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The Communist Manifesto, penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, presents a
radical critique of capitalist society and outlines a vision for a classless
future. While often viewed through a European lens, its foundational ideas
have resonated, sometimes controversially, within the American political
landscape. Understanding these core concepts—such as class struggle,
historical materialism, and the critique of private property—is crucial for
grasping their enduring, albeit often distorted, presence in United States
politics. This article delves into the foundational ideas of the Communist
Manifesto and explores their impact and reception in the U.S., examining how
these theories have shaped debates on economic inequality, social justice,
and the role of government in American discourse.
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Historical Materialism: The Driving Force of
History in the U.S. Context

Historical materialism, a cornerstone of Marxist thought presented in the
Communist Manifesto, posits that the primary driving force of history is the
development of material conditions, specifically the economic base of
society. This theory suggests that the way humans produce and reproduce their
means of existence shapes their social relations, political structures, and
cultural ideas. In the United States, this concept, though not always



explicitly acknowledged, can be seen influencing analyses of societal change.
For instance, understanding the transition from an agrarian economy to an
industrial powerhouse, and now to a service- and information-based economy,
provides a materialist framework for examining shifts in American political
power, social stratification, and ideological evolution. The ongoing debates
about automation, globalization, and the future of work in the U.S. can be
partially understood through this lens, as they focus on fundamental changes
in the material base of American society and their inevitable impact on
social and political structures.

The Communist Manifesto argues that the mode of production, from feudalism to
capitalism, has always been characterized by inherent contradictions that
eventually lead to its overthrow and replacement by a new system. This idea
of historical progression, driven by economic forces, has found a curious
place in American intellectual history, even outside explicitly socialist
circles. Thinkers and commentators who analyze long-term trends in American
economic development, the rise and fall of industries, and the evolving
distribution of wealth often employ implicit materialist reasoning. The focus
on economic determinism, while often simplified, allows for an examination of
how changes in technology, resource availability, and labor organization have
fundamentally altered the American landscape and its political dynamics. The
enduring fascination with manifest destiny, for example, can be viewed,
albeit distantly, as a belief in an inevitable historical trajectory, albeit
one framed by national expansion rather than class revolution.

Class Struggle: The American Experience and
Marxist Theory

The Communist Manifesto famously declares that "The history of all hitherto
existing society is the history of class struggles." This central tenet
asserts that societal progress is driven by the conflict between opposing
social classes, primarily the oppressors and the oppressed. In the United
States, while the narrative of a purely classless society has often been
promoted, the reality of economic stratification and its attendant conflicts
is undeniable. The persistent dialogue surrounding income inequality, the
struggles of labor unions, and the debates over wealth distribution are all
manifestations of class-based tensions within the American context. The
Communist Manifesto's analysis of the inherent antagonism between the
bourgeoisie (owners of the means of production) and the proletariat (the
working class) provides a framework for understanding these ongoing American
struggles.

The historical development of the United States, from its early agrarian
roots to its industrial zenith and its current digital age, has been
punctuated by significant class-based conflicts. The labor movements of the
late 19th and early 20th centuries, marked by strikes, protests, and demands
for better working conditions and fair wages, directly echo the class



struggle outlined by Marx and Engels. While outright revolution has not
occurred in the U.S., the persistent advocacy for workers' rights, the
debates over minimum wage, and the growing divide between the wealthy and the
working class all speak to the enduring relevance of understanding American
society through the prism of class antagonism. The Communist Manifesto's
prediction of the proletariat eventually rising to overthrow the bourgeoisie,
while a more radical proposition, informs ongoing discussions about economic
justice and the redistribution of power in American politics.

The Historical Context of Class Formation in the
U.S.

The formation of distinct social classes in the United States is deeply
intertwined with its unique historical trajectory. Unlike many European
nations with long-established feudal systems, the U.S. began as a nation
built on land ownership and, tragically, on the foundation of chattel
slavery, which itself represented a brutal form of class and racial
oppression. The abolition of slavery created a new dynamic, but the legacy of
racial subjugation continued to influence class structures. The rise of
industrial capitalism in the late 19th century then solidified the emergence
of a powerful industrial bourgeoisie and a vast industrial proletariat. This
period saw intense class conflict as workers organized to challenge the
exploitative conditions imposed by industrialists.

