
communist manifesto relevance in capitalism

The enduring relevance of the Communist Manifesto in the context of modern capitalism is a topic that sparks
considerable debate. Penned by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels in 1848, this foundational text of communism
continues to resonate, offering critical insights into the dynamics of capitalist societies, even centuries after
its publication. While the world has evolved dramatically, many of the core principles and critiques outlined in
the Manifesto remain surprisingly pertinent to understanding contemporary economic and social structures.
This article will delve into the multifaceted ways the Communist Manifesto's ideas can be applied to
contemporary capitalism, exploring its enduring critique of class struggle, its analysis of globalization, its
prescient observations on technological advancement, and its lasting impact on social and political thought.
We will examine how its core arguments about exploitation, alienation, and the inherent contradictions of
capitalism continue to inform discussions about inequality, economic crises, and the future of society.
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Understanding the Communist Manifesto's Core Tenets

To grasp the Communist Manifesto's relevance in capitalism, it's crucial to understand its foundational
arguments. At its heart, the Manifesto posits that history is a history of class struggles, primarily between
the oppressors and the oppressed. In capitalist societies, this dynamic is characterized by the conflict between
the bourgeoisie, the owners of the means of production, and the proletariat, the working class who must sell
their labor to survive. Marx and Engels argued that capitalism, while a revolutionary force in itself,
inevitably breeds its own destruction due to inherent contradictions. They detailed how the bourgeoisie's drive
for profit leads to continuous innovation, expanding global markets, and a relentless pursuit of efficiency,
often at the expense of the proletariat's well-being. The Manifesto also outlines the concept of alienation,
where workers become estranged from their labor, the products of their labor, themselves, and their fellow
human beings due to the repetitive and dehumanizing nature of factory work. Furthermore, it predicts the
concentration of wealth and power in fewer hands, leading to cycles of economic crises and increasing social
unrest.



The Enduring Relevance of Class Struggle in Capitalism

The concept of class struggle, a cornerstone of the Communist Manifesto, remains remarkably relevant when
examining contemporary capitalist economies. While the overt class conflicts of the 19th century may have
evolved, the underlying power dynamics between capital and labor persist. Today, we observe vast disparities
in wealth and income, with a significant portion of global wealth concentrated in the hands of a small elite,
while a large segment of the population struggles with stagnant wages and precarious employment. The
Manifesto's assertion that the bourgeoisie constantly seeks to lower labor costs and increase productivity
finds echoes in modern debates about automation, outsourcing, and the gig economy. The increasing power of
multinational corporations, their influence on political decision-making, and their ability to exploit labor
markets across borders can be viewed through the lens of the Manifesto's critique of bourgeois power. The
widening gap between the rich and the poor, the erosion of worker protections in many regions, and the persistent
challenges of economic inequality all lend credence to the Manifesto's enduring analysis of class conflict. The
very existence of labor unions, worker advocacy groups, and ongoing discussions about wealth redistribution
are testaments to the continued presence of class-based tensions within capitalist systems.

The Bourgeoisie and Proletariat in Modern Society

The classical definitions of bourgeoisie and proletariat have undoubtedly become more complex. In
contemporary capitalism, the "bourgeoisie" can be understood not just as factory owners but also as
shareholders, executives, financiers, and those who derive their income primarily from capital rather than labor.
The "proletariat," conversely, encompasses not only industrial workers but also service sector employees,
knowledge workers, and increasingly, those engaged in the gig economy whose labor is commodified and often
precarious. The Manifesto's prediction that capitalism would concentrate wealth holds true, as evidenced by
the growing dominance of large corporations and the increasing influence of capital over labor. The power
imbalance between these two groups continues to be a central feature of capitalist societies, influencing
everything from policy decisions to everyday economic realities.

Wage Labor and Exploitation in the 21st Century

The Manifesto's analysis of wage labor as a form of exploitation remains a potent critique. Marx argued that
the value of labor power, or the worker's ability to work, is less than the value the worker produces. This
surplus value, appropriated by the capitalist, is the source of profit. In the 21st century, this dynamic plays
out in various ways. Globalization has enabled companies to seek cheaper labor markets, leading to
accusations of exploitation in developing nations. Automation, while increasing efficiency, also raises concerns
about job displacement and downward pressure on wages for remaining workers. The concept of "wage
slavery," though perhaps hyperbolic for some, captures the experience of individuals trapped in low-paying jobs
with limited opportunities for advancement, where their labor primarily benefits employers rather than
themselves. The Manifesto's emphasis on the commodification of labor, where human skills and time are bought
and sold, continues to be a defining characteristic of capitalist economies.

