communist manifesto relevance to
social change usa

The enduring legacy of the Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and
Friedrich Engels in 1848, continues to spark debate and analysis,
particularly regarding its relevance to social change in the United States.
While the socio-political landscape of the USA in the 21st century is vastly
different from mid-19th century Europe, the core tenets of the
Manifesto—class struggle, alienation, and the critique of capitalism-resonate
in various contemporary American movements and discussions. This article will
delve into the historical context of the Communist Manifesto, explore its key
concepts, and examine how these ideas manifest and influence social change
movements in the modern United States, from economic inequality to critiques
of the modern workforce. Understanding this complex relationship requires a
nuanced approach, acknowledging both the historical distance and the
persistent echoes of Marxist thought in American discourse on social
transformation.
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The Historical Context of the Communist
Manifesto

To grasp the Communist Manifesto's relevance to social change in the USA, one
must first understand its origins. Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels wrote the
Manifesto amidst the burgeoning industrial revolution in Europe. They
witnessed firsthand the stark disparities between the wealthy industrialists
(bourgeoisie) and the working class (proletariat) who labored in often
deplorable conditions. The Manifesto was a call to action, a theoretical
framework designed to explain the inherent exploitation within capitalism and
to advocate for a revolutionary overthrow of the existing social order,
leading to a classless society. It was a product of its time, a fervent
response to the social and economic upheaval caused by industrialization and
the rise of capitalism as the dominant economic system.

The historical backdrop against which the Communist Manifesto was drafted is
crucial for understanding its initial impact and its subsequent



interpretations. Europe in the mid-19th century was undergoing rapid
industrialization, leading to unprecedented urbanization and the growth of a
large industrial working class. This period was marked by severe social
inequalities, poor working conditions, long hours, and low wages. The
Manifesto emerged as a powerful critique of this system, identifying the
inherent power imbalance between those who owned the means of production and
those who sold their labor. It was intended not just as a philosophical
treatise but as a practical guide for political action, aiming to unite the
working classes of the world.

Core Concepts of the Communist Manifesto

The enduring influence of the Communist Manifesto stems from its incisive
analysis of societal structures and its foundational concepts. While often
misunderstood, these core ideas provide a critical lens through which to view
socio-economic dynamics, even in contexts far removed from 19th-century
Europe.

Class Struggle and the Bourgeoisie vs. Proletariat

At the heart of the Communist Manifesto lies the concept of class struggle.
Marx and Engels famously asserted that "The history of all hitherto existing
society is the history of class struggles." They identified a fundamental
antagonism between the bourgeoisie, the owners of the means of production
(factories, land, capital), and the proletariat, the working class who
possess only their labor power to sell. This inherent conflict, they argued,
drives historical development. In the United States, this concept can be
observed in debates surrounding wealth inequality, the power of corporations
versus labor unions, and the distribution of economic resources.

The dialectic of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, as presented in the
Manifesto, posits that the capitalist class, in its pursuit of profit,
inevitably creates and exploits a working class. This relationship is
characterized by inherent tension, as the bourgeoisie seeks to minimize labor
costs while the proletariat strives for better wages and working conditions.
The historical progression, according to Marx and Engels, would eventually
see the proletariat rise up against their oppressors. This framework
continues to inform analyses of economic power dynamics within the US,
highlighting the concentration of wealth and the struggles of those in lower
economic strata.

Alienation of Labor

Another critical concept from the Manifesto is the alienation of labor. Marx
argued that under capitalism, workers become estranged from the products of
their labor, the process of production, their fellow workers, and their own
human potential. Because workers do not own the means of production or the



fruits of their labor, their work becomes a means to an end-—survival-rather
than a fulfilling expression of their creativity and skill. This sense of
detachment and powerlessness is a theme that resonates with many in the
modern American workforce, particularly those in repetitive or de-skilled
jobs.

The alienation experienced by workers, as described in the Manifesto, is not
solely about physical hardship but also about the psychological and spiritual
toll of working within a system that treats labor as a commodity. Workers are
separated from the creative process, from the satisfaction of building
something tangible, and from the intrinsic value of their work. This
detachment can lead to feelings of meaninglessness and a disconnect from
one's own humanity. In contemporary America, this concept helps explain
worker dissatisfaction, burnout, and the search for more meaningful
employment or alternative economic models.

