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.consciousness. It is argued that this contextualization is

. ABSTRACT
This thesis is an examinatibn_o?‘%arx's use of the term

fFetishism in the context of- an analysis of the theory\éf value

and Marx's vieuws on the relationshio between ‘social being and

.

necessary in order to understand the gemesis and develozment |

. [

of fMark's wse of the term, For this reason, the examination
of Marx's theory of commodity fetishism in Caoital is.
. R ————————

- E

-orecedsd by an outline of the theory of value in Chapter One,

and by an anélysi§ of Marx's approach to the problem of the

relationship bejfueen besing and consciousness in the years

®

1842-7in Ch¥ptey Tuo. "

' It is ardued 'that the theory of fetishism is.not a

theory of -ideblogy. It is & descriotion of‘uﬁkt is reoresentsd -
. , , )

to. pccur uhéz commodities are- exchanged. It is a mystifiication

which is internal  to the structure of the commodity economy4

It " is not a psycholog;cal theory. tonfusion on this point

»

has leé certaiﬁ contemporary Marxists to assert that the

theory of fetdshism is an explanation of hou people think in .
: 20 .

capitalist society. The thesis examines the sources of this/

\

confusion in Marx's writings.
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~ appearance along that is dlstorted, then the mystlflcatlon

of perception, gr some mental procéss connected with it which

"an expianatlon of hou thls separatlon takes place must be

INTRODUCTION

Mystification is a complex phenomenon. It @ay be

defined as the process whereby a person's consiqushess is -
diségfted so that he/she is unable to accuritely.explain or
describe reaiity. The premise of the claim that a person is <

mystified is that there is a reality which it .is possible

under definite conditions tb describe and to explain. The

a -

delusion results either from the way reality appears or from

. , t .o ' ‘

the way in which the person mystified perceives it. Or else
‘ . , 2 R . .

the cause of the delusion lies in some combination of the .

t

appearance épd the process of ‘perception, If it is the ) .

which the persoﬁ axhzhlts is .a result af a reflectlon in hls/her

-

consciousness aof thlS phenomenon. Consciousness is the

effect -not the. cause. The Focus ls on the condltlons

MM R

which cause and sustain the illusion.  If it is the process

is the source of the deluéion; then the focus is on this’

4
process as the problem; - : o : ;
’ PR N
There are dangers in both approach?s. ‘If the problem..

J

is:located in "reallty as saparate From the subJect, then

/

prov1ded« The danger is that the subJect often is reduced

. to a passive.receptacle of impressians as something produced

-

‘'by “reality". If the problem lies in “gohsciousness"'a similar

explanaﬁion must be provided. The danger.is idealism, with

. '
. x « »
. ¢ N . ¢ {
. J .
pe .
. . . .
'
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material reality reduced to the Diafuen.of:the\mihd.'

A clea; distinction between maierialism and,idealism,
houeberf is not as easy as it first éjoéars.-,Fréncis Bacon:s
theory of the idols of the.market decisivélyinflugnces the -
Enlightenment'; views on the éoqrée of‘.délusion.l Thé
language of thé ﬁagses is the veil.ghat cloaks réality. fhere
is sbmething in the mental structure of "thg crowd” that
brévents the apprehension of "tru;h“.' The emanéipaﬁion of
humanity from the_Chufch, from irrgtionality; becomes the task
of sciencg.~ Science’in this tradition,‘houever, ié the producé
of the split betuégn.méqtél and.ménual'labor, the separation
of the subjective and qu ctive sides of humanity. This is
materialiiea in the éxprq riation oflthe immediate producers

from the contral over the means of production.