Globalization and the Communist Manifesto's Prognostications

The Communist Manifesto famously declared that capitalism, by its very nature, would break down national
barriers and create a truly global economy. "The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of the world market
given a cosmopolitan character to production and consumption in every country." This observation is
strikingly prescient given the reality of modern globalization. Multinational corporations operate across
borders, sourcing materials and labor from diverse locations and selling their products worldwide. This
global interconnectedness, as predicted by Marx and Engels, has indeed led to the spread of capitalist modes of
production and consumption. However, it has also exacerbated existing inequalities, creating a global division
of labor where certain regions specialize in low-wage manufacturing while others dominate in finance and
technology. The Manifesto's critique of the bourgeoisie's relentless drive to expand markets and overcome



geographical limitations finds a powerful parallel in the complex and often contentious landscape of
contemporary globalization. The ease with which capital can move across borders to seek higher profits and
lower labor costs is a direct manifestation of the forces described by Marx and Engels.

The Global Bourgeoisie and the World Market

The Manifesto's vision of a global bourgeoisie has materialized with the rise of powerful international
corporations. These entities are not beholden to any single nation-state and wield significant economic and
political influence on a global scale. Their operations are designed to maximize profit by leveraging differential
labor costs, regulatory environments, and market opportunities worldwide. This has led to the creation of
complex global supply chains, where the production of a single item can involve multiple countries and diverse
labor forces, often operating under vastly different conditions. The Manifesto foresaw this cosmopolitanism
of production, recognizing that capitalism's inherent need for growth would propel it beyond national
boundaries.

Impact on Developing Nations

The Manifesto's analysis also offers a critical perspective on the impact of globalization on developing
nations. While global trade and investment can bring economic opportunities, they can also lead to the
exploitation of labor, environmental degradation, and the erosion of local economies if not managed equitably.
The pursuit of cheap labor by global capital can create a race to the bottom in terms of wages and working
conditions. The Manifesto's concern for the proletariat, therefore, extends to the global South, where the
dynamics of capitalist expansion can lead to profound social and economic challenges. The concentration of
wealth and power, a key theme in the Manifesto, is also evident on a global scale, with a few developed nations
and corporations often dictating terms to the rest of the world.

Technological Advancement and the Manifestos's Insights

One of the most striking aspects of the Communist Manifesto is its acknowledgement of capitalism's
revolutionary potential through technological innovation. Marx and Engels recognized that the bourgeoisie
"has accomplished wonders far surpassing Egyptian pyramids, Roman aqueducts, and Gothic cathedrals." They
understood that capitalism's competitive nature forces continuous technological advancement, leading to
increased productivity and new modes of production. This observation is exceptionally relevant today. The
digital revolution, automation, artificial intelligence, and the internet are transforming economies at an
unprecedented pace, mirroring the industrial revolution that Marx and Engels witnessed. The Manifesto's
prediction that capitalism would create "its own grave-diggers" can be reinterpreted in the context of
technological unemployment, where advanced automation might displace vast numbers of workers, potentially
creating the social and economic conditions for radical change. The constant drive for efficiency and cost
reduction through technology, a hallmark of capitalism, directly aligns with the Manifesto's core analysis of
bourgeois imperatives.

Automation and the Future of Work

The rise of automation and artificial intelligence presents a contemporary manifestation of the Manifesto's
insights into technological change under capitalism. As machines become more capable of performing tasks
previously done by humans, concerns about widespread job displacement become more pronounced. The Manifesto
argued that capitalism inherently seeks to reduce the cost of labor, and automation is the ultimate tool for
achieving this. This raises questions about the future of work, the distribution of wealth generated by
automated processes, and the potential for increased social inequality if the benefits of these technological
advancements are not widely shared. The concentration of ownership of these advanced technologies in the
hands of a few corporations further reinforces the Manifesto's critique of capital accumulation.