Contemporary Manifestations of Class in American
Politics

In contemporary U.S. politics, class distinctions continue to shape political
discourse and electoral outcomes. Issues such as healthcare access,
educational opportunities, tax policies, and social safety nets are often
framed by underlying class interests. The growing awareness of the widening
income gap, the stagnation of wages for many working-class families, and the
concentration of wealth at the top are frequently discussed in terms of class
disparity. Political movements and ideologies, from progressive calls for
wealth redistribution to more conservative arguments emphasizing individual
economic freedom, often engage, directly or indirectly, with the realities of
class. The Communist Manifesto's focus on the inherent exploitation within
capitalism remains a touchstone for many critiques of the contemporary
American economic system.

Critique of Private Property and its Echoes in



U.S. Debates

One of the most controversial and central ideas in the Communist Manifesto is
the abolition of private property, specifically "bourgeois private property,"
which refers to the private ownership of the means of production. Marx and
Engels argued that private ownership of capital is the bedrock of
exploitation, allowing the bourgeoisie to extract surplus value from the
labor of the proletariat. This critique has reverberated, often in distorted
forms, through American political debates. While outright calls for the
abolition of all private property are rare and often dismissed as radical,
the underlying sentiment of questioning the fairness and equity of extreme
private wealth accumulation, and advocating for greater collective ownership
or regulation of certain resources, can be seen as a distant echo.

The American emphasis on individual liberty and property rights is deeply
ingrained in its political culture, often making direct engagement with the
Manifesto's critique of private property challenging. However, discussions
around public lands, natural resources, intellectual property, and the role
of corporations in society touch upon the fundamental questions about who
should control and benefit from essential assets. Debates over eminent
domain, environmental regulations that restrict private land use, and
antitrust laws aimed at breaking up monopolies all reflect societal anxieties
about the unchecked power that accrues through vast private ownership of the
means of production and distribution. The Communist Manifesto, by directly
challenging this foundational concept, forces a deeper examination of the
social contract surrounding property in any capitalist society.

The American Conception of Property Rights

The U.S. Constitution, particularly the Fifth Amendment's Due Process Clause
and Takings Clause, reflects a strong commitment to protecting private
property. This legal and philosophical tradition emphasizes the right of
individuals and corporations to own, use, and dispose of their property with
minimal government interference. This bedrock principle of American
capitalism is often contrasted with socialist ideologies that advocate for
greater social or state control over the means of production. The historical
emphasis on yeoman farmers and individual land ownership also played a role
in shaping this deep-seated cultural value.

Modern Debates on Wealth Inequality and Property

Contemporary debates in the U.S. concerning wealth inequality, corporate
power, and the equitable distribution of resources can be seen as grappling
with the implications of unchecked private property accumulation. Progressive
movements often advocate for higher taxes on the wealthy, stricter



regulations on corporate behavior, and increased investment in public goods,
all of which implicitly question the absolute dominion of private property
when it leads to widespread social disadvantage. The "Occupy Wall Street"
movement, for instance, highlighted concerns about the disproportionate power
and wealth held by the "1%," echoing the Manifesto's critique of concentrated
capital, even if its proposed solutions were not explicitly Marxist.

The Bourgeoisie and the Proletariat: American
Societal Divisions

The Communist Manifesto's fundamental division of society into two primary
antagonistic classes, the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, provides a
powerful analytical tool for understanding social and economic divisions
within the United States. The bourgeoisie, owning the means of production –
factories, land, capital – are the employers, while the proletariat,
possessing only their labor power, are the employed. While the American
narrative often emphasizes upward mobility and a large middle class, the
underlying class dynamic described by Marx remains relevant. The
concentration of wealth and power in the hands of a relatively small segment
of the population, while a large portion of the workforce struggles with
stagnant wages, job insecurity, and limited economic opportunity, mirrors
this core Marxist dichotomy.

The evolution of the American economy has seen shifts in the composition of
both the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. While the classic image of the
factory owner and the industrial worker still holds some resonance, the
"bourgeoisie" now includes financiers, tech moguls, and corporate executives,
and the "proletariat" encompasses not only manual laborers but also service
workers, knowledge workers, and gig economy participants. Nevertheless, the
fundamental relationship of ownership versus labor, and the inherent
potential for exploitation and conflict arising from it, remains a salient
feature of the American socio-economic structure. The Communist Manifesto's
emphasis on the inherent conflict in this relationship continues to inform
critiques of capitalism in the U.S.