There is a definite historical connection®betueen the

>
’

development of empiricism and the transition to the capitalist
mode of production. For empiricism the rau materials of - °

-knowledge  are 1solated facts in which the form of appearaﬁce'
of the object is alleged to coincide with its essence. " There
v v . \ . T,

is no. distinction between human and natural Factg, and all
) ; . b :

'are_éubject to tﬁe same verification experihents. rhe aim

oé social scienée is therefore to achiegg an sventual éhysio-
logical explanatioh.of'humap behaviquﬁ.' It does not take long
before'physioldgy is'incorpggated in .physics 'and the’ latter

* in mathematics. . ' K ‘

The continuity of the ampiribal tradition is constituted

AN . . .
by its denial of human specificity, its suppression of the

13
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sub jective element, the focus on form as opposed‘té"ﬁonteﬁt;
and on the individual as opposed tofthe totaiity of roial we
relations. The cause of mystification, which was originally o

located in material reality, is shifted to the terrain of"

consciousnessy The problem becomes the uéy people think, or.

rather the way "the crowd" thinks. The emancipators of humanity

, become the scientists, the ideologues who understand ideology

[y
’

~as part aof zqology,2 The pasgivity of humans in receiviﬁg

L]

impressions from the sensual world becomes an activity, but
p ,

. 1.
a privileged activity. It is mental labor. The chains that

hold humans in subjugation are severed by a process of thought.

I's

-t

It i's im this way that empiricism becomes a form of idealism.-

The key to ths complexity of the phenomenon of mystifi- ~
: - r

bation lies in the attempt to separate the perceiver from
the perceived. . In short; it turns on the questioh of sécial
Seing and consciousné%s. Marx formulated his early vieus on
thi; issue in opposition to the idealism described above.

- His primary focus i;_the political imﬁlications of the idealist

position., It is because he asserts that.an sstranged
.consciousness is a symptom and not ths cause of alienation

. . . \ A ‘,——" N -
that he increasingly concentrates his attention on the elgbora-

tion of social being as opposed to consciousness per se., Hau=-

gever, by no msans does hs accépt a crude materialist o >
' . . ‘
¢ - . ' . * . 3 .
gmpiricist s;Fndooint. His position on social being 'is in-

.
>

1
. L
f"\\&eg£gliy’F§Y§tad to an anthropology which efhcompasses humans

as both subjectiVe and objective, consciousness as linked

‘

A .
-

to' praxis. Nevertheless, his glaboration of social being
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.sy-stem, nor is it a\ferles oF radlcal dlSCOﬂtlﬂUlt185¢' He

in hié later ufitings~increasidgly'aaopts the'gositibn’o? A

the ultimate deﬁermlnatlon oF con5010usness by the uay 1n

Uthh socxal relatlons are organlzed.~ S - .

‘. - . "R,'\
Marst thought “as -3 whole 13 nex%her an 1ntegra£eo " TN

. ; ]

. M Ao

" is addr8551ng certain problems and develoos his lgeas in a

R

specific Dolitical and intellectual context. His mature views

.elahorate themes which were often initial responses to quite

- 1
diﬁferent.sets of ,problems. A major theme which permeates
P ’

Marx's works is the relationship betueen m;stification and’
domination. .The uay‘peoplg produce is linked to the way they

5;9 daiuded. The products thus came to rﬁle'ovei tha E;BQchrs.
The developqgﬁlbof the pr8ductive Forées, of ﬁuman mastery over

the envirgnment, is connected with the process of humani%qtion.

The existence of religioh 1s indicative of the fact that oseople

in a given gociety ars not ‘fully human., Marx's initial
position on consciausness is a.positkon on réligiéq. In the )
course of his deepénjﬁg analysis of the hueétio? of social
being, his ideas on consciousness, and réliﬁion in particular,
are more or.lass transposed from thi; garlier perioq. “

The implications of this transposition are immense.
Marx's theory'éf commodity. .fetishism belongs to his mature:
period. It isJintimately°connected with the theory of value,"
which he only, Fullyuorkemout at-tgis time. It thus déveLoped L\
out of his elaboratlon of the meaning and determinatlon of

soc1al being. Sp901F1cally, it related to his dlscnvery that

the anatomy of civil society is to be locateq in political’