The Internet and Information Control

The internet, a revolutionary technology of our time, can also be examined through the lens of the Manifesto.
While it has democratized information access in many ways, it has also become a powerful tool for capital.
Large tech companies control vast amounts of data, influence public discourse, and generate immense profits
from user information, essentially commodifying human attention and interaction. This raises questions about
who controls the means of information production and dissemination in the digital age, echoing the Manifesto's
concern for the concentration of ownership and power. The digital divide, where access to information and
technology is unevenly distributed, can also be seen as a contemporary manifestation of class divisions.

Critique of Capitalism's Inherent Contradictions

The Communist Manifesto is fundamentally a critique of what Marx and Engels saw as capitalism's inherent
contradictions, which they believed would inevitably lead to its downfall. One of the most significant
contradictions they identified was the tendency towards overproduction. As capitalist enterprises strive for
ever-increasing efficiency and output, they can produce more goods than the market can absorb, leading to
economic downturns and crises. This cyclical nature of boom and bust, characterized by periods of growth
followed by recessions, is a recurring feature of capitalist economies. The Manifesto argued that these crises
were not mere accidents but were systemic consequences of capitalism's logic. The growing gap between the
ability to produce and the ability of the masses to consume, due to unequal distribution of wealth, is a
central theme that resonates strongly in discussions of modern economic instability.

Economic Crises and Recessions

The historical pattern of economic crises, from the Great Depression to the 2008 financial crisis and beyond,
can be analyzed through the framework provided by the Communist Manifesto. Marx and Engels predicted that
the relentless pursuit of profit and the expansion of credit would lead to inherent instability within capitalism.
The tendency for capital to become concentrated in fewer hands, leading to speculation and the creation of
financial bubbles, is a recurring theme that the Manifesto foreshadowed. The Manifesto's insight that capitalism
generates its own crises by its very nature offers a compelling explanation for the recurring economic
turbulence experienced by capitalist societies. The Manifesto's critique of the inherent instability within the
system offers a framework for understanding why these cycles occur.

The Concentration of Wealth and Power

The Manifesto's prediction that capitalism would lead to an ever-greater concentration of wealth and power
in the hands of a few has proven to be remarkably accurate in many respects. Studies consistently show a
widening wealth gap in most capitalist nations, with a small percentage of the population controlling a
disproportionately large share of global assets. This concentration of wealth often translates into
concentrated political power, as wealthy individuals and corporations can exert significant influence over
policy-making. The Manifesto's concern that the "state is but a committee for managing the common affairs of
the whole bourgeoisie" resonates with contemporary analyses of lobbying, campaign finance, and the influence
of special interest groups in shaping legislation and economic policy.

Alienation of Labor in Contemporary Capitalist Societies

The concept of alienation, vividly described in the Communist Manifesto, remains a pertinent aspect of the
experience of work in many contemporary capitalist societies. Marx and Engels argued that under capitalism,
workers are alienated from the product of their labor, the process of their labor, their own human potential,
and from each other. This alienation arises because the worker's labor is not for their own fulfillment but for



the profit of the capitalist. The repetitive, fragmented, and often meaningless nature of many jobs in modern
economies, whether in factories, call centers, or even some white-collar professions, can lead to feelings of
detachment and powerlessness. The worker sells their time and energy as a commodity, with little control over
the ultimate purpose or distribution of their output.

From Factory Floor to Office Cubicle

While the industrial factories of Marx's era have evolved, the principles of alienation persist. In modern service
economies and knowledge work, the nature of alienation may have shifted, but its presence is still felt. Workers
may feel alienated from the ultimate purpose of their company's products or services, especially if they are
disconnected from the end consumer or the broader societal impact of their work. The pressure to perform, meet
targets, and maintain efficiency, often dictated by management or automated systems, can lead to a sense of
dehumanization. The Manifesto's description of labor becoming a mere means to an end, rather than an end in
itself, continues to resonate with many workers today.

The Gig Economy and Precarious Work

The rise of the gig economy and precarious work offers a contemporary illustration of alienation. While
offering flexibility, many gig jobs often lack the security, benefits, and sense of community found in more
traditional employment. Workers in the gig economy can feel alienated from the companies they work for, often
treated as independent contractors with little recourse or investment in their well-being. The constant need to
secure the next job, the uncertainty of income, and the lack of control over the work process itself can amplify
feelings of alienation and powerlessness. This model of labor can be seen as an extension of capitalism's drive
to minimize labor costs and maximize flexibility for capital, often at the expense of worker security and
autonomy, reinforcing the core critiques of the Communist Manifesto.