Defining the Bourgeoisie in the American Context

In the United States, the "bourgeoisie" can be broadly understood to include
individuals and groups who derive their income and power primarily from
owning and controlling capital, businesses, and the means of production. This
encompasses business owners, industrialists, financiers, and major
shareholders. Their economic success is often attributed to their ability to
invest capital, manage enterprises, and profit from the labor of others. The
political influence of this class in the U.S. is significant, often
manifesting through campaign donations, lobbying efforts, and the shaping of



economic policy to favor their interests.

Understanding the American Proletariat

The "proletariat" in the American context refers to the working class, those
who do not own the means of production and must sell their labor power to
survive. This group is diverse, ranging from factory workers and retail
employees to service industry staff, healthcare professionals, and even many
white-collar workers whose jobs are subject to market fluctuations and
employer control. The Communist Manifesto's analysis highlights the shared
experience of wage labor, the potential for exploitation, and the common
interests that can unite this class, even amidst internal divisions.

Abolition of the Family and the Reorganization
of Society: American Interpretations

The Communist Manifesto's assertion that "the bourgeois sees in his wife a
mere instrument of production" and that communism would lead to the
"abolition of the family" has been one of the most inflammatory and
misunderstood aspects of the text. Marx and Engels were critiquing the
traditional bourgeois family as an economic unit based on private property
and inherited wealth, not advocating for the destruction of all familial
bonds. They envisioned a society where relationships would be based on
genuine affection rather than economic necessity, and where the burden of
childcare and domestic labor would be socialized. In the U.S., these ideas
have often been misconstrued as an attack on traditional values and the
sanctity of the family unit, leading to strong reactions against any
perceived socialist or communist influence.

Despite the misinterpretations, the ongoing societal discussions in the U.S.
about work-life balance, the division of domestic labor, the role of
government in supporting families through social programs, and evolving
definitions of family structure can be seen as engaging, albeit indirectly,
with the underlying concerns that Marx and Engels raised. The increasing
participation of women in the workforce, the rise of dual-income households,
and the growing acceptance of diverse family arrangements challenge the
traditional model of the family as solely an economic and reproductive unit
tied to inherited property. The Communist Manifesto's radical call for a
reevaluation of these structures, while framed within a revolutionary
context, resonates with contemporary debates about social progress and the
changing nature of human relationships in a modern economy.



Misconceptions of "Abolition of the Family"

A significant source of misunderstanding regarding the Communist Manifesto's
stance on the family stems from a literal interpretation of the phrase
"abolition of the family." Critics often portray this as a call for the
elimination of all close personal relationships and a communal upbringing of
children. However, Marx and Engels were specifically targeting the bourgeois
family, which they viewed as a product of capitalist property relations,
where marriage was often an economic contract and children were seen as
inheritors of property. Their vision was not one of atomized individuals but
of a society where affection and mutual support, rather than economic
dependency, would form the basis of relationships.

Contemporary Family Structures and Social Support

Modern American society has witnessed profound changes in family structures,
moving beyond the nuclear family model that was dominant for much of the 20th
century. Single-parent households, blended families, same-sex parent
families, and chosen families are increasingly recognized. Concurrently,
there are ongoing debates about the role of social institutions in supporting
families, such as universal childcare, paid family leave, and affordable
housing. These discussions, while not directly driven by the Communist
Manifesto, touch upon the idea of social responsibility for the well-being of
individuals and families, a concept that aligns with the Manifesto's broader
critique of the limitations of the private, individualistic family unit in a
capitalist society.

The Role of the State and Political Power in
U.S. Discourse

The Communist Manifesto outlines a vision where, after a successful
proletarian revolution, the state, as an instrument of class oppression,
would eventually "wither away." However, in the transitional phase, it
describes a "dictatorship of the proletariat," a powerful state apparatus
used to suppress counter-revolution and implement socialist policies. In the
United States, the concept of the state and its role in society is a
perpetual subject of intense political debate. While the idea of a
"dictatorship of the proletariat" is anathema to American political
traditions, the underlying discussions about the reach of government, the
balance between individual liberty and collective well-being, and the use of
state power to address economic and social inequalities are deeply relevant.

