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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Abbott, Edith and Grace

academia

accents and language patterns

achievement and ascription

Adams family

Addams, Jane

advertising

affirmative action: see institutional
discrimination; quotas

Affluent Society, The: see Galbraith,
John Kenneth

African Americans: see institutional
discrimination; race, racism, and
racial stratification

agrarianism

agribusiness: see agrarianism

Aid to Families with Dependent
Children (AFDC): see welfare

Alger, Horatio

alienation

Althusser, Louis

American dream

American Enterprise Institute:
see think tanks

American exceptionalism

American Federation of Labor (AFL)

American Federation of
Labor—Congress of Industrial
Organizations (AFL-CIO)

American Indians: see Native
Americans

American Revolution

anarchy

anglophilia: see Europhilia

anti-Semitism

antitrust laws

Appalachia

Appeal to Reason

armories

Aronowitz, Stanley

art

Ascription: see achievement and
ascription

Asian Americans

assimilation

Astor, John Jacob

Auchincloss, Louis

authority

Bacon’s Rebellion
Baltzell, E. Digby
Beacon Hill

begging and busking
Bellamy, Edward
Berger, Victor
Bernstein, Jared

big game hunting: see sports
bilingualism

Bill of Rights

birth control

black conservatism
black power

Blau, Peter Michael
blue collar



viii
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

blue-collar unions

blues

Bluestone, Barry

boarding schools: see education;
Ivy League

boards of directors

Bobos: see Neiman Marcus; status
symbols; yuppies

body image

Boston Brahmins

Bourdieu, Pierre

bourgeoisie

bowling

Brace, Charles Loring

Bracero Program

Buchanan, Pat

Bush family

business aristocracy

business cycle

campaign financing
capitalism

Carnegie, Andrew
casinos

caste

Catholics

Cattle Kingdom

CEO

Chamber of Commerce
charity balls

Chicago School of Economics
child labor

children and poverty
Chomsky, Noam

civil service

Civil War

class consciousness

class definitions: see conflict theory; con-
tinuous/discontinuous views of class;

corporate class; functional elite the-
ory; gender stratification; inequality
theory; lower class; managerial class;
Marxism/Marxist; middle class;
objective method; poverty; power
elite; prestige; race, racism, and
racial stratification; reputational
method; status inconsistency;

subjective method; underclass;
upper class; working class

class formation

class struggle

class subcultures

classism

Cloward, Richard Andrew

Cold War

Coles, Robert

Commons, John R.

Communist Party

community colleges

company town

comparable worth

competitiveness

conflict theory

Congress of Industrial Organizations
(CIO)

conspicuous consumption

Consumer Price Index: see poverty
calculations

consumerism

continuous/discontinuous views
of class

contradictory class location

corporate class

corporate welfare

country clubs

country music

creationism

creative destruction

crime

critical elite theory

cultural capital

cultural tourism

culture of poverty

culture wars

Dahrendorf, Ralf

Davis, Kingsley: see Davis-Moore
thesis

Davis-Moore thesis

Day, Dorothy

day trading

Debs, Eugene

debutantes

deference



deindustrialization

Delmonico’s

democracy

department stores

designer goods: see luxury goods

discontinuous views of class: see contin-
uous/discontinuous views of class

disenfranchisement

Domboft, G. William, Jr.

Dorr Rebellion

dot-com bubble

Dreiser, Theodore

drug policy

Drury, Victor

Du Bois, W. E. B.

Dye, Thomas

Economic Opportunity Act of
1964 (EOA)

edge city

education

Ehrenreich, Barbara

elitism: see classism

entitlements

environmentalism: see zoning

Episcopalians

equity pay

ethnic enclaves

ethnic stratification

eugenics

Europhilia

evangelicalism: see creationism; culture
wars; fundamentalism; sexuality;
Southern Baptists

factory system

faith-based charities

false consciousness

family trust

Farrell, James

fashion

Federalist Party: see Founding
Fathers

Federalist Society: see think tanks

feminization of poverty

Fifth Avenue

film

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

First Families of Virginia

flat tax

Floyd, Charles (“Pretty Boy”):
see James, Jesse

Flynn, Elizabeth Gurley

food bank

foreign policy establishment

Fortune magazine

foundations

Founding Fathers

fraternalism

fraternities and sororities

free trade

Friedman, Milton: see Chicago
School of Economics

functional elite theory

fundamentalism

Galbraith, John Kenneth

gambling

gangs

gated communities

Gates, Bill

gender stratification

general strike

gentrification

George, Henry

ghetto

Giddens, Anthony

Gilded Age

Gilman, Charlotte Perkins

glass ceiling

globalization

gold

Gold, Mike

Goldman, Emma

Goldthorpe, John

Gompers, Samuel

Gramsci, Antonio: see Althusser,
Louis

Grant, Madison: see eugenics

Grapes of Wrath, The

Great Depression

Great Gatsby, The

Great Society

grunge and punk culture: see punk
and grunge culture

*



ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

guaranteed annual income

Guthrie, Woody

Hamptons

Harlem

Harrington, Michael

Haywood, “Big Bill”

Head Start

health care: see medical care

Hearst family

hegemony theory

Heritage Foundation: see think tanks
Hidden Injuries of Class, The

high culture

higher education

Hispanics: see Latinos and Hispanics
home ownership

homelessness

homosexuality: see sexuality

housing policy

Howe, Irving

Hutchinson, Anne

immigration

income and inheritance taxes
income and wealth
indentured servitude
individualism

industrial reserve army
Industrial Revolution

Industrial Workers of the World TWW)

inequality measures: see poverty
calculations

inequality theory

inheritance tax: see income and
inheritance taxes

inner cities

institutional discrimination

Invisible Man

Irish Americans

Ivy League

Jacksonian democracy
James, Henry

James, Jesse

jazz

Jewish Americans

Job Corps
job training
Jungle, The
Justice (civil)

Katrina

Kennedy family

Kerbo, Harold

Keynes, John Maynard
King, Martin Luther, Jr.
Knights of Labor
Kozol, Jonathan

Ku Klux Klan

labor movement

Lathrop, Julia

Latinos and Hispanics

law of the jungle

law schools: see education; legacies
legacies

legitimation

Leninism

Lenski, Gerhard

Levittown

Lewis, John L.

Lewis, Sinclair

life chances

life expectancy

Lipset, Seymour Martin
literacy

literature

living wage

lobbyists

London, Jack

Long, Huey P.

lotteries: see casinos; gambling
Lowell, Josephine Shaw
Lowell family

Lowell millworkers

lower class

luxury goods

Lynd, Robert Staughton and Helen

magazines

maldistribution of wealth

Man in the Gray Flannel Suit, The
managerial class



Maoism

Marcantonio, Vito

marriage

Marxism/Marxists

mass media

masses

McCarthyism

McDonald’s

McMansion

means of production

Meany, George

medical care

Mellon family

men’s clubs

mergers and acquisitions

meritocracy

middle class

Middletown

middling sorts

migrant labor

military-industrial complex

military recruiting

Mill, John Stuart

Mills, C. Wright

minimum wage

Molly Maguires

Monday Night Football

monetary system: see gold

monopoly

Moore, Wilbert: see Davis-Moore
thesis

Morgan, J. P.

Mormons

movies: see film

muckraking

mudsill theory

multinational corporations:
see competitiveness; globalization

municipal socialism

museums

Myers, Gustavus

Myrdal, Gunnar

NAACP

Nader, Ralph
Native Americans
natural aristocracy

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

negative income tax: see guaranteed
annual income

Neiman Marcus

new class: see managerial class

New Deal

New Deal coalition

New Left

new middle class

new social history

New York Yankees

Newport

newspaper mergers

Nob Hill

nonprofits

Norris, Frank

nouveau riche

objective method
O’Hare, Kate Richards
Okies

one-parent families
organization man
Other America, The
outlaws: see James, Jesse
outsourcing

ownership society

parochial schools: see Catholics

Parsons, Albert R. and Lucy

Parsons, Talcott

patriotism: see McCarthyism

pawnbrokers

peonage: see Reconstruction

Pesotta, Rose

petite/petty bourgeoisie

philanthropy

pink-collar workers

Piven, Frances Fox

Planned Parenthood

pluralism

Polanyi, Karl

polo

Poor People’s March

populism

pornography

postindustrialism: see
deindustrialization

*
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Xii

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Poulantzas, Nicos
poverty
poverty calculations
poverty line
poverty theory: see inequality theory
Powderly, Terence
power
power elite
Presley, Elvis
prestige
primary (informal) work groups
prisons
private schools: see education;
Ivy League
privatization
Progressive Era
progressive/regressive taxation
Prohibition
proletarian literature
proletarianization
proletariat
property rights
protectionism: see free trade
Protestant work ethic: see work ethic
public schools: see education
punk and grunge culture
Puritans
Pygmalion studies: see self-fulfilling
prophecy
pyramid scheme

quotas

race, racism, and racial stratification

rap

Reagan, Ronald

Reagan Democrats

real income/real wages

Reconstruction

Red Diaper Babies

Red Scare

regionalism

religion

religious fundamentalism: see
fundamentalism

rent strikes

reputational method

Reuther, Walter P.
Rifkin, Jeremy

Riis, Jacob

Rise of Silas Lapham, The
robber barons
Robertson, Pat

rock ‘n’ roll
Rockefeller family
Roosevelt, Eleanor
Roosevelt, Franklin D.
Roosevelt, Theodore
ruling class

Rustin, Bayard

salary: see wages

sales tax: see progressive/regressive
taxation

saloons and bars

Sanders, Bernard

Sanger, Margaret

school tracking

school vouchers

Schor, Juliet

Seeger, Pete

segregation

self-fulfilling prophecy

self-reliance

Seneca Falls convention

Sennett, Richard

servant class

settlement houses

Seven Sisters

sexuality

sharecroppers and tenant farmers

Shays’s rebellion

shopping

Silicon Valley

silver: see gold

Simmel, Georg

Sinclair, Upton

single-parent families: see one-parent
families

single tax

sit-down strikes/sit-ins

Skull & Bones

slavery

slavocracy



slumming

slums

small business/small farms

social climber

social closure

Social Darwinism

Social Gospel

social mobility

social networks

Social Register

social reproduction

Social Security

socialism

Socialist Party

socialite

socioeconomic status (SES)

Sombart, Werner

soup kitchens

Southern Baptists

Southern Tenant Farmers Union
(STFU)

special interests

split labor market

sports

Springsteen, Bruce

status

status attainment

status inconsistency

status symbols

Steffens, Lincoln

stereotypes

Stiffed

stock market

Stokes, Rose Pastor

Stone, I. E.

stratification theory: see conflict theory;
continuous/discontinuous views of
class; corporate class; functional
elite theory; gender stratification;
inequality theory; lower class; man-
agerial class; Marxism/Marxists;
middle class; objective method,;
poverty; power elite; prestige; race,
racism, and racial stratification;
reputational method; status incon-
sistency; subjective method; under-
class; upper class; working class

ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

strikes

Students for a Democratic Society
(SDS)

style: see lifestyle

subjective method

suburbia

supply-side economics: see trickle-
down theory

survival of the fittest: see Social
Darwinism

symphony orchestras: see high
culture

Tally’s Corner

taxation: see progressive/regressive tax-
ation

television

Terkel, Studs

Thernstrom, Abigail and Stephan

think tanks

Thomas, Norman

Thurow, Lester

tokenism: see institutional
discrimination

transportation

trickle-down theory

trophy wives

Trotskyists

Trump, Donald

"Tuxedo Park

"Two Americas

underclass
underemployment
undeserving poor
unemployment
unskilled labor
upper class

urban renewal

vacations

Vanderbilt family

Veblen, Thorstein
Victorianism: see Gilded Age
voluntarism

vo-tech schools

voting rights

*
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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

wage gap: see equity pay
wage slavery

wages

Wagner Act

Wald, Lillian

Wall Street Journal, The
Wallerstein, Immanuel
Wal-Mart

War on Poverty

Warner, W. Lloyd

WASP

wealth: see income and wealth
Wealth against Commonwealth
Weber, Max

welfare

westward expansion
Wharton, Edith

Wharton School of Business
Whiskey Rebellion

white backlash

white-collar work

white trash

Wilson, William Julius

Winfrey, Oprah

Winthrop, John

women’s clubs

work ethic

working class

working poor

Wright, Eric Olin: see contradictory
class location

Wright, Richard

yachting
yuppies

Zinn, Howard
zones of transition
zoning



ToPICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Books/Journals/Media

Appeal to Reason

Fortune magazine

The Grapes of Wrath

The Great Gatsby

The Hidden Injuries of Class
Invisible Man

The fungle

literature

The Man in the Gray Flannel Suit
Middletown

media

Classes

business aristocracy
bourgeoisie

caste

corporate class
lower class
managerial class
masses

middling sorts
middle class

Cultural Practices/Debates/Values

accents
American dream
anti-Semitism

muckraking

newspaper mergers

The Other America
proletarian literature

The Rise of Silas Lapham
Stiffed

Tally’s Corner

The Undeserving Poor

Wall Street Journal

Wealth against Commonwealth

natural aristocracy

petite/petty bourgeoisie

race, racism, and racial stratification
robber barons

ruling class

servant class

underclass

upper class

working class

art
begging and busking
bilingualism



TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

birth control

black conservatism
black power

blues

body image
bowling

€asinos

charity balls

class subcultures
comparable worth
competitiveness
conspicuous consumption
corporate welfare
country clubs
country music
creationism

crime

culture of poverty
culture wars

day trading
debutantes
deference
Delmonico’s
department stores
designer goods
disenfranchisement

drug policy and social class

elitism

ethnic stratification
eugenics
Europhilia
evangelicalism
fashion

Fifth Avenue

film
fundamentalism
gambling

gangs

gated communities
gender stratification
general strike
gentrification
ghetto

glass ceiling
globalization

guaranteed annual income

high culture

individualism

jazz

law of the jungle

legacies

life chances

life expectancy

lifestyle

literacy

lotteries

luxury cars and goods

McCarthyism

McDonald’s

McMansions

men’s clubs

military recruiting

Monday Night Football

museums

Neiman-Marcus

nouveau riche

one-parent families

parochial schools

pawnbrokers

pink-collar workers

Planned Parenthood

polo

pornography

prisons

punk and grunge culture

quotas

race, racism, and racial
stratification

rap

religion

rock ‘n’ roll

saloons and bars

school tracking

school vouchers

segregation

self-reliance

shopping

slumming

socialite

soup kitchens

sports

status

stereotypes

symphony orchestras



taxation
television
transportation
trophy wives
vacations
wage labor
Wal-Mart

welfare

Economy

blue collar

business cycle

capitalism
competitiveness

day trading

dot-com bubble

equity pay

free trade

gender stratification
globalization

gold

income and inheritance taxes
industrial reserve army
marriage

media

mergers and acquisitions
minimum wage
outsourcing

poverty line
privatization
progressive/regressive taxation
philanthropy

Groups
(Extant, Organized or Social)

AFL-CIO

Asian Americans

blue collar

blue-collar unions

boards of directors

Catholics

CEO

Chamber of Commerce
Chicago School of Economics

TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Wharton School
white backlash
white trash
work ethic
working poor
yachting
yuppies

pink-collar workers

proletarianization

real income/real wages

sales tax

sharecroppers and tenant
farmers

single tax

small business/small farms

social climber

Social Security

stock market

strikes

taxation

think tanks

trickle-down theory

underemployment

unemployment

unskilled labor

Wagner Act

War on Poverty

white-collar work

working poor

Communist Party
Episcopalians

Federalist Society

First Families of Virginia
fraternalism

fraternities and sororities
gangs

immigration

Industrial Workers of the World TWW)

*
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TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Irish Americans
Ivy League

Jewish Americans
Ku Klux Klan
labor movement
Latinos and Hispanics
lobbyists

men’s clubs
migrant labor
Mormons

NAACP

Native Americans
New Deal coalition

Groups (Historical)

American Federation of Labor

American Revolution

Bacon’s Rebellion

Boston Brahmins

Bill of Rights

Bracero Program

cattle kingdom

Civil War

Congress of Industrial Organizations
(CIO)

Dorr Rebellion

factory system

Federalist Party

founding fathers

Gilded Age

Great Depression

Great Society

immigration

indentured servitude

Industrial Revolution

Industrial Workers of the
World

Jacksonian democracy

Katrina

Knights of Labor

Lowell millworkers

McCarthyism

Molly Maguires

municipal socialism

New Deal

New Left

new middle class
New York Yankees
nonprofits
organization man
pawnbrokers
Reagan Democrats
Skull & Bones
Social Register
Socialist Party
socialite

special interests
women’s clubs

New Deal coalition

New Left

new social history

Okies

populists

Poor People’s March

Progressive Era

Prohibition

Puritans

Reconstruction

Red Diaper Babies

Red Scare

rent strikes

robber barons

Seneca Falls convention

settlement houses

sharecroppers and tenant
farmers

Shays’s rebellion

single-tax

sit-down strikes/sit-ins

slavery

slavocracy

Social Darwinism

Social Gospel

Southern Baptists

Southern Tenant Farmers Union

(STFU)
Students for a Democratic

Society (SDS)



Victorianism
Wagner Act
War on Poverty

People

Abbott, Edith and Grace
Adams family

Addams, Jane

Alger, Horatio
Althusser, Louis
Aronowitz, Stanley
Astor, John Jacob
Auchincloss, Louis
Baltzell, E. Digby
Bellamy, Edward
Berger, Victor
Bernstein, Jared

Blau, Peter Michael
Bluestone, Barry
Bourdieu, Pierre

Brace, Charles Loring
Buchanan, Pat

Bush family

Carnegie, Andrew
Chomsky, Noam
Cloward, Richard Andrew
Coles, Robert
Commons, John R.
Dahrendorf, Ralf

Day, Dorothy

Dombhoff, G. William, Jr.
Dreiser, Theodore
Drury, Victor

Du Bois, W. E. B.

Dye, Thomas
Ehrenreich, Barbara
Farrell, James

Flynn, Elizabeth Gurley
Galbraith, John Kenneth
Gates, Bill

George, Henry
Giddens, Anthony
Gilman, Charlotte Perkins
Gold, Mike

Goldman, Emma

TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

westward expansion

Whiskey Rebellion

Goldthorpe, John
Gompers, Samuel
Grant, Madison
Guthrie, Woody
Harrington, Michael
Haywood, “Big” Bill
Hearst family

Howe, Irving
Hutchinson, Anne
James, Henry

James, Jesse

Kennedy family

Kerbo, Harold

Keynes, John Maynard
King, Martin Luther, Jr.
Kozol, Jonathan
Lathrop, Julia

Lenski, Gerhard

Lewis, John L.

Lewis, Sinclair

Lipset, Seymour Martin
London, Jack

Long, Huey P.

Lowell, Josephine Shaw
Lowell family

Lynd, Robert and Helen
Marcantonio, Vito
Meany, George

Mellon family

Mill, John Stuart

Mills, C. Wright
Moore, Wilbert
Morgan, J. P.

Myers, Gustavus
Myrdal, Gunnar

Nader, Ralph

Norris, Frank

O’Hare, Kate Richards
Parsons, Albert R. and Lucy
Parsons, Talcott

*
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TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Pesotta, Rose
Piven, Frances Fox
Polanyi, Karl
Poulantzas, Nicos
Powderly, Terence
Presley, Elvis
Reagan, Ronald
Reuther, Walter
Rifkin, Jeremy
Riis, Jacob
Robertson, Pat
Rockefeller family
Roosevelt, Eleanor

Roosevelt, Franklin D.

Roosevelt, Theodore
Rustin, Bayard
Sanders, Bernard
Sanger, Margaret
Schor, Juliet

Seeger, Pete
Sennett, Richard
Sinclair, Upton
Simmel, Georg

Places

Appalachia
Armories

Beacon Hill
community colleges
company town
country clubs

edge cities

ethnic enclaves
Fifth Avenue

gated communities
ghetto

Hamptons
Harlem

Political Ideologies

anarchism
democracy

Sombart, Werner
Springsteen, Bruce
Steffens, Lincoln
Stokes, Rose Pastor
Stone, I. F.

Terkel, Studs
Thernstrom, Abigail and Stephan
Thomas, Norman
Thurow, Lester
"Trump, Donald
Vanderbilt family
Veblen, Thorstein
Wald, Lillian
Wallerstein, Immanuel
Warner, W. Lloyd
Weber, Max

Wharton, Edith
Wilson, William Julius
Winfrey, Oprah
Winthrop, John
Wright, Richard

Zinn, Howard

inner cities
Ivy League
Levittown
Newport
Nob Hill
parochial schools
regionalism
Seven Sisters
Silicon Valley
slums
suburbia
Tuxedo Park

zones of transition

legitimation
Leninism



Maoism
Reagan Democrats

Public Policy and Debate

antitrust laws

bilingualism

Bill of Rights

campaign financing

casinos

child labor

children and poverty

comparable worth

competitiveness

crime

deindustrialization

disenfranchisement

drug policy

Economic Opportunity
Act of 1964 (EOA)

education

entitlements

environmentalism

equity pay

ethnic stratification

feminization of poverty

flat tax

free trade

gender stratification

gentrification

gold

guaranteed annual income

Head Start

home ownership

homelessness

housing policies

immigration

inheritance taxes

institutionalized discrimination

Job Corps

job training

justice (civil)

Katrina

law of the jungle

legitimation

TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

socialism

Trotskyists

life expectancy

living wage

literacy

lotteries

medical care

minimum wage

monopoly

municipal socialism

one-parent families

outsourcing

ownership society

pluralism

poverty calculations

poverty line

progressive/regressive
taxation

race, racism, and racial stratification

school tracking

school vouchers

segregation

slums

small business/farms

Social Security

special interests

strikes

taxation

think tanks

trickle-down theory

"Iwo Americas

underclass

urban renewal

voluntarism

voting rights

Wagner Act

War on Poverty

wealth

welfare

white-collar work

working poor

zoning

*
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TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

Social Institutions/Practices

academia
advertising
agrarianism
capitalism

civil service
community colleges
country clubs
democracy
education
faith-based charities
family trust

foreign policy establishment

Theories and Concepts

achievement and ascription

alienation

American dream

American exceptionalism

anti-Semitism

assimilation

authority

capitalism

class consciousness

class formation

class struggle

class subcultures

classism

comparable worth

competitiveness

conflict theory

conspicuous consumption

consumerism

continuous/discontinuous views
of class

contradictory class location

creationism

creative destruction

critical elite theory

cultural capital

cultural tourism

culture of poverty

Davis-Moore thesis

foundations
higher education
Job Corps
Planned Parenthood
Seven Sisters
Social Security
stock market
suburbia
vo-tech schools
welfare

zoning

deindustrialization

democracy

ethnic stratification

false consciousness

feminization of poverty

flat tax

free trade

functional elite theory

glass ceiling

globalization

guaranteed annual income

hegemony theory

high culture

income and wealth

individualism

inequality theory

institutional discrimination

maldistribution of wealth

Marxism/Marxists

means of production

meritocracy

military-industrial complex

mudsill theory

new social history

objective method of determining
class

ownership society

patriotism



philanthropy

pluralism

poverty

poverty calculations

poverty line

power

power elite

prestige

primary (informal) work groups
privatization
progressive/regressive taxation
proletarian literature
proletarianization

property rights

protectionism

pyramid schemes

quota systems

reputational method
self-fulfilling prophecy

self-reliance

TorICAL LIST OF ENTRIES

social climber
social closure

social mobility
social networks
social reproduction
socioeconomic status (SES)
split labor market
status attainment
status inconsistency
status symbols
stereotypes
subjective method
wage slavery
WASP

white-collar work
work ethic

working poor

yuppies
zones of transition

*

xXiii






PREFACE

Class in America: An Encyclopedia is both a general reference work and an
invitation for dialogue. The 525 entries contained herein are aimed not at academic
specialists or advanced researchers but rather at the larger reading public, students
commencing projects, anyone seeking quick overviews of various subjects, and
those who define themselves as curious but uniformed. The tone has been kept
objective, and, to the degree possible, entries have been stripped of arcane
references, specialist terms, the minutia of academic debate, and overly complex
prose. Nor does this work intend to be comprehensive; the entries were chosen
more for diversity than for blanket coverage of any single focus. We did not even
choose the most “obvious” selections in some cases because we didn’t want to get
bogged down in conference-like debates over individuals and the “deeper signifi-
cance” of their work. For example, there are entries on Marxism as an analytical
category and on various Marxist organizations but none on Karl Marx himself.
Marx has inspired encyclopedias devoted to his work, and there is little point in
treading beaten paths. Moreover, we wanted to illumine how history and ideas have
played out on American soil rather than engaging in philosophical and ideological
debate. The goal, in short, is to paint in broad strokes rather than with a fine-point
brush.

