
Nickel and Dimed Writing Prompt 

 

Consider the following two passages: 

 

“In proportion as the bourgeoisie developed, so did the proletariat—the modern 

working class: laborers who live only so long as they find work, and who find work only 

so long as their labor increases capital for the bourgeoisie. These laborers, who must sell 

themselves piecemeal, are a commodity like every other article of commerce, and are 

consequently exposed to all the vicissitudes of competition, to all the fluctuations of the 

market”  

 

—Karl Marx, “The Manifesto of the Communist Party” 

 

“I could drift along like this, in some dreamy proletarian idyll, except for two things. 

One is management… Mostly, in the restaurant business, they are former cooks still 

capable of pinch-hitting in the kitchen… But everyone knows they have crossed over to 

the other side, which is, crudely put, corporate as opposed to human. Cooks want to 

prepare tasty means, servers want to serve them graciously, but managers are there for 

only one reason—to make sure that money is made from some theoretical entity, the 

corporation, which exists far away in Chicago or New York… Reflecting on her career, 

Gail tells me ruefully that she swore, years ago, never to work for a corporation again. 

‘They cut you no slack. You give and you give and they take.’”  

 

—Barbara Ehrenreich, Nickel and Dimed. 

 

QUESTION: How do Ehrenreich’s observations—in this passage, or any other passage you read from 

Nickel and Dimed over the last two lessons—demonstrate Marx’s interpretation of the working class and 

its struggles? Marx said the bourgeoise purposefully creates competition (“in-fighting”) among 

proletarians, so that members of the working class fight with each other (versus joining forces to revolt). 

How are restaurant managers really proletarians trying to become bourgeois? Would Marx feel that the 

managers Ehrenreich describes are in a false pursuit for prosperity?   

 

HELPFUL HINTS:  In your analysis, it would be wise to discuss (a) Ehrenreich’s credibility as a writer, (b) 

her reliance upon emotional anecdotes (rather than just “facts” and “figures”), and (c) the conclusions at 

which she arrives. (You addressed these topics in the questions you answered over the last two lessons.)  

 

—ADDITIONAL NOTES— 
 

▪ Cite specific information (“direct quotes”) from Ehrenreich including page numbers. 

▪ Your response should contain at least three cited passages from the book not including the 

information cited in the instructions above.  

▪ Your response should be no less than 600 words and three paragraphs, and no more than five 

paragraphs long. 

▪  Use the Nickel and Dimed short-essay responses you completed over the last two lessons. 

▪  Do not use “I think,” “I believe,” or “in my opinion” in any claim-making sentences.  

Instead, make assertive, declarative statements that are supported by specific evidence.  



▪  Do not use this essay to as a book report.  