The Communist Manifesto's critique of the state as an organ of the ruling
class has influenced various strains of American political thought,



particularly those on the left, who often view government intervention as
necessary to counteract the power of capital. Conversely, libertarian and
conservative perspectives in the U.S. tend to view any expansion of state
power with suspicion, seeing it as a threat to individual freedom and
economic liberty. The debates over government regulation of industries,
social welfare programs, and the distribution of resources all engage with
fundamental questions about the purpose and limits of state authority,
echoing, in a different ideological context, the Marxist analysis of the
state’s role in maintaining or challenging existing power structures.

The Marxist View of the State

According to the Communist Manifesto, the state in a class-divided society is
not a neutral arbiter but an instrument wielded by the dominant class to
maintain its power and suppress opposing classes. In capitalist societies,
the state is seen as serving the interests of the bourgeoisie by protecting
private property, enforcing contracts favorable to capital, and suppressing
labor movements. The "dictatorship of the proletariat," as envisioned by
Marx, would be a temporary state form used by the working class to dismantle
the old capitalist state and establish a socialist order, after which the
state's necessity would diminish.

Debates on State Intervention in the U.S.

American political discourse is characterized by persistent debates over the
appropriate level of government intervention in the economy and society.
Conservatives and libertarians generally advocate for a limited state,
emphasizing free markets and individual responsibility. Progressives and
socialists, on the other hand, often call for a more active state role in
regulating industries, providing social safety nets, and addressing economic
inequality. These debates, while couched in American terms of liberty,
fairness, and opportunity, touch upon the core Marxist question of whether
the state should primarily protect private capital or actively intervene to
ensure social and economic justice for the working populace.

Critiques and Misinterpretations of Communist
Ideas in U.S. Politics

The Communist Manifesto's ideas have faced significant opposition and
misinterpretation within the United States, largely due to historical events
like the Cold War and the association of communism with authoritarian
regimes. The term "communism" itself has become a pejorative in much of
American political discourse, often used to label any progressive policy that



involves increased government regulation, social welfare programs, or wealth
redistribution. This has led to a caricature of Marxist thought, where
nuanced critiques of capitalism are dismissed as advocating for
totalitarianism or the destruction of individual freedom, rather than a more
equitable economic system.

Misinterpretations often focus on the most radical and potentially disruptive
proposals of the Manifesto, such as the abolition of private property and the
family, without adequately contextualizing them within Marx and Engels'
specific critique of bourgeois society and their envisioned transitional
phase. The historical failures of Soviet-style communism, characterized by
suppression of dissent and economic stagnation, have also cast a long shadow,
leading many Americans to equate any form of socialism or even strong social
democracy with these undesirable outcomes. This has created a significant
barrier to a dispassionate analysis of the Communist Manifesto's foundational
ideas and their potential relevance to contemporary challenges in the U.S.

The Cold War Legacy and Anti-Communism

The intense ideological struggle of the Cold War profoundly shaped American
perceptions of communism. For decades, the United States framed itself as the
bastion of democracy and capitalism against the perceived threat of Soviet
communism. This created a deep-seated anti-communist sentiment that permeated
American society, politics, and culture. Any ideology or policy remotely
associated with Marxism, socialism, or communism was often demonized and used
to discredit political opponents, regardless of the actual substance of their
proposals. This historical context explains much of the visceral reaction to
any discussion of communist foundational ideas in the U.S.

Stereotyping and Red Baiting

The practice of "red baiting," or accusing individuals or groups of being
communists or communist sympathizers to discredit them, became a common
tactic in American politics. This often involved misrepresenting or
exaggerating the views of those who advocated for social reforms, labor
rights, or greater economic equality. The Communist Manifesto and its authors
became symbols of this perceived threat, leading to a widespread
misunderstanding of its core tenets. For example, calls for universal
healthcare or a strong social safety net have, at various times, been labeled
as "socialist" or "communist" to evoke negative connotations and shut down
debate.