Many of the contributors to this volume are distinguished within their fields,
and each is an admirable scholar. I thank each of them for sharing their expertise,
hard work, and knowledge. The decision to adopt a less formal tone is laid out in
more detail in the introduction that follows, but in essence it relates to a desire to
have a discourse on social class in America. Many top-notch studies reveal that the
United States is deeply stratified by social class, and some of the brightest minds
available have wrestled with what that means and what—if anything—should be
done about it. The reality of social stratification is, however, quite a different matter
from awareness of class.

Even those who know about class are often quite confused about how to negotiate
or discuss it. Is the gap between the rich and poor a social problem, or is it a confir-
mation that the promise of American opportunity actually works? Is materialism
burying us under a mountain of debt, or is it responsible for accessorizing our
homes with conveniences and luxuries that would have been the envy of the princes
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and pashas of the past? Are rich elites robbing us blind, or are they paving the road
to mass prosperity? And who, exactly, are those rich people? What do we mean
when we toss out terms such as upper class, the power elite, or the business class?
Does a corporate class exist and, if so, how does it differ from the managerial class?

Scholars debate the very terms of discourse, but the general public often opts
for what I call the Great Denial; that is, it simply embraces the oft-repeated cliché
that America is a middle-class society. Although there are some surveys that phrase
questions in such a way that respondents will consider calling themselves “working
class,” that term is not in vogue with most Americans. For better or worse—mostly
the latter—tens of millions of Americans are most comfortable labeling themselves
middle class regardless of the myriad absurdities this causes. If some look at this
work and find popular entries to be idiosyncratic, we can only reply that class
is refracted through too many American lenses to allow us to ignore the widely
recognized ones.

About This Encyclopedia

In the front matter are two lists to help readers find entries of interest right off:
an Alphabetical List of Entries and a Topical List of Entries. The 525 signed entries
each end with a Suggested Reading section, for those interested in further research.
A Bibliographical Essay can be found at the end of Volume 3.
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INTRODUCTION

Is the United States of America divided by social class? Ask academics and social
reformers such a question and nearly all of them will reply, “of course.” Ask the
proverbial person on the street, though, and consensus melts. Unlike race and
gender—the other two pillars of social history and social science analysis—class
lacks many of the visible markers that seep into social awareness. The very title of
SUNY economics professor Michael Zweig’s The Working Class Majority: America’s
Best Kept Secret (2000) sums up one of the many problems associated with studying
class in modern America. Zweig argues that the working class dwarfs the middle
class, a revelation that would shock most Americans who presume they are middle
class. He also cites a 1998 Roper Poll in which 53 percent of those polled self-iden-
tified as members of the working class. That figure raises eyebrows among those
who study class, many of whom have not actually heard the term “working class”
used in conversation outside of university and organized labor circles in decades!

There is an often-told story about the 2000 presidential election that—like so
many accounts of that fiasco—might be apocryphal. It centers on West Virginia, a
state where Vice President Al Gore spent little time campaigning. After all, except
for Ronald Reagan’s landslide in 1984, West Virginia had gone Democratic in every
election since 1928, and the party’s electoral roll was twice as large as that of the
GOP. President Bill Clinton had carried the state easily in both 1992 and 1996,
and Gore carried endorsements from powerful West Virginia Senator Harry Byrd
and the American Federation of Labor—Congress of Industrial Organizations,
which had a large presence in the state. In the end, though, George W. Bush car-
ried West Virginia by 52 percent to 46 percent and thus claimed its five electoral
votes. Those five votes were Bush’s precise margin of victory in the Electoral
College (271-266) after the legal dust settled from Florida’s disputed results.

As the story goes, during one of Gore’s rare appearances in West Virginia, he
spoke of how Clinton-era prosperity was good for the country, but there were still
challenges to overcome. In West Virginia he emphasized the need for a higher min-
imum wage, for government support programs aimed at the less fortunate, and for
the need to help all Americans enjoy the American dream. When Gore spoke of
helping the underprivileged, his audiences applauded. What they did nor do was
grasp the fact that Gore was talking about them.
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The story may well be a latter-day folk tale, but it highlights one of the biggest
problems in studying class in America: separating fact from perception. Objectively
speaking, Al Gore should have rolled over Bush in such a historically blue-collar
and unionized state. Where, one wonders, was class consciousness hiding in West
Virginia? The dilemma facing all of us who contributed to this work is a thorny
one: millions of Americans either ignore social class altogether or, from the
scholar’s point of view, horribly misinterpret it. Put directly, most social scientists
agree that American society is deeply stratified, but most American citizens deny it.
Few would refute the presence of the poor or the ultra-rich, but a key part of the
modern American myth is that both poor and rich are small groups, and that most
Americans belong to the middle class. From this perspective, the poor exist to warn
of the dangers of idleness, substance abuse, and antisocial behavior, while the
wealthy locate a place in the popular imagination not unlike the leprechaun’s pot of
gold. If one follows the rainbow path of hard work, perseverance, and rugged indi-
vidualism, one will perhaps get lucky and gain fortune. Even many who profess to
despise the rich as profligate, arrogant, and uncaring nonetheless aspire to join
their ranks in the sincere belief that they would handle wealth better.

These reference groups—one negative, one positive—notwithstanding, most
polls—including that of the National Center for Opinion research—disagree with
Zweig’s figures and reveal that vast sections of the American public believe they are
middle class. They cling to such thinking irrespective of the jobs, salaries, and prop-
erty they hold (or do 7ot hold). More than one-third of those who make less than
$15,000 per year nonetheless think they are members of the middle class, but so
too do many of those making more than $200,000, according to a 2005 New York
Times poll. From the standpoint of self-esteem it is understandable why few of those
with low incomes would wish to identify with the lower class, but the reluctance of
those in high-income brackets to claim their place in the upper class is more puz-
zling. It may well be that both groups are confused by the way views on class have
been skewed across time. The poor are tainted by suspicions of laziness and low
intelligence; the rich by frivolity, profligacy, and corruption. If historian Martin
Burke is correct in The Conundrum of Class (1995), since the mid-nineteenth cen-
tury the middle class has been assumed to be the repository of positive values such
as hard work, concern for family, morality, civic virtue, charity, common sense, and
thrift. Indeed, the middle class is often viewed as the very seedbed from which the
American meritocracy is plucked.

But who does determine classes? How many are there? Is there a separate “man-
agerial class”? Does it differ from the “business aristocracy”? Do we subdivide
classes to account for obvious differences? Should a real estate developer who
makes $150,000 and moguls such as Bill Gates or Donald Trump all be lumped in
the upper class? Are Gates and Trump even members of the upper class? (They
wouldn’t have been considered so in an earlier age; they lack the proper family cre-
dentials and breeding.) Does it make sense to assign values to inanimate categories
such as class? Defining class has been elusive since the American Revolution. The
founders of the new republic jettisoned British class distinctions as well as its gov-
ernment. In theory, the lack of a birth aristocracy or customary gentry made the
United States a meritocracy in which all status was achieved rather than ascribed.
In practice, however, powerful families have often acted in an imperious fashion
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and have taken advantage of favorable taxation and inheritance laws. Families such
as the Cabots, Lowells, Rockefellers, Kennedys, and Bushes have been de facto
aristocracies. The failure (or refusal) of many Americans to recognize this fre-
quently baffles foreign observers and frustrates scholars.

The traditional indicators of class are wealth, power, and prestige, but even these
may be social science markers from an earlier era in which the discourse about class
was considerably more informed than it is now. How does one classify, for example,
police officers and firefighters? In many cities such individuals are now profession-
als with six-figure salaries. Are they members of the middle class? What about blue-
collar auto workers in Michigan who make more than public school teachers? Even
more problematic is the fact that many American families sustain material lifestyles
consistent with middle-class status by assuming consumer credit debt. Do such
examples and trends muddy the definition of the middle class to such a degree that
it is meaningless as a social category?

Category dilemmas such as these have led many scholars to conclude that objec-
tive measures of class—wealth, power, and prestige—must take into account sub-
jective and reputational factors that locate social class, at least to some extent, in
the eyes of the beholder. After all, even Marxists agree that “class consciousness” is
central to class formation. But how does one measure subjective factors, and what
happens when objectivity is ignored? How can one hope to have a substantive dis-
cussion about class if we collapse distinctions and allow self-ranking? (Any teacher
who has ever allowed students to grade themselves on an assignment knows the
problems associated with self-evaluation.) Moreover, what happens when fashion
dictates the terms of discourse? Fewer Americans now proclaim themselves “work-
ing class,” a distinction that was once a source of pride for many and, according to
Zweig, the objective reality of the majority of contemporary Americans. These
days, if used at all, the term is often tinged with a note of tragedy. There were, for
example, references to the neglected working class in the wake of Hurricane
Katrina, but the term was used in such an imprecise manner that it was often a syn-
onym for the poor.

The best one can say is that objective class measurements provide categories
that millions of Americans reject, and subjective methods tell us more about per-
ception than reality. There are, additionally, a host of other factors that mediate
how class is constructed and perceived, such as age, ideology, race, gender, ethnic-
ity, religion, regional identity, and politics. Some would argue that environmental-
ists, feminists, teens, suburbanites, the elderly, and others are distinct social classes.
"This assertion has merit, if one considers a class to be a community of shared inter-
ests, concerns, values, and challenges. But this classification too is fraught with ana-
lytical difficulty. Radical feminists, for example, blame sexism for the alarming
poverty statistics on female-headed households and might posit an overthrow of
patriarchy as its solution. Socialist feminists, by contrast, often subsume sexism
within a Marxist framework that sees capitalism as the culprit. Which is it? And
how does one even begin to negotiate the slippery terrain in which factors such as
gender, race, and ethnicity are presumed to be more important than social class?
Nor should anyone ignore the ideological constraints on class discourse. Liberals
often complain that, the moment they raise issues of inequality, conservatives
accuse them of promoting class warfare. Conservatives counter that liberals focus
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on doom-and-gloom rather than progress. Political candidates, regardless of ideol-
ogy, depend on the well-heeled to back their campaigns; media outlets, no matter
their editorial preferences, depend upon advertisers to keep them afloat.

This encyclopedia will delight some and infuriate others, depending on how
one thinks class ought to be approached (or avoided). Because the national dia-
logue on class is contentious, we have opted to look at class from a variety of tradi-
tional perspectives: economic, historical, and sociological. But we have also
included references from popular culture and everyday conversations. Thus, we
have entries on Pierre Bourdieu and Oprah Winfrey, Fifth Avenue and Wal-Mart,
the stock market, and shopping, for example. Given the diversity of opinion, we
tried to think of how a people unaccustomed to thinking about class at all might
encounter the very concept, hence our decision to survey popular culture as well as
academic tomes.

It is not easy to deal with collective amnesia, nor can one consistently rely upon
the time-honored methods of studying class. Take education, for example. There
used to be a discernible earnings gap between those with a college degree and those
without, and the very possession of a degree often conferred middle-class status.
There are still income differences, but there is considerably less consistency or pre-
dictability about the importance of education. In today’s climate of contingency
labor, a machine operator lacking a high-school degree earns far more than an
adjunct college professor. Once there were predictable educational attainment vot-
ing differences; there was a positive correlation between education and liberalism.
In the 2000 election, however, those without a high-school diploma preferred Gore by
59 to 39 percent and those with college degrees went for Bush by a 51 to 45 percent
margin.

Election 2000 data reflect changes in American society that mediate class analysis.
Take for instance, the Marxian notion that manual workers are likely to become
alienated from their labor. That group was supposed to develop class consciousness
when it realized that the owning classes were exploiting workers. In the 2000 elec-
tion, however, roughly 55 percent of all blue-collar voters identified themselves as
economic conservatives, a rate nearly identical to that of managers. Thus, the very
constituency to which Gore pitched his message saw his economic populism as too
radical. To put it glibly, the workers of the world were not disposed to unite.