Critique of Capitalism and its Contradictions

The Communist Manifesto offers a sweeping critique of capitalism,
highlighting its inherent contradictions and its tendency towards crisis.
Marx and Engels predicted that capitalism's relentless drive for expansion
and profit would ultimately lead to its downfall. They pointed to issues like
recurring economic depressions, the increasing concentration of wealth, and
the tendency for capitalism to overproduce goods that cannot be consumed by
the masses. These critiques remain relevant to discussions about economic
volatility, market crashes, and the sustainability of capitalist economies.

The Manifesto's analysis of capitalism's contradictions includes the idea
that the system creates its own grave-diggers—the proletariat. As capitalism
develops, it further stratifies society, exacerbates inequality, and
intensifies the exploitation of labor, creating the conditions for its own
eventual overthrow. This cyclical view of capitalist crisis and the potential
for revolutionary change has been debated and reinterpreted extensively, but
the core criticisms of capitalism's inherent instability and its impact on
social well-being continue to be points of contention in American political
and economic discourse.

The Communist Manifesto's Relevance to Social
Change in the USA: Historical Echoes

While the United States has never experienced a successful communist
revolution, the ideas present in the Communist Manifesto have nonetheless
echoed through American history, influencing various social movements and
reform efforts. Understanding these historical connections reveals how
Marxist thought has been both embraced and rejected, shaping debates about
labor, inequality, and the role of government.



Early Labor Movements and Radicalism

In the late 19th and early 20th centuries, the burgeoning labor movement in
the United States was significantly influenced by socialist and communist
ideas, often directly or indirectly referencing the principles laid out in
the Communist Manifesto. Workers organized for better wages, shorter hours,
and safer working conditions, often adopting rhetoric that mirrored the class
struggle narrative. Figures like Eugene V. Debs and organizations such as the
Industrial Workers of the World (IWW) drew upon Marxist analysis to
articulate the grievances of the working class and advocate for radical
social and economic change.

The early American labor movement saw the rise of various socialist parties
and trade unions that explicitly sought to challenge the capitalist system.
These groups often looked to European socialist and communist thinkers for
ideological guidance, including Marx and Engels. Strikes and protests during
this era were frequently framed as manifestations of class conflict, with
workers striving to overcome the exploitation by industrialists. The legacy
of this period is evident in the ongoing struggles for workers' rights and
the persistent debate over the role of unions in American society.

The Red Scares and Suppression

The influence of Marxist ideas in the USA also led to significant backlash
and repression. The "Red Scares" of the early 20th century and the McCarthy
era in the mid-20th century were characterized by intense anti-communist
sentiment, government surveillance, and the persecution of individuals and
groups perceived as holding radical or socialist beliefs. The Communist
Manifesto, as a foundational text of communism, became a symbol of perceived
threat to American capitalism and democracy. This historical period
significantly shaped public perception and limited the overt expression of
Marxist ideas in mainstream American discourse.

During periods of intense anti-communist fervor, the mere association with
the ideas in the Communist Manifesto could lead to job loss, imprisonment, or
social ostracism. This climate of fear and repression created a powerful
deterrent against openly discussing or advocating for policies informed by
Marxist principles. Consequently, many who held similar critiques of
capitalism often adopted more reformist language or focused on specific
issues without explicitly referencing Marxist theory.

Post-War Repercussions and Counter-Cultural
Movements

Even after the intense Red Scares, the lingering association of communism
with authoritarian regimes in the Soviet Union and elsewhere continued to
cast a shadow. However, during the counter-cultural movements of the 1960s
and beyond, a renewed interest in critical social analysis emerged. While not
always explicitly referencing the Communist Manifesto, many activists and



thinkers in these movements engaged with critiques of capitalism,
consumerism, and systemic oppression that bore similarities to Marxist
analyses. The critique of corporate power, social alienation, and the desire
for greater equality can be seen as continuations of these long-standing
debates about the nature of American society and its economic foundations.

The intellectual currents of the post-war era saw a resurgence of interest in
critical theory, which often engaged with Marxist concepts. Academics and
activists began to re-examine Marx's critique of capitalism, focusing on
issues of power, ideology, and social control. While state communism was
largely rejected, the analytical tools provided by Marx—such as the analysis
of class, ideology, and alienation—found new applications in understanding
contemporary social problems within the American context.