The Communist Manifesto's Influence on Social and Political
Movements

The Communist Manifesto has been an undeniably potent force in shaping social and political movements
throughout history. Its clear, albeit often controversial, analysis of capitalist society and its call for
radical change have inspired revolutions, labor movements, and intellectual discourse worldwide. Even in
countries that never fully adopted communist systems, the ideas presented in the Manifesto have influenced the
development of welfare states, labor rights, and critiques of unchecked capitalism. The Manifesto's enduring
legacy lies not only in its direct impact on socialist and communist parties but also in its contribution to
broader debates about social justice, economic equality, and the distribution of power within capitalist
societies. Its criticisms have compelled capitalist systems to adapt and reform in various ways to address the
inequalities and injustices it highlighted.

Labor Movements and Worker Rights

The Manifesto's emphasis on the plight of the proletariat provided a powerful theoretical framework for the
development of organized labor movements. The call for workers to unite and demand better wages, working
conditions, and political representation resonated deeply with those who felt exploited by the capitalist
system. The struggles of labor unions to achieve recognition, bargain collectively, and secure basic rights for
workers can be seen as a direct continuation of the class struggle articulated in the Manifesto. The fight for
an eight-hour workday, safe working environments, and social safety nets all owe a debt to the foundational
ideas of solidarity and collective action promoted by Marx and Engels.



Critiques of Inequality and Social Justice

Beyond organized labor, the Communist Manifesto has profoundly influenced intellectual and social movements
focused on inequality and social justice. Its critique of the inherent tendencies of capitalism to concentrate
wealth and create vast disparities has informed countless academic studies, political manifestos, and activist
campaigns. Debates about income inequality, wealth distribution, and the social consequences of capitalist
development often draw upon the analytical tools and historical perspectives provided by Marx and Engels.
The Manifesto's call for a society where the "free development of each is the condition for the free development
of all" continues to inspire movements seeking greater equality and liberation from oppressive economic
structures.

Addressing Modern Economic Inequalities Through a Marxist Lens

Examining modern economic inequalities through the lens of the Communist Manifesto offers a critical
perspective on the persistent challenges within capitalism. The Manifesto's core assertion that capitalism
inherently generates inequality, driven by the accumulation of capital and the exploitation of labor, remains a
powerful framework for analysis. Understanding concepts like surplus value, the concentration of capital,
and the class struggle can illuminate the root causes of widening income gaps, wealth disparities, and the
precariousness of work for many. While the specific historical context has changed, the underlying dynamics of
power between capital owners and laborers continue to be a central feature of capitalist economies, and the
Manifesto provides a historical and theoretical basis for understanding these ongoing tensions.

The Role of Policy and Regulation

The insights from the Communist Manifesto can inform discussions about the role of policy and regulation in
mitigating the negative consequences of capitalism. The Manifesto's critique of unchecked bourgeois power
suggests the necessity of state intervention and regulation to counterbalance the inherent tendencies of
capital accumulation. Policies such as progressive taxation, robust social welfare programs, worker
protection laws, and antitrust regulations can be seen as attempts to address some of the contradictions and
inequalities highlighted by Marx and Engels. By understanding the historical forces that the Manifesto
describes, policymakers can develop more effective strategies for fostering a more equitable and sustainable
economic system.

The Future of Capitalism and Alternative Models

The enduring relevance of the Communist Manifesto also prompts consideration of the future of capitalism
itself and the exploration of alternative economic models. While the Manifesto advocated for a communist
revolution, its critiques of capitalism's inherent flaws have spurred ongoing debates about reforming and
transforming existing systems. Discussions about social democracy, market socialism, and various forms of
cooperative ownership can be seen as responses to the challenges identified by Marx and Engels. The Manifesto,
by presenting a radical critique, has fundamentally altered the discourse around economic systems, forcing
capitalist societies to continually re-evaluate their structures and their impact on human well-being.

The Communist Manifesto in the 21st Century: A Nuanced
Perspective

Approaching the Communist Manifesto in the 21st century requires a nuanced perspective that acknowledges
both its historical context and its enduring analytical power. It is crucial to avoid a simplistic or dogmatic
interpretation. The specific historical conditions under which Marx and Engels wrote have undoubtedly
evolved. Industrial capitalism has transformed into a more complex globalized, financialized, and



technologically driven system. However, the fundamental dynamics of class, power, and exploitation that the
Manifesto identified remain remarkably persistent. Therefore, the Manifesto should be viewed not as a rigid
blueprint for revolution but as a powerful critical tool that offers profound insights into the workings of
capitalism, its inherent tendencies, and its ongoing impact on society. Its relevance lies in its ability to help us
diagnose and understand the challenges we face today.