The election also showed that class opinion makers were changing. Predictably,
Gore won the organized labor union vote handily, 59 percent to Bush’s 37. In past
decades that would have carried West Virginia, but given that labor unions now
represent just 13 percent of American workers, the bulk of wage earners are subject
to other influences. Increasingly the views of conservative ideologues have come
into play. In 2000, 56 percent of all blue-collar workers identified themselves as
religious and moral conservatives. Bush won the Protestant vote by 56 to 42 per-
cent and lost the Roman Catholic vote by just 50 to 47 percent. (In 2004 Bush won
the Catholic vote even though his opponent, John Kerry, was a Catholic.)

Some political observers argue that the Gore campaign based its electoral strat-
egy on antiquated notions of class and ideology. The Gore campaign spent a con-
siderable amount of time addressing what was perceived to be a working-class
agenda: jobs, wages, movable capital. By contrast, Bush spent nearly one-third
of his time talking about values, and the Republican National Committee spent
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35 percent of its budget on advertisements about character and virtue. Gore’s
campaign workers behaved as if unions were the dominant institution in West
Virginia when, in fact, it was churches. They acted from the assumption that blue-
collar workers would vote their economic self-interest; instead, many embraced
the conservative economic brief that workers were best served by business incen-
tives and tax cuts for the wealthy.

None of this is meant to pass judgment on West Virginia voters, but rather to
remind us that social class is complex. It is easy to saddle blue-collar workers with
hazy class awareness, but are self-styled intellectuals any more enlightened? In a
trenchant 2005 review of authors such as Tom Wolfe and Curtis Sittenfeld, Professor
Walter Benn Michaels marvels over the ways in which American writers construct
stories set in elite schools and affluent neighborhoods as though these are the norm.
But the professoriate has been little better. Social scientists and humanists assert
that race, gender, and class are the big three of social analysis. At least, that is what
they say. In practice, class is often the poor relative who occasionally comes to visit
and must be tolerated.

Since the 1970s, identity politics has had an impact on the intellectual commu-
nity as thoroughly as on society as a whole. Thus, while scholars c/aim that race,
gender, and class are inextricably linked, they wrire as if race and gender matter
more. Itis exceedingly rare to find black scholars who, following the lead of W. E. B.
Du Bois, overtly link economic exploitation to the construction of racism. One
will, however, find African American scholars, such as Stephen J. Carter, who seek
to decouple economics and race and argue that affirmative action programs and
race-based initiatives are a cause of modern racism.

Similarly, although many gender studies are quick to point out the economic
dislocation of women in American society, most take it as a given that sexism
trumps class in explaining it. Only socialist feminists and a handful of popular writ-
ers such as Barbara Ehrenreich bother to follow the money trail to see who, exactly,
benefits from keeping women in economic thralldom.

Our purpose is not to criticize other scholars, nor is it to topple racial and gen-
der paradigms and reify class in its stead. Rather it is to suggest that, if we are to
make sense of social class in modern America, we must look at the roots of how
class has been discussed across the political and social spectrum in the past and
acknowledge that present-day conceptions, constructions, and awareness of class
are multilayered and maddeningly inconsistent.

If one looks to social scientists for help in understanding class, the results are
often disappointing. As noted earlier, most agree that social class is important and
that American society is stratified. Beyond this there is little agreement. What, for
example, is the median income in America? It depends on whether you mean indi-
vidual income, or family income, and it depends on which source you consult. Is
the poverty rate 13 percent, the official level, or closer to 20 percent, as some
researchers assert? There is no consensus on how many classes there are, what they
are, how much they earn, what defines them, or how they matter.

In 1966 sociologist Gerhard Lenski outlined the debate over social class. He
juxtaposed arguments for dismantling stratification—injustice, inequality, the ten-
dency to elevate ascribed status over merit, the stifling of potential—against those
that saw class as natural and positive. Defenders of the class system—a group that
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includes many contemporary conservatives—often argue that inequality is neces-
sary for innovation, that unequal rewards breed incentive, that stratification ensures
that worthy individuals are entrusted with power, and that social stability is prefer-
able to equality. Lenski’s 1966 parameters continue to limit the debate—such as it
is—over class.

To a great extent, the defenders of inequality have been more in vogue in recent
times. Their point of view dovetails nicely with success tales (and myths) of achiev-
ing the American dream, especially the assertion that hard work yields rewards.
The American dream has, in fact, proved so powerful that it has trumped notions
of America as a haven of equality. History records that the United States never has
been an equal society, but equality has nonetheless served as a touchstone value for
the American republic. Lately, though, many Americans have jettisoned hopes of
an equal society for more generalized support of equality of opportunity, and even
this manifests itself more in rhetoric than in political activity. The same individuals
who believe in equal opportunity often reject social programs, school-funding
schemes, and progressive taxation reforms that would help level the playing field.

The entries in this encyclopedia are designed with several purposes in mind.
First, they exist as historical overviews on the question, practice, and changing
perceptions of class in America. As such, this is a reference work on social history.
Second, they highlight the ways in which class is made manifest in contemporary
society. In this regard, the work is part sociology and part cultural history. Finally,
the encyclopedia seeks to provide information that is useful to conceptualize class
in today’s world. Call it political science with a touch of old-fashioned civics.

As stated in the preface, it is decidedly not the be-all and end-all, nor can it hope
to be comprehensive. Writers have prepared entries with a general readership in
mind, not academic specialists. Our purpose is to offer a reference tool that does
what fewer and fewer Americans choose to do: look at social class. We hope to call
attention to the very real existence of stratification even though many Americans
prefer to think we live in a middle-class society with a few extraordinary poor and
rich people on the fringes. It seeks only to be the first word on the subject, not the
last.
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ABBOTT, EDITH (September 26, 1876-July 28, 1957)
AND GRACE (November 17, 1878-June 19, 1939)

RoBERT E. WEIR

Edith and Grace Abbott were sisters who pioneered in social work and child advo-
cacy and improved conditions for immigrants and the poor.

The Abbott sisters were born in Grand Island, Nebraska, during the Gilded
Age, a time in which many members of the middle class adhered to the precepts
of Social Darwinism. The concept of social problems was still murky, and condi-
tions such as poverty were viewed as personal failings linked to inferior intellectual
or moral development. The Abbotts, however, grew up in a household that rejected
essentialist arguments about character, in part because their mother was an ardent
suffragist and pacifist accustomed to challenging assumptions about human nature.

Edith attended Browning Hall, a boarding school in Omaha, and then took up
teaching because the family could not afford to send her to college. However,
despite these financial limitations, she began taking correspondence and summer
school classes at the University of Nebraska, obtaining a bachelor’s degree in 1901.
She continued teaching until 1903, when she went to the University of Chicago,
where she obtained a PhD in economics in 1905. Courtesy of a Carnegie fellow-
ship, Abbott attended University College in London and the London School of
Economics. At the latter she met Beatrice and Sidney Webb, Fabians whose belief
that socialism could evolve peacefully was popular among the British middle class.
Fabian socialists were committed to the idea that poverty was a social ill, an idea
Edith retained when she returned to the United States.

Edith taught at Wellesley College during 1907, but left to join her sister at
Chicago’s Hull House, the famed settlement house experiment begun by Jane
Addams. Abbott was also active in the suffrage movement and worked as an assis-
tant to Sophonisba Breckinridge at the Chicago School of Civics and Philan-
thropy, where she learned about juvenile delinquency. In 1924, Abbott became
the first female dean of a graduate program when she headed the School of the
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Social Service Administration at the Uni-
versity of Chicago. The latter is consid-
ered the nation’s first graduate program
in social work.

Abbott held the deanship until 1942.
During that time, she helped create the
Cook County Bureau of Public Welfare,
assisted in drafting the Social Security
Act, and wrote voluminously to educate
the public on topics such as poverty, prison
reform, and the need for state and federal
governments to take active roles in allevi-
ating social problems. For many years she
also edited the influential journal Social Sci-
ence Review, which she and Breckinridge
founded in 1927. She retired in 1953,
returned to Grand Island, and died of
pneumonia four years later.

Grace was equally passionate about
helping members of the lower class and
moved in many of the same circles as her
older sister. She graduated from Grand
Island Baptist College in 1898, taught high
school for several years, and did graduate
work at the University of Nebraska and the
University of Chicago. In 1907, she moved
to Chicago and moved into Hull House.
"Two years later, she obtained a PhD in political science from the University of
Chicago.

From 1908 to 1917, Grace worked with immigrants at Hull House and became
the director of the Immigrants Protective League. Abbott also immersed herself in
other Chicago reform movements of the Progressive Era, and her experiences
exemplify both the promise and the limitations of government-directed social
reform in the early twentieth century. She was particularly interested in the prob-
lem of child labor and left Hull House in 1917 to direct the Industrial Division of
the Children’s Bureau, where she worked closely with Julia Lathrop to enforce
child labor laws passed by Congress in 1916. When the Keating-Owen Act, which
had created those laws, was declared unconstitutional in 1918, Abbott left the Chil-
dren’s Bureau to direct the Illinois State Immigrants Commission, an experience
she recounted in her 1917 book The Immigrant and His Community.

Abbott’s concern for children brought her back to the Children’s Bureau in
1921, when she replaced Lathrop as director. Her years of advocating federal aid
for infant and maternity care seemed to bear success in 1921, when she published
Maternity and Infant Welfare, and Congress passed the Sheppard-Towner Act. Alas,
the latter was struck down as unconstitutional just one year later. Abbott nonethe-
less stayed in her post until 1934. During that time she advised the League of
Nations on the exploitation of female and child laborers, and she threw herself

Grace Abbott, Chief of the Children’s Bureau of
the Dept. of Labor, ca. 1929. Courtesy of the
Library of Congress.
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into the task of compiling solid social statistics to back her assertions. This culmi-
nated in numerous books, including the two-volume The Child and the State, a
work sometimes cited as a model of rigorous collection and interpretation of social
science data.

Grace left the Children’s Bureau in 1934 to take up a professoriate in social work
at the University of Chicago. Like her sister, she also edited the Social Science Review
(1934-39), and she also joined Edith in helping draft the Social Security Act. Her
career and passion were cut short when she died of cancer in 1939.

Both sisters greatly increased public awareness of how poverty and injustice can
be embedded in social systems that operate independently of individual character
or effort. They did much to legitimize the role of government in addressing social
problems.
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ACADEMIA

MURNEY GERLACH

The concepts of the modern academy and university grew originally out of the
Scholasticism movement of twelfth-century Europe, when scholars, students, and
religious leaders mingled in places to study universal knowledge, philosophy, and sci-
ence. By the thirteenth century, such places in Bologna, Paris, Oxford, Cambridge,
and several locales in the German and Italian states had evolved into universities.

From the beginning, academia was associated with social elites. The church
controlled the universities, and students were considered clerics. Under the primo-
geniture rules that dominated much of Europe, elder sons inherited land; the
church was dominated by second and third sons of nobility. Moreover, it took a
certain level of wealth for most students to indulge in long hours of discipline,
study and analysis. Medieval students pored over complex theological texts, Latin
and Greek classics, philosophy, and scientific treatises.

Universities and the academia thus became the fundamental living centers for
basic research, learning, and the pursuit of knowledge, but they were also largely
places of privilege and bastions for the aristocracy. They incorporated the idea that
knowledge was its own reward, and also the idea that learning could improve soci-
ety and improve humankind. After the Reformation, scholars and academics could
more freely pursue their research, speculations, and conclusions about science and
their age, but it was during the eighteenth-century Enlightenment that expansive
views of the individual, reason, and philosophy led to scientific and humanistic rev-
olutions in the academy. Writers and thinkers such as Voltaire, Rousseau, Diderot,
and other philosophes provided new models that were beneficial for the pursuit of
republican and democratic experiments that spread around the world in the period
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between 1760 and 1800, especially in America, France, and Britain. In British
North America, the founding of the American Philosophical Society and the philo-
sophical writings of Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, and Benjamin Franklin
were instrumental in the decades leading up to the American Revolution and the
eventual writing of the Constitution.