Contemporary Manifestations of Marxist Ideas 1in
US Social Change

In the 21st century, the core ideas found in the Communist Manifesto continue
to inform and inspire various social change movements across the United
States, often in subtle yet significant ways. These movements frequently
address issues that align with Marx's critiques of capitalism, even if they
do not explicitly label themselves as Marxist.

Economic Inequality and the Occupy Movement

The Occupy Wall Street movement of 2011 powerfully articulated a critique of
economic inequality and the perceived dominance of the financial elite,
echoing themes from the Communist Manifesto. Slogans like "We are the 99%"
directly addressed the widening gap between the wealthy few and the vast
majority of the population, mirroring Marx's concept of the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat. The movement highlighted issues of corporate greed, the
influence of money in politics, and the struggles of ordinary Americans to
achieve economic security.

Occupy's focus on the concentration of wealth and power in the hands of a
small percentage of the population resonated with the Manifesto's analysis of
capitalist development leading to increased class stratification. The
protests and encampments served as a visible manifestation of widespread
discontent with a system that many felt was rigged in favor of the wealthy,
highlighting the disconnect between economic growth and the well-being of the
majority, a core concern of Marxist thought.

Critiques of the Gig Economy and Worker Exploitation

The rise of the gig economy and the precarious nature of work for many
Americans can be analyzed through the lens of the Communist Manifesto's
concept of alienation and exploitation. Workers in sectors like ride-sharing,



delivery services, and freelance platforms often lack traditional benefits,
job security, and collective bargaining power. This situation can be seen as
a modern manifestation of workers selling their labor power in an
increasingly fragmented and individualized market, potentially leading to a
new form of alienation and exploitation, where employers externalize costs
and risks onto workers.

The lack of control workers have over their working conditions, the
unpredictable nature of their income, and the absence of a safety net in many
gig economy jobs can be interpreted as a contemporary form of worker
alienation. The Manifesto's critique of capitalism's tendency to transform
labor into a mere commodity, stripped of its intrinsic value and dignity,
finds fertile ground in these discussions about the future of work and the
rights of workers in the digital age.

Racial Justice and Systemic Oppression

While the Communist Manifesto primarily focuses on class as the central
driver of historical change, its broader critique of power structures and
systemic oppression has been integrated into analyses of racial injustice in
the USA. Many scholars and activists argue that capitalism and racism are
intertwined, with economic exploitation often disproportionately affecting
racialized communities. The concept of intersectionality, which recognizes
how different forms of oppression (class, race, gender) overlap, draws upon a
critical tradition that includes Marxist thought.

The historical context of racial inequality in the US, often linked to
economic disenfranchisement and exploitation, provides a fertile ground for
examining how class and race intersect. Movements like Black Lives Matter,
while primarily focused on racial justice, also address economic disparities
and the systemic factors that perpetuate inequality, demonstrating how
critiques of capitalism can inform broader struggles for liberation and
social justice.

Environmental Justice and Anti-Capitalist Critiques

Concerns about environmental degradation and climate change have also led to
critiques of capitalism that resonate with the Manifesto. The relentless
pursuit of profit within a capitalist system is often blamed for
unsustainable practices, resource depletion, and pollution. Movements
advocating for environmental justice often highlight how the burdens of
environmental damage disproportionately fall on marginalized communities,
echoing the Manifesto's concern with the exploitation of both people and the
environment.

The critique of capitalism’s inherent drive for endless growth and
consumption, as posited by Marx and Engels, is central to many contemporary
environmental movements. The idea that the pursuit of profit at all costs
leads to ecological destruction aligns with a Marxist analysis of
capitalism’s fundamental contradictions, suggesting that a radical shift in



economic systems might be necessary to address the climate crisis
effectively.

Identity Politics and the Struggle for Emancipation

The Manifesto's call for the emancipation of the proletariat has, in some
instances, been adapted by movements focused on other forms of identity and
oppression. While Marx's primary focus was on class, later Marxist-influenced
thinkers have applied similar analytical frameworks to understand and
challenge patriarchal structures, heteronormativity, and other forms of
social domination. The struggle for liberation, as envisioned in the
Manifesto, can be seen as a precursor to broader movements seeking freedom
from various forms of societal control and discrimination.