Distinguishing Historical Context from Enduring Analysis

It is vital to distinguish the specific historical context of the mid-19th century from the enduring analytical
framework presented in the Manifesto. The revolutionary fervor, the specific forms of industrial production,
and the political landscape of 1848 are not directly replicated today. However, the underlying logic of
capital accumulation, the drive for profit maximization, the inherent class tensions, and the potential for
alienation are concepts that transcend their original historical setting. A nuanced approach recognizes that
while the manifestations of these forces may change, the core principles described by Marx and Engels continue
to offer valuable insights into the fundamental nature of capitalist societies.

The Manifesto as a Tool for Critical Thinking

Ultimately, the Communist Manifesto's greatest relevance in capitalism today might be its capacity to foster
critical thinking about economic systems and social structures. It encourages readers to question the status
quo, to analyze power dynamics, and to consider the implications of economic decisions on society. By providing
a robust critique of capitalism, the Manifesto compels us to engage in ongoing dialogues about fairness,
equity, and the pursuit of a more just and sustainable world. Its enduring power lies not in dictating a specific
outcome but in empowering individuals with the intellectual tools to critically assess and engage with the
economic realities that shape their lives. It serves as a constant reminder of the potential pitfalls of unchecked
capitalism and the importance of striving for a more equitable distribution of resources and power.

Conclusion: The Communist Manifesto's Lasting Impact on
Capitalism

In conclusion, the Communist Manifesto, despite its age, continues to hold significant relevance in understanding
the complexities and contradictions of modern capitalism. Its prescient analysis of class struggle,
globalization, technological advancement, and inherent economic instability offers a powerful lens through
which to view contemporary societal challenges. The concepts of exploitation and alienation remain potent
critiques of the worker's experience in many capitalist economies, and the Manifesto's predictions about the
concentration of wealth and power have materialized in striking ways. While the specific historical
circumstances have evolved, the core dynamics of capitalism that Marx and Engels identified persist, influencing
everything from labor relations to economic crises. Therefore, the Communist Manifesto endures not as a
prescriptive text for revolution, but as an indispensable critical tool for analyzing, understanding, and
engaging with the multifaceted realities of capitalism in the 21st century, prompting ongoing discussions about
inequality, justice, and the future of our economic systems.

Frequently Asked Questions

How does the Communist Manifesto's critique of class struggle remain
relevant in contemporary capitalist societies?

The Manifesto's core idea of inherent conflict between the bourgeoisie (owners of capital) and the proletariat
(laborers) continues to resonate. Many observe persistent wealth inequality, the power imbalances between



corporations and workers, and the struggles for better wages and working conditions as modern
manifestations of this class struggle. Globalization and precarious work further complicate and, for some,
amplify these dynamics.

In what ways does the Communist Manifesto's analysis of capitalism's
inherent contradictions apply today?

The Manifesto argued that capitalism's drive for profit leads to overproduction, economic crises, and
alienation. Today, we see recurring financial crises, debates about consumerism's unsustainability, and
discussions around automation potentially displacing workers, all of which can be framed through these
'inherent contradictions' identified by Marx and Engels.

Does the Communist Manifesto's concept of alienation still describe the
experience of workers under capitalism?

Yes, many contemporary thinkers and workers find the Manifesto's description of alienation relevant. This
refers to the estrangement of workers from their labor, the products they create, their fellow workers, and
their own human potential due to repetitive, dehumanizing, or unfulfilling work driven by profit motives rather
than personal satisfaction.

How has the Communist Manifesto influenced modern critiques of
globalization and neoliberalism?

The Manifesto's critique of capitalism's tendency to expand globally and break down national barriers
provides a framework for understanding globalization. Its insights into how capitalism creates a global
market and potentially exploits labor in less developed regions are frequently referenced in criticisms of
neoliberal economic policies, which often promote free trade and deregulation.

What are the primary arguments for the Communist Manifesto's continued
relevance in discussions about wealth inequality?