Even before then, transformational and revolutionary ideas infused the academic
halls of Harvard, Yale, Brown, and the rest of the Ivy League. Scholars studied the
writings of John Locke and Thomas Hobbes as well as Scottish and British philoso-
phers and economists. It is important to note that Adam Smith’s Wealth of Nations, a
book widely regarded as a founding document in the development of capitalism, was
published in 1776, the same year Jefferson penned the Declaration of Independence.

Seminal to the emergence of academia in the mid-nineteenth century was
Cardinal John Henry Newman’s classic The Idea of the University (1852), a work
that discussed learning, research, and the pursuit of knowledge in relationship to
liberal education and research in science, technology, archaeology, and medicine.
These ideas dovetailed with the reforming zeal of public education advocates such
as George Henry Evans and Horace Mann. In 1818 Massachusetts opened the
nation’s first free public high school, and by the 1840s, it was an accepted idea that
there was a responsibility to educate the general public, not just those of wealth
and means. The University of North Carolina opened its doors in 1789 as the
nation’s first public university, but it was the Morrill Land-Grant College Act of
1862 that inspired the evolution of major American public universities.

Still, just 4 percent of the American population entered college in 1900, and
most of them came from the upper class or upper middle class. Numbers
increased steadily and, by World War II, about 18 percent of high school graduates
attended college, but it was still unusual for children of the working class to pur-
sue higher education. That changed with the passage of 1944 Servicemen’s Read-
justment Act, popularly known as the GI Bill. Also important was the postwar baby
boom that led to a population explosion. By 1960 about 40 percent of all high
school graduates entered higher education; by 1970 about 50 percent did so. Not
all completed a four-year degree, but by 1990, 13.1 percent of Americans had
obtained a bachelor’s degree, and by 2000, 15.5 percent had done so.

Academia has been democratized to a great extent since World War II and has
generally been a leader in advancing multiculturalism and pluralism. Mentoring,
internships, practical experiences, and active and engaging learning in urban and
world centers have made the once-narrow world of academia open to African
Americans, Asian Americans, Hispanics, and the international community.

That said, the academy retains many of its medieval associations with wealth
and privilege. Ivy League schools and other elite colleges and universities have
made strides in diversifying, but the economic profiles of student families remain
far above median income levels, and the schools obtain relatively few students
from working-class backgrounds. Many argue that American academia is tiered,
with the wealthy attending prestigious private schools, the middle class flagship
state universities, and the working class community colleges and smaller state
colleges. The legacy system, though it has eroded, still gives wealthier students a
leg up in gaining admission to top schools and is seen as an important aspect of
social reproduction in America.
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Social reproduction patterns are also replicated in hiring practices. In 2003, for
example, Ivy League schools hired 433 tenure-track professors. Of these, just 14
were African American, 8 were Hispanic, and 150 were women. Moreover, many
of the new hires had degrees from Ivy League schools. There is a tendency across
academia for institutions to hire professors who have been educated at similar insti-
tutions. Entry into the most prestigious law and medical schools also correlates
with a high socioeconomic status (SES).

There remains a wage premium involved in obtaining a college education. In
2005, an individual with a bachelor’s degree earned an average salary of $51,206 per
annum, whereas the average for those with just a high school degree was $27,915.
Although a college education remains a major contributor to upward social mobility,
social class continues to set the parameters of how high one can climb.
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ACCENTS AND LANGUAGE PATTERNS
RoOBERT E. WEIR

Accents and language patterns are regional, ethnic, and affected communication
variations. Most language patterns are rooted in historical circumstances, and their
sociolinguistic implications are of particular interest to social scientists.

There is no particular reason, other than custom, to favor one accent, set of
grammatical expressions, or communication pattern over another. Scholarly stud-
ies of the history of English, for example, reveal that the language has evolved
repeatedly since departing from original Germanic tribal tongues some time
around the sixth century. Modern English derives from a particular set of prefer-
ences and practices that emerged in London in the fifteenth century, and the idea
that there is a “standard” or “proper” form of English is largely the product of
British imperialism in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. This so-called stan-
dard form did not displace regional variations in Britain or North America until
free public education became widespread in the late nineteenth century. What came
to be known as Standard English is thus a top-down imposition from the British
upper classes, particularly the aristocracy and social climbers in the middle class.
Even now, an affected upper-class dialect—sometimes called “BBC English” in ref-
erence to the fact that broadcasters for the British Broadcasting Corporation once
had to master it—remains an external marker of good breeding.

In Colonial America, regional accents and speech patterns established themselves
well in advance of standardization efforts and were further creolized by the numerous
variations brought by millions of immigrants. In the mid-nineteenth century, how-
ever, some members of the upper and upper middle class began to cultivate faux British
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accents and embrace Standard English to show their sophistication vis-a-vis the
masses. Their grammatical and syntactical preferences came to dominate how English
was taught in schools, and some educators envisioned a day in which uniform English
would eliminate accents, colloquialisms, and alternative grammar usage.

That hope proved naive, but language became an important class barrier. The
American upper classes, motivated in part by Europhilia, integrated speech prefer-
ences into their class identity. Both Theodore and Franklin D. Roosevelt, for
example, spoke English with hints of an affected British accent, as does contempo-
rary conservative commentator William F. Buckley Jr. For much of the twentieth
century, upper-class accents and slavish devotion to precisely defined grammar rules
were commonplace in Ivy League colleges. The use of “poor” grammar or the use
of certain regional dialects marked a person as socially and intellectually inferior.

Southern and Appalachian accents came to connote a lack of sophistication, even
stupidity, whereas an accent common in the greater New York metropolitan area
was associated with working-class bluntness and crudity. Although linguists assert
there are at least three dozen distinct dialects spoken in the United States, it has
become customary for Americans seeking middle-class status to flatten or deem-
phasize their accents. There are even classes and speech consultants that work with
individuals interested in altering speech patterns. This is because multiculturalism
has yet to make dominant inroads in matters of verbal communication. Studies
indicate that listeners still negatively associate certain accents, particularly those
deemed Southern, rural, or ethnic. There is also evidence that candidates who do
not use Standard English also face uphill battles during job interviews.

The class distinctiveness of language impacts racial and ethnic minorities in partic-
ularly dramatic ways. Immigrants who learn English often find it difficult or impossi-
ble to speak it without an accent or to obliterate grammar and syntax patterns of
their native languages. Attempts to address language-based discrimination often cause
heated arguments within communities. Some Latinos, for instance, advocate
replacing bilingual school programs with intensive English training, including speech
therapy. African American leaders and educators arguing that a nonstandard form of
English known as Ebonics should be recognized as a distinct language run afoul of
black leaders who accuse them of further ghettoizing African American youth.

It remains to be seen whether linguistic class barriers will weaken in the future,
but they remain strong at present. Thus far, the only class that has crossed lan-
guage barriers to its advantage has been the upper class. In some cases, those in
power find it advantageous to sound more “common.” For example, politicians
know that an upper-crust accent and an overly active vocabulary can make them
seem aloof and snobbish. During his 1996 bid for the presidency, George H. Bush,
who grew up on the East Coast, attended Yale, and spent many of his adult years in
ambassadorial roles abroad, employed speech consultants to help him sound more
Texan and broaden his populist appeal.
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ACHIEVEMENT AND ASCRIPTION

SHANNON |. TELENKO

The terms achievement and ascription are used by social scientists to describe the
means through which someone attains class status as well as to describe how an
institution or society creates hierarchical structure. Achievement is the attainment
of socioeconomic or class status based on individual effort. Although achievement
is most often associated with hard work, education, occupation, and motivation, it
can be enhanced or reduced through ascribed or assigned class status.

Ascription is the attainment of class status based on who one is and into what
social and economic situation one was born. Families who have descended from
industrialists and other entrepreneurs enjoy upper-class status through ascription,
despite their benefactors’ achievement of that status. The Rockefeller and
Kennedy families are, at this point, beneficiaries of ascribed status. The children
of these families can live off the old money and the recognition that their ancestors
established for them long ago.

It is argued that U.S. culture values achievement over ascription. However, some
individuals and organizations have grown accustomed to building their personal and
professional relationships on ascription. This is often what people mean when they
mention “good old boy” clubs or social networks. This, in turn, affects how indi-
viduals acquire certain positions within society regardless of the official or ideologi-
cal stances that the government takes on equal opportunity and individualism.

Institutions, governments, and organizations within the United Sates usually
claim they select members on the basis of their “earned” status and achievements
and not because of the status into which members were born. However, many peo-
ple find their opportunities enhanced by who they are and whom they know. For
example, presidents of the United States should be elected based on achievement.
Nevertheless, presidential candidates must either have money or be able to raise
money through reputation or recognition before they can hope to launch a bid for
office. Therefore, some question the assumption that the United States is a meri-
tocracy. Many high-level positions in government, business, and other institutions
appear to result from ascription rather than achievement.

"To cite a hypothetical scenario, a university admits a student because she gradu-
ated high school with a high grade-point average. This student then excels and
graduates college with honors. Because of her superb study and leadership skills,
she is hired shortly after commencement. Despite the fact that this hypothetical
woman grew up with working-class or working-poor status, her dedication to
higher education, traditionally a realm for only upper- and middle-income fami-
lies, has elevated her to middle-class status. If her job paid enough, or she went on
to receive more education, she could eventually rise to upper-class status. In this
way, achievement is also a vehicle for social mobility.

Some, however, argue that such a scenario is rare because upper-class status is
ascribed and exclusive. There is, moreover, a distinction between “old money” and
the nouveau riche in the United States. Old-money families have historically
looked down on individuals or families who have become newly wealthy through
achievement.
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Leaders in American society have historically been considered those with
ascribed upper-class status. These leaders included government officials (including
the Founding Fathers), professors, and scientists. Groups who have traditionally
been ascribed lower-class status are minorities, immigrants, the working classes,
single mothers, the mentally ill, and the disabled. Some argue that these assign-
ments still plague American society, despite the increased opportunities for all
groups as well as the higher positions to which those historically considered “lower
class” have been appointed.

Under capitalism, people are taught to believe that hard work always pays off
and that one can achieve almost anything regardless of socioeconomic back-
ground or family name. Some think that this is a myth and that the lower classes
exist to permit the upper classes to have what they have. They believe that this
idea of achievement serves as a false hope for the lower classes so that they will
not complain about their position in society. If a few actually “make it” through
individual efforts, this only serves to reinforce the myth of social mobility
through achievement.

Therefore, although it is argued that there are two ways to attain status, through
achievement and ascription, barriers to the attainment of higher class status still
exist in the United States. Some individuals may never be able to enjoy the status
that is ascribed to American society’s very upper classes. Members of lower classes
in American society may have to work even harder to overcome discrimination in
achieving higher class status, which can be a difficult and tiresome obligation.
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AbAams FAMILY

RoBERT E. WEIR

Adams is the family name of one of America’s oldest elite families. Although many
of the family members lived in nearby Quincy, the Adams clan is often numbered
among the Boston Brahmins, in part because of family wealth and the tendency
of prominent members to adopt imperious airs. A few of the more public Adams
family members are profiled here.

John Adams (October 30, 1735-July 4, 1826) was the first Adams to immerse
himself in public affairs. His father was a church deacon, farmer, and town official
in Braintree, Massachusetts. John Adams attended Harvard College, became a
lawyer, and gained a reputation for eloquence and a disputative nature. By the
1760s he routinely took cases defending colonists against royal power, though,



ADAMS FAMILY * 9

surprisingly, he successfully defended
British troops accused of murder in the
1770 Boston Massacre. In the buildup to
the American Revolution, however,
Adams firmly identified with the Patriot
cause. He attended both Continental
Congresses, and it was he who nominated
George Washington to be commander-in-
chief of the Continental Army. He also
assisted Thomas Jefferson in writing the
Declaration of Independence.

Adams spent most of the war in various
diplomatic ventures and helped negotiate
the 1783 Treaty of Paris that secured
American independence. In 1785 he
became the new nation’s first ambassador
to Great Britain, but was considered so
haughty by American detractors that they
called him the “Duke of Braintree.” Like
many of the Founding Fathers, Adams
was distrustful of the common people and
expressed the view that men of breeding
and wealth were more worthy of public  John Adams, second president of the United
service. He even suggested the new nation States. Courtesy of the Library of Congress.
create an upper legislative body analogous
to the British House of Lords. These views derailed any hopes that Adams would
become the first president of the United States. Instead, he became Washington’s
vice president in 1789.