N
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' eobnomy: Fetighigh is:a spacific forp of mystiFicationfuhich
} is attached to the products oF labor SFEn they are produced |

.<¢- as cohmodltles.- It is lnte;nal toithe strucbure oﬁhthe:

- commooity;etohomy. It is aléo an etfect in consciousness
uhioh occurs under snecific oonditfons. In the use of tha‘
term Fetishism, uhich|uasoriginally aoplied to a ﬁ!rm‘ofjf
religioq, he tfansoosea ah:operation which occjsgfzb con$Cious-

" ness to the uay in uhich‘labor i; equalﬁzed and diatfibqteo

in a society that.producestcommodities. ‘

s It is,our position that the aﬁalyais of commggity ‘

Fetishiom-indeoendent of its context in the develooment of

rx's thought as a- whole is 1ncorrect and leads’ to the

Mzzegltlmate conclu51on that the theory of Feflshlsm can, be

employed to exolain the production of consciousness in

capgitalis't socxety (i. e. that 1t is a theory qf 1deology).w

This latter 0051t10n has been arqued by numeraus contemporary

R .
Narxtsts, such as Richard Lichtman and John Neoham.% <{unda-
mentally, they .argue first, thatatho theoty_ot m

ideolody represented in the theory ofkfetishism marks a

qualitative break from the reflection theory of knouledge

pasition found in The garman Ideofggy. This\oe danyl

Second; they assert thayg tho way commodities excha?oe provides
an axplanation of how p ople sthink. Exchange-relations.in

some Ufy determlne the pattern of the way svents are percelved
in capltallst society as a whole. Ue deny both that is the

case and uwe deny. that this is Marx's 0031t10n. ()

-

S (1’:



Fundamental to our*étgument is the -contextualization

of Marx's fﬁought It is.in these terms that we speak of a

'dLFFerentlatlon in Marx's urltlngs between the "macro! and the

"micro" levels.a It is on: the "macro'" leMel that Narx deepens
the concept of social balng, elaborateS/hls 0051t10n on the
determlnanpy of production relatlons,‘;nd, flowing from this,
sociél-classeg. .HI§~an;lysis is baséd upon, yet is an

abstraqtion from, the actual process ‘whereby people make

history, develop consciousness. ' This latter analysis

isxdevalopadrsa—iqs "micro" level. It is at the "macro"
level that Marx develops his ideas on the detefmination of

consciousness by sociaf being. Nystification{fs caused by
the way people produce.

Nevertheless, Marx's theses on the subjective ‘and

‘objectivé nature of humans, and that all labor is conscious

~

-

leads to the dev?lopment of the theme that the actual pro-
duction of consciousness (i.s. the "micro" level) is not

subject to causal determination. Marx thus locates the source

of mystificétion in some combination of the appearance reality

assumes and the pfocess oF parcaptxon 1tself. He is attempting

to go beyond both crude materl?llsm and' idealism. It is our

pasition that this attempt 1s not entzrely successFuL. The
theory of Fetlshlsm; for example, retains elements of a
reflection theory oF ) ledge. We differentiate the thought:

of Marx into levels simply as a methodologié§;>device in

order to clarify‘why he emnphasizes certain concepts at the

expange of others. WUe argue that Marx's viesus on consciouysness

T et s ittt o o
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are underdeveloped., They are the oroduct of the specific
context within which Marx is. writing. This is only\"natural".
It is not so much a critique of Marx as it is a critique of

the extrapolation of Marx's concepts from their context.

Our focus is prec1sslw to analyze the theory of Fetvshlsm

3

in these terms, Ue .begin by .examining the theory oF value,

becaus; fatishism.is inseparable from the production of

commodities. Our second chaptér centres wvn the developmént.
%%?of Marx's ideas on the relatlonshlp between belng and

% consciousness. Finally, we investigate the theory of fetishism

in its various aspects and svaluate the concept as a whols.

N,

)

It is hoped that in this uay/marx's thaory of myStification
L7 ’
is rendered less confuysing.