The Manifesto's central thesis is that capitalism inherently concentrates wealth and power in the hands of a
few. In an era marked by significant and growing wealth gaps in many nations, its analysis of how capital
accumulation by the few potentially leads to the immiseration (or at least stagnation) of the many remains a
powerful and frequently cited critique.

Additional Resources
Here are 9 book titles related to the relevance of the Communist Manifesto in contemporary capitalism, each
with a brief description:

1.

Manifest Destiny: How Marx's Ideas Still Haunt Capitalism
This book explores the enduring relevance of Karl Marx's critique of capitalism, arguing that many of the core
tensions and contradictions he identified, such as class inequality and the exploitation of labor, remain
profoundly present in today's globalized economy. It examines how concepts like alienation and the
commodification of everything continue to shape our experiences. The author traces the lineage of Marxist
thought through various economic crises and social movements.

2.



Beyond the Manifesto: Capitalism's Enduring Contradictions in the 21st
Century
This work re-evaluates the Communist Manifesto's predictions and warnings in the context of modern
capitalism, including the rise of digital technology, financialization, and the gig economy. It argues that while
the specific historical circumstances have changed, the fundamental dynamics of capital accumulation and its
inherent instability persist. The book considers how new forms of inequality and class struggle have emerged.

3.

The Spectre Still Haunts: The Communist Manifesto in Post-Capitalist
Thought
This title delves into how thinkers after Marx have engaged with and adapted his foundational ideas from the
Communist Manifesto to understand contemporary capitalist systems. It highlights how concepts like the
proletariat and bourgeoisie have been reinterpreted to account for new social divisions and global economic
structures. The book positions the Manifesto as a critical lens for analyzing persistent issues of power and
exploitation.

4.

Capitalism's Echo: The Communist Manifesto in a Globalized World
This book examines the ways in which the core tenets of the Communist Manifesto resonate within the
complexities of 21st-century global capitalism. It analyzes how the Manifesto's critique of the bourgeoisie's
dominance and the expansion of markets still applies to multinational corporations and international financial
institutions. The author explores whether the predicted revolutionary consequences are manifesting in new,
unexpected forms.

5.

From Marx to Markets: The Continuing Relevance of the Communist
Manifesto
This volume revisits the Communist Manifesto, demonstrating its surprising applicability to understanding the
dynamics of contemporary market economies. It dissects how Marx's insights into alienation, class conflict,
and the inherent drive of capitalism for expansion continue to be relevant in understanding economic crises,
wealth inequality, and the nature of work today. The book argues that ignoring the Manifesto leaves us ill-
equipped to analyze our current economic landscape.

6.

The Ghost of Revolution: Why the Communist Manifesto Still Matters for
Capitalism
This book argues that despite the fall of Soviet communism, the Communist Manifesto remains a vital tool for
analyzing the flaws and inequalities within contemporary capitalist societies. It explores how Marx's
observations on the power of the ruling class, the exploitation of labor, and the cyclical nature of economic
crises are eerily prescient. The author posits that the Manifesto offers a critical framework for understanding
persistent social injustices.

7.

Capital's Unfinished Business: The Communist Manifesto Revisited
This work contends that the Communist Manifesto's critique of capitalism is far from obsolete, offering
crucial insights into the persistent problems of wealth concentration, worker precarity, and environmental



degradation. It re-examines Marx and Engels' core arguments about class struggle and the inherent
contradictions of capital accumulation. The book suggests that understanding the Manifesto is essential for
addressing the ongoing challenges posed by the capitalist system.

8.

Decoding Capitalism: The Enduring Power of the Communist Manifesto
This title explores the intellectual legacy of the Communist Manifesto and its continued relevance in
deciphering the complexities of modern capitalism. It highlights how Marx's analyses of market forces,
globalization, and the alienation of labor provide critical perspectives on contemporary economic issues. The
book argues that the Manifesto offers a foundational vocabulary for understanding the inherent tensions
within capitalist development.

9.

After the Manifesto: Capitalism's Shifting Terrain and Persistent Questions
This book investigates how the Communist Manifesto's core critiques of capitalism manifest in contemporary,
altered forms. It examines how concepts like the proletariat and the bourgeoisie have evolved within globalized
markets and technological advancements, yet still represent fundamental power imbalances. The author argues
that the Manifesto's questions about exploitation, inequality, and the inherent instability of capitalism remain
central to our understanding of the present.
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