   reparations   for   oppressed   groups.   So   to   determine   how  

inheritance    would   work   under   anarchism,   we   must   first   determine   how    property    (the   thing   being  

inherited)   would   work   under   anarchism.  

Anarchists   generally   recognize   five   different   types   of   property:  

 

● Private   property    is   land,   factories,   and   other   means   of   productions   which   are   owned   by  

someone,   such   as   a   CEO   or   landlord,   who   does   not   actually   work   or   live   on   them.   This  

only   exists   under   capitalism.  

● Public   property    is   anything   owned   by   the   state,   such   as   federal   land,   which   usually   can  

be   used   by   anybody.   Thus,   it   only   exists   under   statist   systems   such   as   capitalism   and   state  

socialism,   a   general   term   for   (often   authoritarian)   leftist   ideologies   such   as  

Marxism-Leninism   and   Marxism-Leninism-Maoism   which   got   famous   in   the   twentieth  

century   in   countries   such   as   China   and   the   USSR.  

● Personal   property    is   things   and/or   objects   which   are   owned,   generally,   by   a   single  

person   (though   they   could   be   owned   by   multiple   people).   This   includes   furniture,  

individual   copies   of   books,   and   pets.   Some   anarchist   ideologies   also   categorize  

intellectual   property   (such   as   original   writing   or   cinematography)   as   personal   property,  

but   most   anarchists   categorize   intellectual   property   with   private   property.  

● Possessive    (or    possession )    property    is   means   of   production   which   are   owned   by   people  

who   do   live   or   work   on   them.   Examples   include   workers   collectively   owning   a   factory   or  

a   couple   jointly   owning   a   house   and   some   of   the   land   around   it.   It   can   be   owned   by   a  

single   person.  

● Common    (or    communal )    property    is   like   public   property   in   that   anyone   can   use   it,   but  

unlike   public   property,   it   has   no   state   behind   it   and   is   instead   collectively   owned   by   the  

people   living   in   communities   such   as   neighborhoods,   towns,   and   cities.   An   example   of  

common   property   under   capitalism   is   a   neighborhood   pool   paid   for   by   the   neighbors   and  

not   some   greater   organization   such   a   city   or   state.  

 



The   next   question   to   ask   is,   “What   kind   of   property   can   be   inherited?”   Under   capitalism,   there   is  

no   distinction   between   private   and   personal   property,   both   being   called   “private   property,”  

common   property   doesn’t   exist   on   a   large   scale,   and   possessive   property   is   very   rare   (only  

existing   in   the   form   of   co-ops),   so   only   private   property   can   be   inherited   –   and   public   property  

can’t    technically    be   passed   down,   but   control   of   it   can   be   passed   down   because   elected   positions  

are   often   filled   by   father,   then   son,   then   grandson,   and   those   elected   representatives   are   the   ones  

with   control   over   public   property.  

Under   anarcho-communism,   property   is   not   any   more   complicated   than   it   is   under  

capitalism,   but   one   must   reframe   how   one   looks   at   property   to   fully   understand   it   due   to  

capitalism   being   so   ingrained   in   our   minds   from   a   very   young   age.   To   get   to   the   point,   only   two  

types   of   property   can   be   inherited   under   anarcho-communism:   personal   and   possessive   property.  

Personal   property   can   be   passed   down   because   it   is   only   owned   by   one   person,   so  

inheritance   of   it   would   be   treated   like   any   other   transaction   in   the   “gift   economy”   which   would  

exist   under   anarchism:   a   gift.   Possessive   property   would   also   likely   be   inherited   in   that   same  

way,   but   with   some   complications.   For   example,   a   factory   or   farm   could   not   be   passed   down,  

since   it   would   be   owned   by   the   various   people   working   there,   who   tend   to   not   be   related  

biologically   nor   through   marriage.   But,   for   example,   in   a   one-house   polyamorous   family   of   four  

parents   and   one   child,   the   four   parents   could   decide   amongst   themselves   to   pass   down   the  

possessive   ownership   of   their   house   to   their   child   at   a   certain   point,   such   as   their   own   deaths.  

When   it   comes   to   passing   down   large   amounts   of   personal   property,   say   after   the   death   of  

a   grandparent,   under   capitalism   family   members   normally   either   negotiate   with   each   other   about  

who   gets   what   or   hold   an   auction   for   the   aforementioned   purposes.   The   latter   solution   is  

definitely   easier   if   everyone   is   willing   to   receive   money   in   place   of   an   object,   but   in   a   moneyless,  

anarchist   society,   it   couldn’t   happen.   Thus,   under   anarchy,   people   would   mostly   be   limited   to   the  

former   option.  

I   hope   this   essay   helped   you   gain   a   better   understanding   of   how   inheritance   would   work  

under   anarcho-communism,   and   of   anarcho-communism   overall..   Writing   it   was,   for   me,   a   way  

to   work   that   out   in   my   head.  

Have   a   good   life,   comrades   and   “non-rades”   alike.   To   the   revolution!  