The idea of a unified struggle against oppression, as articulated in the
Manifesto's call for international solidarity among workers, can be seen to
inform contemporary movements that address the interconnectedness of various
forms of social injustice. While the specific groups being emancipated may
differ, the underlying principle of challenging dominant power structures and
striving for a more equitable society connects contemporary identity-based
movements to the broader legacy of emancipatory thought that includes Marxist
ideas.

Understanding the Nuances: Direct vs. Indirect
Influence

It is crucial to distinguish between direct adoption of the Communist
Manifesto's specific prescriptions and its indirect influence as a critical
framework. While few contemporary social change movements in the USA
explicitly advocate for a Leninist-style revolution or the establishment of a
one-party state, the analytical tools and critiques offered by Marx and
Engels remain potent.

The Manifesto as a Lens for Analysis

Many American activists and scholars utilize the Communist Manifesto as a
powerful lens through which to analyze the workings of contemporary
capitalism. Its concepts of class, alienation, commodity fetishism, and
historical materialism provide valuable frameworks for understanding power
dynamics, economic inequality, and the cultural impact of market forces, even
if they do not seek to implement communism as a political system. The
Manifesto offers a vocabulary and a conceptual toolkit for dissecting
societal problems.

The Manifesto's enduring relevance lies not necessarily in its proposed
solutions but in its diagnostic power. It helps identify systemic issues
within capitalist societies, such as the concentration of wealth, the



exploitation of labor, and the alienation of individuals from their work and
from each other. This analytical utility allows contemporary movements to
articulate grievances and propose alternative visions, often without
explicitly identifying as Marxist.

Distinguishing Marxist Principles from State
Communism

A common point of confusion and misinterpretation in the US context is the
conflation of the core ideas in the Communist Manifesto with the historical
realities of 20th-century state communism. The Manifesto itself is a critique
of capitalism and a vision for a classless society, but it does not provide a
detailed blueprint for governance. Many who draw upon Marxist analysis in the
US are critical of authoritarian regimes that have claimed the mantle of
communism, focusing instead on Marx's critiques of exploitation and
inequality, and his vision for a more just and equitable society.

It is important to separate the theoretical underpinnings of Marx's critique
of capitalism from the specific political systems that arose in its name.
Many who engage with Marxist thought in the US are interested in its insights
into power, economics, and social structures, rather than advocating for the
political models that emerged in the Soviet Union or other communist states.
This distinction is key to understanding the nuanced ways in which Marxist
ideas continue to inform social change efforts.

Challenges and Misconceptions of the Communist
Manifesto in the US Context

Despite its analytical utility and historical echoes, the Communist Manifesto
faces significant challenges and widespread misconceptions within the
American socio-political landscape, largely stemming from historical events
and ideological conditioning.

The Stigma of "Communism"

The term "communism" itself carries a heavy negative stigma in the United
States, largely due to the Cold War and decades of anti-communist propaganda.
The association of communism with authoritarian regimes, suppression of
dissent, and economic failures has created a deep-seated public suspicion and
aversion to anything perceived as communist. Consequently, any movement or
idea that draws even loosely from the Communist Manifesto often faces
immediate dismissal or accusations of radicalism, regardless of the specific
policy proposals or analytical frameworks being employed.

This historical baggage makes it difficult for nuanced discussions about
economic inequality, worker rights, or critiques of capitalism to gain
traction if they are perceived as being influenced by Marxism. The label



"communist" or "socialist" is often used as a political weapon to discredit
ideas and movements, regardless of their actual substance or their potential
alignment with the historical context and theoretical nuances of the
Communist Manifesto.

Misinterpretations of Marx's Theories

Beyond the broad stigma of communism, specific misinterpretations of Marx's
theories further complicate the reception of the Communist Manifesto in the
US. For instance, the idea that Marx advocated for the complete abolition of
private property often overlooks his focus on the "private property of the
bourgeoisie"—the means of production—rather than personal possessions.
Furthermore, the notion that Marx predicted inevitable, deterministic
outcomes can obscure the agency and revolutionary potential he attributed to
the proletariat.

Common misunderstandings also arise regarding the Manifesto's call for
revolution. While it does advocate for the overthrow of the existing social
order, the specifics of this transition and the nature of the future society
are presented as evolving, rather than a rigid, pre-determined outcome. These
misinterpretations can lead to caricatures of Marxist thought, making it
easier to dismiss its relevance to contemporary social change in the USA.