Conclusion: Enduring Legacy and Modern
Manifestations

The foundational ideas of the Communist Manifesto—class struggle, historical
materialism, the critique of private property, and the analysis of capitalist
exploitation—while often viewed with suspicion or outright rejection in the
United States, have undeniably left an imprint on American political and
social discourse. The ongoing debates about economic inequality, the power of
corporations, workers' rights, and the role of government in addressing
social problems can be seen as engaging with the core questions raised by
Marx and Engels. While the American political system has largely resisted
revolutionary upheaval and embraced capitalist principles, the underlying
tensions and contradictions that the Communist Manifesto sought to expose
continue to resonate. Understanding these foundational ideas, even in their
critically examined and often distorted forms, provides a valuable lens
through which to analyze the persistent struggles for economic justice and
social equity in the United States, demonstrating the enduring, albeit
complex and contested, legacy of this seminal document.

Frequently Asked Questions

What are the foundational ideas of the Communist
Manifesto and how do they contrast with core tenets
of US politics?
The Communist Manifesto's foundational ideas revolve around class struggle,
the overthrow of capitalism by the proletariat, and the establishment of a
classless society through collective ownership of the means of production.
These starkly contrast with US political ideals that emphasize individual
liberty, private property rights, free markets, and representative democracy,
often viewing collective ownership with suspicion.

How does the Manifesto's concept of 'abolition of
private property' intersect with or challenge
American notions of property rights?
The Manifesto advocates for the abolition of bourgeois private property,
meaning property derived from wage labor. This directly clashes with the
American emphasis on individual ownership of property as a fundamental right,
integral to economic freedom and personal autonomy.

What is the Manifesto's view on class struggle, and



how does this differ from the American political
discourse on social and economic inequality?
The Manifesto posits that history is driven by class struggle between
oppressors and the oppressed (bourgeoisie and proletariat). While US politics
acknowledges economic inequality and debates its causes and solutions, it
rarely frames these issues as an inevitable, revolutionary class conflict but
rather as challenges within a capitalist framework.

How does the Manifesto's call for a 'dictatorship of
the proletariat' relate to the US political system
of checks and balances and separation of powers?
The 'dictatorship of the proletariat' implies a transitional phase where the
working class holds state power to suppress counter-revolution. This is
fundamentally opposed to the US system's separation of powers, checks and
balances, and commitment to representative governance designed to prevent any
single entity from accumulating absolute power.

Does the Manifesto's critique of the family and
religion find any resonance or opposition within
mainstream US political thought?
The Manifesto critiques the bourgeoisie's use of family and religion to
maintain social control. Mainstream US politics generally upholds the
importance of family structures and freedom of religion as vital societal
institutions and individual rights, viewing such critiques as corrosive to
social order.

In what ways does the Manifesto's emphasis on
internationalism challenge the concept of national
sovereignty prevalent in US foreign policy?
The Manifesto's famous slogan, 'Workers of the world, unite!', promotes
international proletarian solidarity against national bourgeoisie. This
challenges US foreign policy, which often prioritizes national interests,
sovereignty, and bilateral or multilateral agreements based on national
advantage.

How has the historical legacy of socialist and
communist ideas, influenced by the Manifesto,
impacted American labor movements and political
debates?
While never dominant, ideas from the Manifesto have influenced segments of



American labor movements and radical political thought, contributing to
debates on workers' rights, economic regulation, and social safety nets.
However, these ideas have also been broadly rejected or demonized in
mainstream American politics, often associated with Cold War-era anti-
communism.

What role does the Manifesto's idea of the state
withering away play in discussions about the size
and scope of government in the US?
The Manifesto envisions a future communist society where the state, as an
instrument of class oppression, eventually withers away. This is in stark
contrast to ongoing US political debates about the role and size of
government, with many Americans advocating for limited government
intervention and others supporting a more active role in social welfare and
economic regulation, but rarely with the goal of its complete abolition.

Are there any parallels or overlaps in the
Manifesto's critique of alienation under capitalism
and contemporary discussions in US politics about
economic insecurity or job satisfaction?
The Manifesto's concept of alienation, where workers are estranged from their
labor and its products under capitalism, finds echoes in contemporary US
discussions about economic insecurity, the gig economy, precarious work, and
the search for meaningful employment and work-life balance. While the
proposed solutions differ drastically, the diagnosis of potential
dehumanizing aspects of modern work shares some common ground.

Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the foundational ideas of the Communist
Manifesto and their connection to U.S. politics, each starting with `

`:

1.