\/

vy
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NOTES TO INTRODUCTION .

FrankFurt Institute for Social Research, Aspects of
Socioloaq J. viertel, trans;; (Boston: Beacon Press, 1973 ),
183 . .

Ibid.; p. 186.

R. Lichtman, "Narx s Theory of Ideology" -in Socialist .
Revolution, no. 23, April, 1975.. J. Mepham, Wihe Theory
of Iaeology in Capital", Working Papeprs in Cultural Studies,
no., 6. '

The terms Y“macro" and. "micro" are our terms and are not
used by Marx.



CHAPTER ONE

7 . 4.

5

Commodity fetlshlsm is. 1nseparable from the production of

o

comdeltles. A commodity is ﬁsomethlng outside us; a thing

that by its properties satisfies human wants of some sort or

another," and which ‘bears’ exchange value i.e. it is exchange- .

able in a certain proportion for an objsct which satisfies

a different usnp. A commodity is thus ﬁot.simply an object
oroducsd sy a‘definits concrete labor (i.g. a‘use - value),
.1t is something produced undsr soec1flc hlstorlcal conditions.
Human beings always work within the context of historically '
spec1f1c productlon relations, they produce concrete objects
through the expendlturs of anerqy in a definite form.
Commodities are produced only when the productioen relations
of.at least a portion of tss uorking population of the
society ars organlzed in such a uay that 'the labdy time of
these persons is reckoned upl and expressed Ln unlform units
of measurement. ‘ '

In a,c:ommodity-economy2 ﬁhs formally autonomous
,commoditiss producers are in éact‘bound to each other through
a social division oé Iabor, as the productlon relations of a
given society form a uhols._ The reckonlng up oF the labor
time of the individual producers is the mechanlsm employed
for the equalization and distribution of the total social
labor. This process is exp}sssed in units of labor timg, or
_abstract fabos.\ Value is the expression of the total labor
§ime'expended in production uithin.s dfbén‘society.,;g is

~ ) 9
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qhgfiyfsocial, as its substance is abstragt labor &4i.e.
units of labor time.uhich age equated without regard-to
the particular concrete activity'perFormed) and it is”
measured by the labor time.reauired to produce a given
quangity of_an article under the given hisforiEal conditions.
The distribution of labor is therefore effected by the
eqdalization of the various concrete la?ors of the producers.
'The eqdalization of tHg different labors sccurs through the
equalizatioen of the various commodities preduced by them,
and this in turn only results .when the cbmméditias'are
gxchanged., | ,
Exchange value is the Fo;m of value in a Eomﬁodity

"economy. The reckoning up of the labor time of a given society

in this economy is manifested in the relationship of commoditises

to each other (i.s. their exchange relations). The form of
value is thus ;he form of-exchangeability and‘throuéh this ‘,
the socialfunction of the equalization and distribution-df
,~1ébor is performed. In a éhmmodity economy, the social
division of labor is indirectly and spontaneously regulated.
There is no conscious control over the allocation of the labor
time of the produéers; There is no plan’ghibh determines
beforehand the needs of the society and_apprépriately dis~-
_tributes the labor time available. In a coﬁmodity economy,
the autonomous producers are coﬁneétéd tao gach other (i.e} as
a %btal.pool ofllgbor within a given soci?&f) through the

{

exchange of their products. Production relations take the

form of things (i.e. are reified apd are not expressable except

o
©

.
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through thimgs.