Within what came to be known as the Federalist Party, Adams and Alexander
Hamilton led a conservative faction that was often criticized for imperial pre-
tensions. Adams is credited with helping maneuver positive American foreign
policy toward Britain and away from France; the French Revolution seemed to
signal anarchy and the tyranny of the masses. This led to a political squabble
between Adams and Jefferson, who at least publicly expressed more faith in
democracy. Adams barely defeated Jefferson in 1796 and succeeded Washington
as president.

His presidency was also marked by controversy. His open support for Britain in
its war against France led to public battles with Jefferson, and Adams was lam-
pooned severely in pro-Jefferson newspapers. The 1798 Alien and Sedition Acts
clamped down on pro-French and anti-Adams utterances, but fueled criticisms that
Adams was a closet aristocrat. In 1800 Adams lost his reelection bid to Jefferson.

He retired to Quincy and, ironically, died the same day as Jefferson in 1826.

Abigail Adams (November 22, 1744-October 28, 1818) was the wife of John
Adams and the mother of John Quincy Adams and three other children. She and
John enjoyed an affectionate relationship, and the tone of their correspondence is
remarkable for its frankness and emotionality. Abigail spent most of her marriage
apart from her politically active husband and demonstrated great skill and courage
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in managing both economic affairs and family safety during the American Revolu-
tion. Her admonition to John to “remember the ladies” as he helped draft the new
government is often quoted, and some have viewed her as a proto-feminist.
Although such an assessment is overly charitable, Abigail Adams was as headstrong
and opinionated as her husband. She joined John in England while he was ambas-
sador, but spent most of the twelve years he served in the new government shut-
tling back and forth between the family home in Quincy and Philadelphia, the
temporary capital. In 1800 she became the first presidential spouse to live in the
newly built White House.

John Quincy Adams (July 11, 1767-February 23, 1848) was the eldest son of
John and Abigail and the sixth president of the United States. His childhood was
consumed by war and politics. He accompanied his father to Europe several times
before he was thirteen and went to Russia as a private secretary to Ambassador
Francis Dana when he was fourteen. Like his father, he graduated from Harvard
with a degree in law, though most of his early career was consumed by diplomacy
rather than legal matters. He helped draft the Jay Treaty in 1794 that secured peace
with Great Britain but angered Jeffersonians. He also secured a treaty with Prussia
during his father’s presidency.

He served in the Massachusetts legislature and in the U.S. Senate and did so
first as a Federalist, but he angered some colleagues by supporting President
Jefferson’s purchase of Louisiana and his trade embargo of Britain and France.
These acts led the Federalists to dump him as a senator in 1808, and J. Q. Adams
responded by aligning himself with the Republican (today’s Democratic) Party and
supporting President James Madison and the War of 1812, which most Federalists
opposed. Adams served as an envoy to Russia and then as secretary of state under
President James Monroe. In that latter post, he was a key architect of the Monroe
Doctrine, which asserted U.S. hegemony in the Western hemisphere, and he was
furthermore an ardent booster of what was later dubbed Manifest Destiny, the idea
that it was America’s fate to expand westward to the Pacific coast. He also negoti-
ated a treaty with Spain that transferred control of Florida to the United States and
one with Britain in 1818 that averted war by establishing the border between the
United States and Canada.

In 1824 John Quincy Adams, having lost the popular vote to Andrew Jackson,
became president in an election decided by Congress. His presidency was marked
by as much controversy as his father’s, with Jackson as his chief antagonist. Bat-
tles over chartering a federal bank and over federal funding for internal improve-
ments and a trade tariff marked his single term. The tariff sparked the
Nullification Crisis in which South Carolina threatened secession, and it was a
key issue in the 1828 election in which Jackson soundly defeated the incumbent
J. Q. Adams.

In 1830 J. Q. Adams returned to national politics via election to the House of
Representatives. He became one of the foremost opponents of slavery and intro-
duced an unsuccessful amendment to gradually end it. Outraged Southerners
accused him of being an aristocratic meddler, and Adams returned their con-
tempt. Ironically, though, he used popular democracy as a pressure tactic by
introducing citizen petitions calling for slavery’s end. These prompted Jacksoni-
ans to institute a gag rule that prohibited antislavery discussions. Adams also
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angered the South by securing freedom for African mutineers from the ship
Amistad on the grounds that the ship violated slave-importation laws. He died
after suffering a brain hemorrhage during an impassioned speech opposing the
Mexican War.

Charles Francis Adams (August 18, 1807-November 21, 1886) was the son of
John Quincy and Louisa (Johnson) Adams. His career path followed that of his
progenitors: Harvard, a law degree, a well-connected marriage, politics, and
diplomatic service. Like his father, he was an ardent opponent of slavery. After a
short stint in the Free Soil Party, he joined the newly formed Republican Party
and won election to Congress in 1858 to the Massachusetts seat his late father
had once held. When Abraham Lincoln won the presidency in 1860, Charles
became the latest Adams to serve as ambassador to Great Britain. He played a
key role in the Civil War by dissuading the British from their early support for
the Confederacy. Also a historian, he edited the memoirs of both his father and
his grandfather. His son, Charles Francis Adams Jr. (1835-1915), later wrote
Charles Sr.’s biography. Charles Francis Adams IIT (1866-1954) also went into
politics and served as President Herbert Hoover’s secretary of the navy.

Two of Charles Francis Adams Sr.’s other sons made their mark during the
Gilded Age. Brooks Adams (June 24, 1848—February 13, 1927) parlayed his Har-
vard education into a career as a historian at a time in which said profession was
often that of wealthy dilettantes. Like his eldest brother, Charles, one of his
tavorite subjects was his own family. In keeping with the views of so many
Adamses before him, he expressed skepticism about the virtues of democracy.
Brooks Adams authored several works of history, the most significant being America’s
Economic Supremacy (1900), in which he accurately predicted that the United
States and Russia would become dominant world powers. In his later life, he
questioned the Adams family maxim that wealth and worthiness to hold power
went hand in hand. Seeing the social turmoil of the late Victorian period, he and
others came to suspect that members of the upper class had grown soft and irre-
sponsible. His nephew Charles Jr. embraced these same ideas and grew so dis-
gusted with the “low instincts” of business that he abandoned his railroad career
to write history.

Brooks Adams’s reputation was surpassed by that of his brother Henry Brooks
Adams (February 16, 1838—March 27, 1918), also a historian and writer. Henry
Brooks Adams worked as a journalist and edited the influential North American
Review from 1870 to 1876, by which time he was also a history professor at Harvard.
He wrote a nine-volume history of the Jefferson and Madison administrations.

Henry Adams’s life took a sharp turn in 1885, after his wife, Marian (Hooper)
Adams, committed suicide. He began traveling extensively, writing two books that
established his reputation. The first, Mont-Saint-Michel and Chartres (1904), is still
considered a classic for the way in which the author combined philosophy, art his-
tory, and religion. He is even better known for his autobiography The Education of
Henry Adams (1907), the companion piece to Mont-Saint-Michel and Chartres. In
many ways, this book is a metaphor for the Adams family. He contrasted the unity
of the Gothic Age and what he dubbed the “multiplicity” of his own age. With fam-
ily history lurking in the background, Adams presented himself as a man adrift and
one whose “education” left him ill-prepared for modern life.

11
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The Adams family is certainly one of America’s most distinguished clans, but
decades of public service notwithstanding, many of its offspring struggled to rec-
oncile wealth, noblesse oblige, and democracy. In many ways, the Adamses illustrate
the limits of top-down leadership patterns.
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ADDAMS, JANE (September 6, 1860-May 21, 1935)

VictoriA GRIEVE

Jane Addams was a famed reformer, social worker, peace activist, and champion of
the working class. She is best known for cofounding Hull House, a settlement
house in Chicago for poor and immigrant families. Addams also received the
Nobel Prize for Peace in 1931 for her lifetime contributions to social work.

She was the youngest child born to a large, wealthy family in Cedarville, Illinois.
After her mother died when Addams was two, Addams developed a close relation-
ship with her father, who encouraged her to pursue her education. After graduat-
ing from Rockford Female Seminary in 1881, Addams announced to the dismay of
her family that she would pursue a medical degree. However, her father died, and
Addams was bedridden for more than a year with spinal problems. In 1883 she trav-
eled to Europe for two years and then returned home to what was a traditional life
for a well-off, unmarried woman: living with and caring for her family. In 1885,
however, she again traveled to Europe, this time with her friend Ellen Gates Starr,
and they visited London’s Toynbee Hall, a settlement house.

Both Addams and Starr were greatly influenced by British social reform move-
ments, and shortly after returning to the United States, they moved to Chicago, a
center of industry and commerce that required cheap labor supported by massive
migrations from Europe. The Halsted Street neighborhood on Chicago’s West
Side was a poor neighborhood dominated by immigrant slums where overcrowded
tenements, crime, disease, inadequate schools, inferior hospitals, and insufficient
sanitation were common. Mobilizing the generosity of wealthy donors, Addams
and Starr opened Hull House in 1889 to employ the underutilized talents of edu-
cated, middle-class young people to serve the poor. In response to the need for
child care, they opened a kindergarten, and soon they also offered medical care,
legal aid, and classes in English, vocational skills, sewing, cooking, music, art, and
drama.

Addams’s involvement with the working poor transformed her from a philan-
thropist into an activist. Shocked by the poor housing, overcrowding, and poverty
they witnessed, she and other Hull House workers gradually became more
involved in their community and urban politics. Addams was appointed to the
Chicago School Board in 1905 and additionally accepted the position as garbage
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inspector for the Nineteenth Ward. She
lobbied for child labor laws, a factory
inspection system, and improvements in
the juvenile justice system. She fought for
legislation to limit the working hours of
women, mandate schooling for children,
recognize labor unions, and provide for
industrial safety. Hull House attracted a
variety of social reformers, including Flo-
rence Kelley, a member of the Socialist
Labor Party, who introduced the middle-
class Hull House residents to political and
trade union activity. In 1903 several Hull
House residents, including Addams, were
involved in establishing the Women’s
"Trade Union League.

Her increasing political activity con-
vinced Addams of the need for women’s
suffrage. She joined the National Ameri-
can Woman Suffrage Association in 1906
and became its president in 1911. In 1909
Addams was a founding member of the
National Association for the Advancement
of Colored People (NAACP). Hoping to
see her work become part of a national
political agenda, Addams actively cam-
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paigned for Progressive presidential candi- Jane Addams, ca. 1914. Courtesy of the Library of

date Theodore Roosevelt in 1912, Addams ~ Congress.

traveled and lectured widely; between

1907 and 1930, she wrote hundreds of articles and delivered countless speeches on
topics ranging from settlement work to the labor movement, prostitution, and
women’s suffrage. She wrote seven books, including her 1910 autobiography,
Twenty Years at Hull House.

The outbreak of the Spanish-American War in 1898 and the rising threat of
American imperialism led Addams to oppose war. She joined the Anti-Imperialist
League and in 1904 spoke at the Universal Peace Conference. In her 1907 Newer
Ideals of Peace, she argued for a moral substitute for war, and she worked to keep the
United States out of World War 1. She served as chairman of the Woman’s Peace
Party and accompanied a delegation to the International Congress of Women to
The Hague in 1915. Addams served as president of the Women’s International
League of Peace and Freedom (WILPF) from 1919 until she resigned in 1929, and
she remained honorary president until her death.

Addams’s involvement in labor, suffrage, and peace movements, and especially
her opposition to American involvement in World War I, stirred public criticism.
She was castigated in the press and expelled from the Daughters of the American
Revolution, but in 1918 she worked for Herbert Hoover’s Department of Food
Administration to provide relief supplies to the women and children of enemy
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nations. Many thought her a traitor for her pacifism, and in the 1920s, she was
called the most dangerous woman in America for opposing the mass arrests and
deportation of suspected radicals during the Red Scare. Shocked by such political
persecution, Addams was among the founders of the American Civil Liberties
Union (ACLU) in 1920.