Conclusion: The Enduring Dialogue on Social
Change and the Communist Manifesto

In conclusion, the Communist Manifesto, despite its 19th-century origins and
the historical baggage associated with its name, remains a remarkably
relevant text for understanding social change in the United States. Its core
critiques of capitalism—class struggle, worker alienation, and the inherent
contradictions of the system—continue to resonate with contemporary issues
such as vast economic inequality, precarious labor conditions in the gig
economy, and systemic oppressions. While direct adoption of communist
political models is largely absent, the analytical frameworks provided by
Marx and Engels offer valuable tools for dissecting societal power structures
and advocating for a more equitable society. The enduring dialogue
surrounding the Communist Manifesto's relevance to social change in the USA
highlights the persistent questions about wealth distribution, worker rights,
and the fundamental fairness of the economic system.

Frequently Asked Questions

How does the Communist Manifesto's critique of



capitalism resonate with contemporary social
inequalities in the USA?

The Manifesto's analysis of class struggle, exploitation of labor, and the
concentration of wealth in the hands of a few remains relevant to
understanding persistent income inequality, wage stagnation, and the power of
corporations in the US. Concepts like alienation and commodification of labor
can be seen in discussions about precarious work and the gig economy.

In what ways can the Communist Manifesto's call for
'abolition of all private property' be interpreted
in the context of modern American debates about
wealth and ownership?

While a literal interpretation of abolishing all private property isn't a
mainstream US political goal, the Manifesto's underlying critique of extreme
private accumulation and its impact on social well-being can inform
discussions on progressive taxation, wealth taxes, affordable housing
initiatives, and the role of public ownership in essential services.

Are there specific movements or protests in the USA
today that echo the spirit or strategies outlined in
the Communist Manifesto?

While not explicitly Marxist, movements advocating for workers' rights,
wealth redistribution, and systemic critiques of capitalism, such as aspects
of the Occupy movement or certain labor union actions, can be seen as drawing
from the Manifesto's spirit of challenging existing power structures and
demanding greater economic justice.

How does the Manifesto's concept of 'historical
materialism' influence contemporary analyses of
social change in the USA?

Historical materialism, the idea that economic and social conditions drive
historical development, provides a framework for understanding how shifts in
technology, labor markets, and economic systems in the US have shaped social
relations, political ideologies, and ongoing social movements.

Does the Manifesto's view on the role of the state
have any bearing on current US policy debates?

The Manifesto's critique of the state as an instrument of the ruling class
can be linked to contemporary debates in the US about government regulation,
corporate influence in politics, and the extent to which state policies serve
the interests of the wealthy versus the broader population.



How might the Manifesto's analysis of 'false
consciousness' be applied to understanding
consumerism and media influence in the USA?

The concept of 'false consciousness' can be used to analyze how consumer
culture, advertising, and media narratives in the US might distract from
underlying social and economic problems, promoting a focus on individual
consumption rather than collective action for systemic change.

In what ways does the Manifesto's emphasis on the
'proletariat' relate to discussions about working-
class struggles and identity in contemporary
America?

The Manifesto's identification of the proletariat as the revolutionary class
can be seen as a precursor to modern discussions about the challenges faced
by the working class in the US, including wage theft, lack of benefits, and
the decline of manufacturing jobs, and their collective potential for
political agency.

Can the Manifesto's prediction of capitalism's
inherent contradictions offer insights into current
economic challenges in the USA?

The Manifesto's argument that capitalism contains internal contradictions,
such as cycles of boom and bust, overproduction, and growing inequality, can
be used to interpret and analyze current economic issues in the US, including
recessions, financial crises, and the impact of automation.

How has the understanding of 'revolution' as
presented in the Communist Manifesto evolved in 1its
relevance to social change in the USA?

While the Manifesto's call for violent revolution is not widely accepted in
the US, its underlying idea of fundamental societal transformation through
collective action and the challenging of established power structures
continues to inform discussions about gradual reform, policy change, and the
potential for grassroots activism in the USA.

What are the most common criticisms of applying the
Communist Manifesto's ideas to contemporary social
change in the USA?