. Fetishism® ié the mystification of production relations
in a commodity economy, and is connected with the reification
pF the same. ilarx understands fetishism<as the 'product of a
certain state of "social being"; it -is not simply ap.illusion

-

which .can be Dedaéogicalfy dispersed. Fe?ishism is.thds ‘u/
H{storicdlly conditione& and can only Se egg}ored in the
context of the.thaory of value.’ Though marg by no means in=-
'vegted the labor, theory of value, he was the'First to integrate
thé two aspects of it:a- the relationshib to ﬁature and the
relgtiégéhip within society.' The théory of value is an

attempt to grasp‘thé consequences'of the internalization

within society of the relétion to nature and the mechanisms

by which this occurs in a commodity economy in particular,

The theory of valué' is thus concerned with the mediation of ~

. the relationshio to nature through labor, and the development

~and the satiéfaction of wants within the éontext oF specific
praduction relationships.
The problem for tﬁe'theory of value is not to discover

a standard‘of value .against which cgmmoaities are squated;
rather, it'is to uncover éhe tausal relatfonship between the'
distribution of social labor in production.and the process of
equalization in exchange..tThus the ‘theory of value ha; both
‘a qualitativé and'a-quantitagive side to it: the former refers
to the form of value, the social machanism of the equaiization
of disparate concrete'lasors; the lé£ter-refer§ téithe ﬁeaéur§~

ment of the productivity of.various producers, and determines

T A s il 13 e
TR e E .
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the oroportions in vhich different oroducts exchange. As
Marx naver tife§ of pointing out, classical economists only
pay attention to Qhe'quantitatiue‘side of value, and ignoré
the gualitative d;mension. ‘The Secreé:oF'Fatishism liés in
the latter. -
\ . .Marx aeveiops the theory of value in the context of.
- certain gremises'about the human éondition.s Rccording to
-Narx,.there are.ho isolated individuais, only iqdividuéls-in
society. Any society is an expression of the particular~
relations betwesn the iﬁdividuéls who compose it. Thus

@

no social state iS‘natdral, as the relations betueen(the
' individual; are variable. Every human being ié in part
///M\cdnstituted by his/hér particular social relations and by
\V/ hms/her relations to their natural organism and to the natural
env1rpnmegt. Thus human belngs are .the prodict of both . _é
culture in genéral (a univepsal; abstract moment) and the
particular culture. The dialectic of wants is constituted ¥
by both the universal and the particular moments and both a
‘blologlcal and a cultural base. Labor is the meaﬁs of | . ;
satisfying thess uants. Both the wants and the technology
which sat}sfies them aré variab%s and exist only in the.cen- .-

1

text of historically specific social relations.

Humans are:both-gqn§inuous and disconiinuous'uith
néture.. Labar meaiates_the rglétionship'betﬁéeﬁ a particular
society and nature} Fhué there isﬁﬁh internalization in the
production relations cﬁ;this‘inte;chénge. However, the moment

of internalization is aléb\a moment of externalization, as it
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is through this process that cylture is extended into the N

-

“natural realm. The relationship of labor to nature is both an

activity and a passivity. It is an adaontion; yet cruéially one

+

which is effected in the context' of partiquiar social reLations.'

._Labor is both the means and the process of the self reproduction

N

. of humans. Labor ts the.process of self-objectification and
as a continuous activity is distinct from work, which is labor
i . .
directed touards a particular end result, thus always concrete.

The opposition between labor and work is potential in all
. . ) N ]
human societies: it is-only fully developed in civil society.

The relations of labor and work to nature are mediated
. \ o
by both\the'instrdmeﬁts emplpyeg, and the skills, traditions
Y : . g
etc. of the particular society. The former embody dead labor, the

A

lat?ér, living labor, Relations of %abor in society are both
active”and passive. tiving lab;r ié both subject and chiact

of labor; dead labor is purely oS}ective. The system.of social ~\<
production encombasses‘the relations of Both living and deaé
labor, and it is only through this process that the subjective '
factor is introduced and that nature is transformed into an
object. '

. The production of the means of subsistence is a Hirac;
relationship to naturé; it ‘is the t;ahs%oertion'oF nétufa to
.satisfy human wants. In contrast, the prodﬁctign of materfa;
life (i.é. all human.rglaiions) is aluays an indirect relation-
shiD to nature, as it occyrs iﬁ\society; Human relations in

a particular society are both direct and indirect. ‘While the

relationship to nature is aluays mediated by labor, relations
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within ‘the whole of society are only partly so. The relations