Addams’s reputation revived with the onset of the Great Depression, and she
was awarded the Nobel Prize for Peace in 1931. She supported Franklin Roosevelt’s
New Deal and remained active in social issues, but her health steadily declined.
She died of cancer on May 21, 1935, and her funeral service was held in the court-
yard at Hull House.
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ADVERTISING

JANEAN MOLLET-VAN BECKUM

Adpvertising is the promotion of goods, services, or ideas through paid announce-
ments to the public. Professional ad creators use different advertising techniques to
sway the public’s view on a product or issue. They have become adept at targeting
certain segments of the population, making their ads very effective.

When targeting a particular group of people, advertisers rely on demographic
statistics relating to the group, including the group members’ age, gender, income,
race, and education. This allows ads to be placed in areas of a city or during media
programming where the promotional messages will most likely reach the target
audience. For example, an advertiser selling a clothing line targeted at teenagers
may advertise products during television programming popular with teens. Like-
wise, a company such as Wal-Mart is more likely to advertise in moderate- or low-
income areas than in affluent areas.

Recent controversy regarding advertisements has centered on the promotion of
alcohol and, particularly, tobacco products to children. For example, the mascot
used to promote Camel cigarettes from 1987 to 1997 was a cartoon camel named
“Joe Camel.” Research showed that the cartoon image appealed to young children,
and under pressure from activist groups and the government, R.J. Reynolds
removed Joe Camel from its advertising campaigns. Anti-tobacco activists claim
that Camel cigarettes were intentionally targeted at young children, causing them
to smoke at a younger age as well as encouraging brand loyalty at a young age; the
company denies these allegations. This is only one of several examples of compa-
nies allegedly marketing to children a product intended for use by adults. The idea
was that if children were introduced to the cigarettes as children, they would be
more likely to remember them when choosing cigarettes when they turned eight-
een or to begin smoking at an even earlier age.
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One of the advertising profession’s strongest strategies is to create a desire for a
product that may not really be needed. To create a need where there is none, adver-
tisers often show an ideal standard of living when the product is used, suggesting
social and economic upward mobility. This is one of the most common types of
advertising, promising heightened social status by promising acceptance in the
higher group. This type of advertising may also suggest the acquisition of every-
thing that is perceived to go along with the higher status, such as wealth, beauty,
and leisure, when a particular product is purchased. Luxury car ads are particularly
adept at this type of persuasion. Drivers are portrayed as successful, wealthy, happy
individuals with an abundance of leisure time to enjoy their car. The reality is that
those in lower classes who buy these cars in an effort to attain a higher status often
have less wealth and leisure and therefore less happiness because of the increased
expense required to pay for the high-end car.

These marketing tools work because material things are connected both to how
a person perceives himself or herself and to how others perceive him or her in
American society. Goods communicate what we think of ourselves and how we
want others to think of us. Therefore, ads focusing on what people want to be, and
how they want to be seen, are very successful. They create perceived increases in
status that are often illusory. Scholars such as Juliet Schor argue that targeting
luxury goods at various income groups is a new phenomenon in American culture
that has led to social shifts. Whereas Americans of earlier generations compared
themselves with those in their specific peer groups, modern advertising encourages
them to measure their worth vis-a-vis the lifestyles of the affluent Americans.

Another good example of this is the wedding industry. Many couples do not
want huge, expensive weddings but still end up with them because of the ideals
portrayed in magazines, at bridal shows, and in the media. The fairytale wedding
of the high class and popular entertainers becomes the ideal and is expected by
guests. Couples want guests to remember their wedding as akin to glamorous media
images, and they are therefore driven to buy the accessories and clothing adver-
tised, even though they may not consciously want them or be able to afford them.

Ads also perpetuate or create stereotypes, most obviously in the case of gender
roles. Just like fifty years ago, middle-class women are still portrayed as the care-
takers and nurturers of the family, although their roles may have also expanded to
work outside the home. This particular stereotype is rooted in the desire to be all
things to all people. It says women can be good mothers and housekeepers, as well
as breadwinners to keep their families at a middle or higher social class, as long as
they have the proper products on hand.

Advertisers use the ideas and ideals already ingrained in American society to rein-
force the desire for upward social mobility and attainment of the American dream.
In the competitive commercial world of the modern day, consumers must be careful
that they are buying a product for what it is, and not for what it purports to be.

Suggested Reading

Martin M. Grossack, Understanding Consumer Bebavior, 1964; William Leiss,
Stephen Kline, and Sut Jhally, Social Communication in Advertising, 1990; Gerard S.
Petorne, MD, Tobacco Advertising: The Great Seduction, 1996.
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AFFIRMATIVE ACTION

See Institutional Discrimination; Quotas.

AFFLUENT SocCIETY, THE
See Galbraith, John Kenneth.

AFRICAN AMERICANS

See Institutional Discrimination; Race, Racism, and Racial Stratification. (Many
entries also discuss African Americans within specific contexts.)

AGRARIANISM

RoBERT E. WEIR

Agrarianism is a set of ideals that posits virtue in agricultural production and rural
life. For many years, it was also linked to notions of independence and self-reliance
among North Americans of European descent.

When Europeans established their North American colonies, most common
people made their living from the land. Landholding was closely connected to
wealth and vocation, with many Europeans imposing their social and religious
views about property and productive labor onto unsuspecting Native Americans.
Seizures of Native lands were sometimes justified on the grounds that Natives had
not made those lands “productive” and hence had abrogated claims to them.
Natives likewise found deeded land transactions baffling and often ceded land to
colonists under the mistaken impression that they had agreed to mutual use of the
land rather than to colonists’ exclusive ownership.

By the time of the American Revolution, farming and other rural pursuits such
as hunting and trapping were the primary occupations of most whites residing in
the English colonies. Even intellectuals such as Benjamin Franklin and Thomas
Jefferson opined that farming was the best way for most people to gain “independ-
ence,” a term they interpreted in both political and economic terms. Although
capitalism had begun to develop, the prevailing view was that working for wages
made a person dependent on others, and true mastery came only when one was
self-sufficient. In many places, property ownership conferred the status of “free-
man,” and one could not vote unless one owned land. This pattern persisted in
many places until after the War of 1812 and in Rhode Island until the 1841-42
Dorr Rebellion. Jefferson even offered the opinion that the United States should
remain an agricultural nation and rely upon European imports only for what few
manufactured goods Americans might need.
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The Jeffersonian ideal of an independent yeomanry was challenged by the ante-
bellum factory system and the post-Civil War Industrial Revolution, but one
can easily exaggerate the overall impact of each. Most Americans were farmers on
the eve of the Civil War, and as late as 1890, some 24,771,000 Americans worked
on farms—over 42 percent of the nation’s total population of 62,947,714. More-
over, not until 1920 did more than half of Americans reside in urban units larger
than 5,000 people. As America industrialized, agrarianism remained the ideal for
most Americans; even labor organizations such as the Knights of Labor called for
comprehensive land reforms to make farm ownership easier.

But not all nineteenth-century farmers were Jeffersonian models of rural inde-
pendence. The bulk of antebellum Southern agricultural workers were slaves, not
independent yeomen. The failure of Reconstruction after the Civil War saw the
bulk of African Americans become tenant farmers and sharecroppers rather than
farm owners. Farmers and ranchers everywhere felt the sting of economic changes
that transformed their products from goods for local consumption into commodi-
ties for regional and national markets. Banks, railroads, grain elevators, stockyards,
and meatpackers increasingly came to dictate prices and production, often leaving
farmers to struggle with high interest rates, exorbitant storage costs, and soaring
freight rates. Farmers expressed collective anger by organizing into reform groups
such as the Grange, the Farmers’ Alliances, the Greenback and “free silver” move-
ments, and the Populist Party.

These groups, especially the Populists in the 1890s and Progressive Era move-
ments such as the Industrial Workers of the World, the Citizens Non-Partisan
League, and Minnesota’s Farmer-Labor Party, helped legions of farmers, but sev-
eral economic trends began to erode agrarian ideals. First, expansion of the indus-
trial and service sectors created a permanent wage-earning working class and
shifted economic relations to money-based exchanges. Second, the scale of the
economy favored large enterprises over small ones, with farming subject to the
same consolidation practices as manufacturing. Ranching was the first to give way.
By the 1880s much of the meatpacking trade relied on animals from large ranches
that employed wage-earners, not the livestock of small ranches.

The decline of family farms is much discussed in contemporary America, but it
has been accelerating since the late 1920s. During and after World War I, many
farmers expanded production to meet military needs and to feed war-ravaged
Europe. As Europe recovered, American farmers faced dropping prices because of
overproduction. The Great Depression officially began in late 1929, but many
rural areas were in decline several years earlier.

The Depression further ravaged rural America. Even New Deal programs such
as the Agricultural Adjustment Act (AAA), which brought price subsidies for many
commodities, favored large operations over small farms. Although the total
amount of tilled acreage actually increased slightly between 1930 and 1940, the
number of farms and farmers declined. As farms were foreclosed, corporations
bought small farms and consolidated them. What came to be called agribusiness
emerged in full force in the 1930s.

The post—World War II expansion of the economy was not marked by resur-
gence in family farming. In 1930 more than 30 million Americans worked in agri-
culture; by 1950 barely half that number worked in the agrarian sector. Small-scale
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agriculture began an inexorable decline. In 1950 just 15.3 percent of Americans
lived off the land; by 1970 that figure had slipped to 8.7 percent, and by 1990 a
mere 1.9 percent made their livelihood by farming. This is because farming has
become a corporate activity. The total amount of tilled acreage in 1990 was just
slightly down from 1930 levels, but the average farm size was over 300 percent
larger. Between 1982 and 1997 alone, some 339,000 small farms ended up in the
hands of approximately 2,600 consolidated operations. Today, many producers,
wholesalers, and retailers are the same corporate entity. Firms such as Tyson and
Perdue operate their own chicken ranches; just four firms control nearly three-
quarters of U.S. beef production; and corporate giants such as ConAgra,
Cargill/Monsanto, Archer Daniels Midland, and AgriMark own vast amounts of
American farm and grazing lands. There are reputedly still about 100,000 family-
run dairy operations, but the price farmers get for milk is often dictated by cream-
eries and distributors such as AgriMark, Dean Foods, Hood, and Hershey Foods.
Recent changes in the AAA favor corporate enterprises even more. The reality is
that agrarianism has given way to agribusiness in contemporary America.

Suggested Reading

Jane Adams, Fighting for the Farm: Rural America Transformed, 2002; William
Conlogue and Jack T. Kirby, eds., Working the Garden: American Writers and the
Industrialization of Agriculture, 2002; Milton Hallberg and M. C. Hallberg, Economic
Trends in U.S. Agriculture and Food Systems since World War 11, 2001.

AGRIBUSINESS

See Agrarianism.

AID TO FAMILIESs WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN (AFDC)
See Welfare.

ALGER, HORATIO (January 13, 1832—-July 18, 1899)
RoBERT E. WEIR

Horatio Alger Jr. was a Gilded Age novelist of more than 130 books; his very name
is now synonymous with rags-to-riches stories of sudden upward social mobility.
His books are seldom read today, and only a handful are sdll in print, though they
provide useful documentation of nineteenth-century urban problems.

Alger’s own youth was far from ideal, though he was raised in middle-class
comfort. The senior Alger was an exacting Unitarian minister who tutored his son
in math and reading and encouraged him to enter the ministry. But childhood
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stuttering and his diminutive size—he was just
five feet two inches when fully grown—isolated
Alger socially. Still, he entered Harvard, grad-
uated Phi Beta Kappa in 1857, and entered
Harvard Divinity School. After his ordination
in 1860, he left for a seven-month tour of
Europe. When he returned, the Civil War had
begun, but asthma disqualified him from mili-
tary service; instead, he became a minister of a
Unitarian congregation in Brewster, Massa-
chusetts. He began writing during this time,
perhaps to supplement his meager ministerial
salary.