Common criticisms include the historical failures of states that claimed to
implement Marxist principles, the Manifesto's perceived neglect of individual



liberties and democratic processes, and the argument that its economic
predictions have not fully materialized in modern, mixed economies like the
us.

Additional Resources

Here are 9 book titles related to the relevance of the Communist Manifesto to
social change in the USA, with descriptions:

1.

Echoes of Marx: The Manifesto's American Resonance

This book examines how the core tenets of the Communist Manifesto, such as
class struggle, alienation, and the critique of capitalism, have manifested
and been debated within the context of American history. It explores how
various social movements, from the labor movement to the civil rights era,
have either consciously or unconsciously echoed Marxist ideas. The author
delves into specific instances and intellectual traditions where the
Manifesto's critique of societal structures found purchase in the American
landscape, highlighting its enduring, albeit often controversial, relevance.

2.

Beyond the Red Scare: Rediscovering the Manifesto's
American Legacy

This work argues for a nuanced understanding of the Communist Manifesto's
influence in the United States, moving past the Cold War-era fear and
repression. It investigates how American intellectuals, activists, and
artists engaged with Marxist thought, even without overt adherence to
communism. The book highlights the ways in which critiques of inequality and
exploitation, central to the Manifesto, have informed progressive and radical
American thought and activism.

3.

Capitalism's Discontents: The Manifesto's Unfinished
American Conversation

This title focuses on how the persistent critiques of capitalism laid out in
the Communist Manifesto continue to resonate in contemporary American
society. It analyzes current issues like economic inequality, precarious
labor, and the concentration of wealth as evidence of ongoing class conflict.
The book posits that the Manifesto offers a framework for understanding and
addressing these enduring social and economic challenges in the USA.

4,



From Labor to Liberation: The Manifesto's Impact on
American Social Movements

This book traces the historical threads connecting the Communist Manifesto to
significant social change movements in the United States. It explores how the
Manifesto's analysis of the proletariat and its call for collective action
inspired early labor unions and subsequent movements for workers' rights. The
author details how the concept of class consciousness and the critique of
oppressive systems, central to the Manifesto, have been adapted and applied
by various groups fighting for justice and equality.

5.

The American Dream vs. The Communist Manifesto: A
Clash of Ideals

This comparative study investigates the fundamental ideological differences
and surprising overlaps between the American ideal of individual opportunity
and the collectivist critiques presented in the Communist Manifesto. It
examines how the pursuit of the American Dream has been challenged by
systemic inequalities that the Manifesto sought to explain and dismantle. The
book considers whether certain tenets of the Manifesto can offer valuable
perspectives on addressing failures within the American system.

6.

Marx in America: The Enduring Critique of Social
Inequality

This book argues that while communism as a political system struggled in the
U.S., the Communist Manifesto's critique of social inequality remains highly
relevant to understanding American society. It dissects how concepts like
exploitation, alienation, and class stratification, as articulated by Marx
and Engels, continue to shape American social and economic realities. The
author uses contemporary data and historical examples to demonstrate the
persistent applicability of the Manifesto's analytical tools.

7.

Manifesto for a New America: Lessons from the
Communist Past

This title explores how the core critiques of power structures and economic
disparities found in the Communist Manifesto can inform contemporary efforts
for social change in the USA. It suggests that while the specific historical
context of the Manifesto differs, its insights into the dynamics of class and
capital remain potent. The book encourages a re-examination of the
Manifesto's analytical framework to address modern American social and
economic injustices.



America's Class Wars: The Ghost of the Manifesto

This work examines the historical and ongoing class conflicts in the United
States through the lens of the Communist Manifesto. It analyzes how the
Manifesto's predictions about the development of capitalism and its inherent
contradictions have played out on American soil. The author investigates how
class consciousness, or its absence, has influenced the trajectory of social
change and political discourse in the U.S.

9.

Reclaiming the Manifesto: Radical Hope for American
Society

This book reinterprets the Communist Manifesto not as a blueprint for
revolution, but as a powerful critique of systemic injustice that can inspire
contemporary efforts for social transformation in the USA. It focuses on the
Manifesto's enduring message of solidarity and its call for a more equitable
society. The author argues that understanding the Manifesto's core ideas is
crucial for developing effective strategies to combat poverty, inequality,
and exploitation in modern America.
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