¥

of production, in turn, are both mediate and immediate. J///
=

It is ﬁhé ophysical organization of the human being
. i

which conditions both the direct and the indirect relations

" to nature. Both relations are part of the material interchange

with nature. THis interchange is effected through both the

labor of-thé body and the labor of the hands. The labor-of"

the body is continuous with nature, it is afuays concrete, and

e

has both an indirect aqd'a direct relation tq nature. Ths

labor of the hards is human labor alone; it is the mark

‘of the diffefence in the human and animai condifibns. It en~

compasses both abstract labor'(i;e. labor in a 'social context

alone, equated with other, labors) and concrete,labor (i.e. labor

;

which is performing a specific task, e.g. tallorlng, ueaV1no) and

thus is both continuous and discontinuocus ulth nature, | Housever,’
the continuity of yhe labor of the hands is a purely social
continuigy. The labor of the hands includes both mental and.

. .
manual labor: all labor is conscious to begin with, and in-

volves the transformation of nature in' accordance with a

.particulér-thearxc‘ The division between those uho think and

LY

those ‘who do not i's cpmpletaly‘artificia}.and requireé specific
hisforipa% conditians befare such é‘démarcat?on can arise.
Marx's anthropalogical Qreﬁisas are both abstractions x
and concretions., That is to séy, Marx does:qp§_begin from a ﬁ
philesophical ?on;tryét of '"human nature", an abstract
potentialityluhichiis only actualizéd through history. Rather,
especially after 1848 mafx starts from ths céncreté societies

. oo

oY
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in which humans actually exist. aThrobgh'the speciFicatiens

9

of the variations ih the different cultures,and through comparison

with other species, it is possible to ~abstract From-thgs

I . . v

e
material various common features Mh{Fh demarcate .the humarn-
From'the;animal conditions. However, as these traits are
*odly’develoé‘ﬁfof egppresséd in the context of definite'historiCal~
.conéitions; the absaractions merely help one te understand

the enofmous changes in the heman conditions“uhiEh have occurred
histor%cally.. Houever, it is only the concrete.analysfs of

tﬁe specific cultures which aflous one to locate factors which
ehanged the preducti?n relationa uithin a giveq community, and

thus ai;ered the possibility for certain traits to emerge

which uere\present-beforenthe transition, yet absent in the

. P 3
aftermath. %
It is fundamental to the understanding of the theory %

oF value that the socletles u1th1n which value is produced are g

’placed in a hlstorleal context. Value is only produced in : N

civil soc19ty, uhere labor tlme is reckoned up. Civil-society é%
"~ is a category used by Narx6 to refer to the socxety of the ' lig
d1v1ded uhole,la socigty divided into a class of 1mmedhpte ii
producers and a class’ oF non-producers.' The term civil society o
is both an abstractlon and a conoretlon, encompasslng the e
various modes of production (Aslath, "slave, feudal, and )
. modern soqieiies of caeital produkeibn) and their existence

* in the diFfe;eﬁt'social formations, Civil society is the
" realization of the potentiality of primitive society i.s. it

‘grous out of primitive society and is the articulation of X

. . . \
» , . . 4
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or non-existent. Then is there no value .produced, no

16
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specific oppositions which are undeveloped in the latter.

'TQe various cultures thch anéedatg "the transition
to civil society are collectively encomoaésed in the term
primitive saociety. 1In civil society labor time is reckoned
up; in primitive spciety this accounting;process is dpée in
a qualltatlvely different uay, usually over several generatlons.
In primitive. 5001ety the units of cohsumpt on and Droductlon

are coincident, and thus commodity production is ex;her,lou

accumblation of - products, and amy surplus is used in feasts
«and is not a social surplué.a The catedory_of the "social"
is only introduced when one person labors for another .and the
units.of consumption and produetién divergs. ..Houevef{ as
there is {ittle or no division between the relatiaons of
production and the relations of ¥eproguction in primitive
society, thers is no social labor: one is not'qorkidg for
anothef except insofar as the other psrson is part 6? the same
communal unit aseoneself (i.e. the family, or the community
at large). There are:no individua} {nterests: "as there is
no exchange in the means of production, there can be no
indigidual accumulation of a surplus uﬁich can be oppésed to
the cp&min interest. The“comenity is an undivided s6¢ial
whole: . there,i; no division beﬁueen:publip and p;ivéte; labor.

c . ' 7.
is neither free nor unfree, and its bonds are comfortabls.