Class Struggle in the American Dream

This book explores how the Marxist concept of class



struggle, central to the Communist Manifesto, has
manifested and evolved within the unique socio-
economic landscape of the United States. It analyzes
the historical and ongoing tensions between labor
and capital, and how these dynamics have shaped
American political discourse and policy. The author
examines instances where class consciousness has
emerged or been suppressed in the U.S. context,
offering a critical perspective on American
exceptionalism.

2.

The Specter of Communism: American Fears and
Realities

This work delves into the pervasive fear of
communism that has haunted U.S. politics since the
Cold War era, directly referencing the "specter"
invoked in the Communist Manifesto. It dissects how
the ideas of Marx and Engels were translated,
distorted, and utilized in American political
campaigns and domestic policy, particularly during
periods of McCarthyism and anti-leftist sentiment.
The book distinguishes between the actual tenets of
communism and the often-demonized image constructed
within the American political imagination.

3.

Alienation in the Land of Opportunity

Drawing on Marx's concept of alienation, this book
investigates how industrialization and capitalism in



the U.S. have impacted the individual worker's sense
of self and purpose. It examines how the pursuit of
profit and the division of labor, as described in
the Manifesto, contribute to feelings of
estrangement from one's work, its product, oneself,
and others within the American context. The author
connects these philosophical ideas to contemporary
issues of job satisfaction, economic inequality, and
the search for meaning in American society.

4.

Revolution from Above: Elite Power and the Communist
Manifesto

This book reinterprets the Communist Manifesto's
call for revolution by examining how, in the U.S.,
powerful elites have sometimes co-opted or adapted
radical ideas to maintain their own dominance or
enact significant societal changes. It explores how
certain policies and political movements, while not
explicitly communist, have utilized rhetoric or
strategies that echo the Manifesto's critiques of
existing power structures. The author questions
whether true revolutionary change, as envisioned by
Marx, can occur without a genuine grassroots
movement or if it can be engineered from the top
down.

5.

The Proletariat's Paradox: Labor and Politics in
America



This title uses the Communist Manifesto's central
concept of the proletariat (the working class) to
analyze its complex and often contradictory role in
American politics. It explores how the American
working class has been historically divided by
factors like race, ethnicity, and ideology,
hindering the unified political action envisioned by
Marx. The book investigates why the predicted
overthrow of capitalism by the proletariat has not
materialized in the U.S. in the same way it has
elsewhere, examining the impact of consumerism and
social mobility.

6.

The Communist Manifesto's Echoes in American Reform
Movements

This book traces the influence of the Communist
Manifesto's foundational ideas on various
progressive and reform movements throughout American
history. It highlights how critiques of
exploitation, inequality, and the concentration of
wealth, articulated by Marx and Engels, have
resonated with American reformers seeking social
justice. The author explores how these movements,
even if not overtly communist, have pushed for
policies that address issues raised in the
Manifesto, such as workers' rights and economic
redistribution.

7.

Capitalism's Contradictions: A U.S. Marxist Analysis



This study applies the Marxist analysis of
capitalism's inherent contradictions, a cornerstone
of the Communist Manifesto, to the modern American
economy. It examines how issues like overproduction,
the tendency of the rate of profit to fall, and the
cyclical nature of economic crises are evident in
the U.S. context. The book argues that these
internal tensions within American capitalism, as
predicted by Marx, continue to fuel social unrest
and political debate.

8.

The Abolition of Private Property: American Debates
and Realities

This book engages with the Communist Manifesto's
radical proposal to abolish private property and
explores its reception and impact on American
political thought and action. It analyzes historical
movements and contemporary debates in the U.S. that
have challenged the sanctity of private property,
from labor unions demanding worker control to
discussions about public ownership and wealth
redistribution. The author examines how the American
emphasis on individual ownership has both resisted
and, at times, been influenced by critiques of this
concept.

9.

False Consciousness and the American Electorate

This title utilizes the Communist Manifesto's



concept of "false consciousness"—where the
proletariat may accept their exploitation—to
understand patterns in American voting behavior and
political ideology. It investigates why, despite
significant economic inequalities, large segments of
the American working class often vote against their
perceived economic interests or fail to coalesce
into a unified political force. The book explores
how cultural narratives, media influence, and
political strategies in the U.S. contribute to this
phenomenon, hindering the kind of class-conscious
revolution Marx anticipated.
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