In 1866 Alger was abruptly fired by his
church. It was later revealed that he was sus-
pected of pedophilia with two teenaged boys.
Alger fled to New York City, a metropolis
being rapidly transformed by mass immigra-

\ 4

tion, industry, and an ever-widening gap

between wealth and poverty. Alger withessed  Horatio Alger. Courtesy of the Library of

firsthand the crushing effects of life in the Congress.

slums, child labor, homelessness, and

nativism. He befriended numerous street

urchins, though the nature of his relationship with these children is unknown.
Alger’s legions of posthumous defenders claim that he was remorseful for his ear-
lier actions and rescued street children as acts of penitence. This may be the case,
but suspicion lingers because his sister destroyed his papers upon his death, per-
haps in an attempt to conceal his homosexuality and physical attraction to boys.

Alger’s interest in rescuing street children coincided with pioneering efforts such
as those of Charles Loring Brace and the Children’s Aid Society. As many as
34,000 children were homeless in New York City alone, and neighborhoods such
as the infamous Five Points region were awash in prostitution, violence, political
corruption, and despair. Alger made street boys the heroes of most of his novels.
"The first, Ragged Dick; or Street Life in New York with the Bootblacks was serialized in
1867 and appeared in book form the following year. The novel juxtaposes a virtu-
ous but poor bootblack, Dick Hunter, and the wastrel Johnny Nolan. Although
Nolan succumbs to vice, Hunter saves a businessman’s son from drowning, wins
the man’s patronage, and begins his rise within the firm.

Achieving salvation through hard work, cheerfulness, luck, determination, and
patronage forms the story arc of most of Alger’s books. These “dime novels,” as the
pulp fiction of the day was called, were akin to modern-day romance novels in that
they are formulaic and quickly penned, and they resolve positively for their protag-
onists. Alger’s books are essentially inner-city fairy tales, with young boys assum-
ing the roles that fairy tales often reserved for princesses-in-the-making. Ragged
Dick became a series, as did several other Alger fictional franchises, including
Tattered Tom, Pluck and Luck, and Foe the Hotel Boy. Alger’s novels were famed for
the manner in which central characters obtain the American dream. They were
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widely consumed by working-class readers in the Gilded Age, a time in which
capitalism was hotly contested, and they may have played a role in advancing
Social Darwinian beliefs in self-reliance. Some historians dispute Alger’s influ-
ence, arguing that such ex post facto interpretations of the importance of his work
developed after the suppression of working-class radical movements in the early
twentieth century. Nonetheless, some 20,000,000 copies of Alger’s books were sold
before they passed from fashion in the early 1920s. His works were so well-known
that Mark Twain penned two Alger parodies in 1875.

Ironically, Alger was not himself a rags-to-riches story. His books sold well, but his
various acts of philanthropy—the YMCA, the Children’s Aid Society, the Newsboys
Lodging House, and various missions—quickly depleted his funds, and some of the
boys he tried to assist flimflammed him. He also gave money to various political
reform causes, including efforts to end contract labor and to enact child labor law
reform. In addition to writing, Alger also tutored children of rich New Yorkers; one of
his charges was future Supreme Court justice Benjamin Cardozo. Shortly before he
died from pneumonia in 1899, Alger left New York and moved in with his sister,
Augusta, and her husband in Natick, Massachusetts.

The importance of Alger’s writing is hotly contested. In his lifetime he was
widely read, and Theodore Roosevelt and Ernest Hemingway were among his
youthful devotees. His work inspired similar ventures, such as the Hardy Boys and
Nancy Drew series, and in death, Alger himself became an icon. To his detractors,
Horatio Alger was a spinner of mindless pap and platitudes. His very name is
sometimes invoked to convey naivety, simplicity, and unexamined individualism.
Some damn Alger for contributing to the myth that poverty is attitudinal rather
than systemic.

Conservatives sometimes link Alger to American ideals of economic opportu-
nity, the value of hard work, and the openness of the American system of social
mobility. The Horatio Alger Association of Distinguished Americans, founded in
1947, awards annual scholarships to high school students who overcome adversity
in an Alger-like fashion. The association’s members have included an unusual
assortment of former sports figures (Hank Aaron, Julius Erving, Wayne Gretzky);
business leaders (Thomas Watson, T. Boone Pickens); celebrities (Joyce Carol
Oates, Oprah Winfrey); and political figures. The latter category tends to draw
from conservative ranks—Ronald Reagan, Clarence Thomas, Robert Dole, John
Connally—but it has also included liberals, such as Mario Cuomo. There is a
Horatio Alger Society devoted to his literary outpouring, and Alger’s personal life
also inspired the formation of the North American Man/Boy Love Association, a
group that lobbies for the elimination of laws governing consensual homosexual
relations between minors and adults.

Suggested Reading
Horatio Alger, Ragged Dick, 2005 (1867); Alger, Bound to Rise, 2005 (1873); Jack
Bales and Gary Scharnhorst, The Lost Life of Horatio Alger, 1985; The Horatio
Alger Association of Distinguished Americans (http://www.horatioalger.com/
index.cfm); Carol Nackenoft, The Fictional Republic: Horatio Alger and American
Political Discourse, 1994.
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ALIENATION

KAREN BETTEZ HALNON

Alienation is a term used in sociology, critical social theory, and more generally
among Marxists to refer to an activity or a state in which a person, a group, an
institution, or a society becomes estranged. For example, an individual might
come to perceive himself as outside what he feels is a “natural” (or, for some theo-
rists, “normative”) relationship with the self, others, the community, or the world.
For most Marxists, the concept of self-alienation is the essence of capitalist
oppression, and in turn, de-alienation involves the potential for revolutionary
social action. Revolutionary action then lies in political economic education, or in
unmasking what some call false consciousness—the ideologies or inverted
desires that distract from accurately perceiving and rejecting deficient and dehu-
manizing material realities.

Alienation can assume several different forms, but all are ultimately a form of
self-alienation, or estrangement from the potentiality of the achievement and
expression of the self. These forms include alienation from one’s self; alienation
from other human beings, from the humanity of others, and from our natural and
interdependent state of community with others; alienation from nature or from
the material world in which we are situated; and alienation from one’s own life
activities.

Religious alienation is one possible form of self-alienation because it subordi-
nates individuals to a non-objective ideology. For Marx (following Ludwig Feuer-
bach, The Essence of Christianity), religious alienation attributes part of the self,
the potential for humanity, and ultimately the perfection of the self and humanity to
an objective existence as God, or as the cultural imagining of human perfection.
Such beliefs are dominant and also oppressive. Marx famously proclaimed reli-
gion to be the “opiate of the masses.” Similarly, economic activity in the forms
of money, commodities, and capital remove and abstract one away from direct
relation with one’s life activities and their products. For example, the surplus
value extracted in the labor process (i.e., profit), in particular, has the effect of
intensifying economic, social, and cultural domination by the capitalist class (or
those who own the means of production). In fact, Marx felt that capitalist pro-
duction modes were alienating by nature because they divorced the working
class from the fruits of their own labor and attempted to substitute money and
goods. The state, the law, and social institutions further conspire to trick individ-
uals into identifying themselves and their activities with separate and simpli-
fied objects. Such alienation renders the individual slavish, powerless, and
dependent. At minimum, a de-alienated individual is an autonomous and creative
self-producer of meaning and is in direct conscious relation with the products of
her or his life.

Whereas traditional Marxist theory focused on production-related alienation,
contemporary social theory focuses on alienation as the deliberate production of
unreality. Many see consumerism and its attendant advertising-based dreams as
a dominant, oppressive force colonizing contemporary social life. The focus of
critics of consumerism is on the dehumanizing effects of living in a globalized
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world of mass media and advertising, of spectacle and simulation, and of con-
sumption of simulated experiences and homogenized (and branded) lifestyles and
identities. A particular emphasis of such work is on the commoditization of dis-
sent or how the modern capitalist state assimilates (and even markets) opposition
to its hegemony.

Suggested Reading

Erich Fromm, Marx’s Concept of Man, 1961; Karen Bettez Halnon, “Alienation
Incorporated: ‘F*** the Mainstream Music’ in the Mainstream,” Current Sociology,
53.4 (May 2005), pp. 441-464; Georg Lukacs, History & Class Consciousness, 1920
Herbert Marcuse, One-Dimensional Man, 1968; Bertell Ollman, Alienation: Marx’s
Conception of Man in Capitalist Society, 1971.

ALTHUSSER, Louls (October 19, 1918-October 23, 1990)
RoBERT E. WEIR

Louis Althusser was an influential French Marxist thinker whose interpretations
of Marx have influenced numerous social scientists, especially those with leftist
political views.

Born in Algeria, Althusser had a troubled childhood but excelled in school. His
education at the well-regarded Ecole Normale Supériuere was interrupted by
World War 11, and he spent much of the war in a German prisoner-of-war camp.
His public career began after the war, and he wrote numerous books and articles,
many of which are intellectually dense and hard to penetrate, but which have
greatly influenced Marxist theory. His later life was marred by tragedy. In 1980 he
murdered his wife, was declared mentally incompetent, was treated for three years
in a psychiatric hospital, and spent the remainder of his life as a recluse.

His work is important for the way in which he addressed seeming contradictions
in Karl Marx’s writings. He defended Marx from those who saw his work as a form
of crude economic determinism that reduced all human decision-making and social
change to one’s relation to the means of production and to economic shifts.
Althusser argued that Marx himself underwent an “epistemological break” that he
did not completely understand, but that Marx nonetheless saw complexity in the
ways in which the economic substructure of society interacted with social forces
and institutions. In other words, people’s social needs also condition their political
actions, economic decision-making, and ideological development.

Much of Althusser’s thought is of interest mainly to political theorists, but his
emphasis on what he called “ideological state apparatuses” is an important
reminder that capitalists often take advantage of their power over social institu-
tions to reinforce values vital to maintaining their dominance as enshrined in the
relationship to the means of production. Althusser saw two levels of control:
repressive state power embodied in police, the legal system, and the military; and
“professionals of ideology,” such as schools, popular culture, religion, and the
family, that manufacture consent for the capitalist state. Like Antonio Gramsci
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(1891-1937), an Italian communist whose health was ruined in a fascist prison
camp, Althusser understood that ideological consent was a more potent form of
social control than coercion and, hence, less likely to induce revolutionary fervor.
Although he agreed with Marx and others that this consent was a form of false
consciousness, he also realized that ideas such as democracy, divine judgment,
or patriotism can place individuals in what he dubbed “an imaginary relation-
ship” with the world.

Althusser’s explication of this “imaginary relationship” is quite complex, and
many aspects of his work are problematic. However, one need not embrace his
Marxism or immerse oneself in his writing to appreciate the distinction he makes
between repressive and ideological agency or to realize the potency of his explana-
tion for how individuals can come to embrace things that are not necessarily in
their self-interest. Gramsci called the ability to make repressive systems appear as
common sense “cultural hegemony.” Both theorists help explain, for example,
social phenomena such as the relative quiescence of those living in poverty, why
some members of the working class refuse to join labor unions, or the ways in
which many people admire members of the upper class even if they know that
their wealth was gained dishonestly or exploitatively. Both also help one see how
social-class relations can be reinforced subconsciously; Althusser was a student of
psychology—especially Freud and Lacan—and Gramsci noted the power of popu-
lar culture to embed and encode ideas about social class.

Suggested Reading
Louis Althusser, For Marx, 1969; Perry Anderson, Considerations on Western Marx-
ism, 1979; Antonio Gramsci, Selections from the Prison Notebooks, 1971.

AMERICAN DREAM
RoBERT E. WEIR

American dream is a vague, but inspiring, term that refers to the belief of many
Americans that they will be happy, materially well off, and economically secure.
Embedded within it is the expectation that each generation will do better than their
parents. Because the term is so unspecific, it has been subject to exploitation by all
political persuasions.

The first known use of the term comes from The Epic of America, authored by
historian James Truslow Adams in 1931. Adams, however, merely coined a phrase
to describe an impulse that is as old as European settlement in North America. A
key component of the American dream is freedom, loosely construed to embody
ideas as diverse as land acquisition, ideals enshrined in the Bill of Rights, and a
nonregulatory business environment. In essence, the American dream often corre-
sponds to what groups or individuals believe the promise of America to be,
although economic opportunity has often been central to its construction.

By the mid-nineteenth century, the American dream was increasingly linked to
notions of acquiring personal wealth. The fortunes made by various entrepreneurs,
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robber barons, and industrialists offered hopes of upward social mobility to mil-
lions, and the conspicuous consumption patterns of the wealthy fueled the drea