‘ The division of labor within primitive society results from

a Peading‘ of blologlcal dlffarances 1nto the relatlons of the

"communal or Famlly unit, and 1s not asoc1al lelSlQn of labor
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per se.
'The transition to civil society occurs histarically

when the isclated communities enter into incréasingly intensive

I

intercourse. The exchange of products bétueen the communities
is reflected iﬁ the division of labof within the‘respective
ccmmuﬁities, with a portion of the population producing a
surplus (i.e. beyééd its immediate consumptien needs) of a
particular product,‘thus permittiné accumulation. The units °
of ‘'consumption and production thus diverge and the relations
bétween the .two communities become social relations.

While at first the exchange of products may be
accidgntal, as the relations become more anﬁ more intens;ve
:betuéen the two coéﬁunities, the division o} léborluithinp
e;ch becomes a ;ocial givksion (i.e. a éertain propcftion of
the population expend fﬁqir labor éime in the o;oduction of

" goods exclusively for the purpose of exchange, and thus requi

re
the satisfaction'of their subsistence wants through the purch%g;’////“
: . A

>

of other goods, which in turn are produced by another portion Y
of. the population).. The laber of sach commodity proaucer8
is then nét just a particular concrete labor, but.is abstracted

]

to form a sgcial whole. THe producser's labor is thus accounted

in terms of units of labor time (i.e. abstract laber). This
sacial equaiizatién is then exﬁressed in the exchange‘value of
the pfoducts,'and‘tha sociél relations between the producgrs
are established through tﬁe process of axchangse,

Howsver, q@vil socie£y is not simol& a soéiety within

which social relations have been.established, Secial labor is establise

S

-~
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when one person uorks for another. The relationship is there=
fore reaqiprocal: tuo peouf; produce two di?ﬁerent use-values
and exchange their products to*proQide for a mutual satisfaction
of‘uants. Historicdlly, the develoomépt of social relations -
"betueen communities ha; been agcompanied by the aobrooriation
; ) ¢
of the social surplus by'a class of non-producers. Civil
society is thus the society of the éivided whole, a totality
that is at once ooposed iéternally into a class of immediate
producers, and a class oF'nQn—producers. It is historically
id;htical with the society of political economy i.e. the
production dF surolus value and excha;ge ualug. . ,
The transition to civil society involves first, the
negation of the cbmmunity, the establishment of social relations
based on thé divergencé of the units og consumption and pro-
ductiog; second, thé transition requirés the expression aof
gndividual interests which are oaposed'tq the cummon-interegt.
~The material ba;e of this developing indivfduality is tHe
ﬂcbntrol of the social surplus uhich‘{s exéraeted from the
immediate producers. The persons who appropriate the sufplus"
are thus "torn" from the communal'bonds and are constituted as

& class individuals.

"
-

There is a dual movement in the transition to civil -
society. First, there is a movement from a diffuse to 3 -
concentrated society. Second, there-is a parallel process..
wvhich concentrates power within the newly emerging social.unit,

. - -
A social economy.- (i.e.",an economy in which the units of pro-

e

ductian. and consumption diverge and are mediated through i

4

gz v -
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exchange) could theoretically exist, and would ‘nat require -
a o ’ ) '

this concentration of power. Hoyever, vhere the immediate

producers produce’ @ product which contains both a self re-

sroductive part and a surglus value, and thus the relations
of politidal economy hold sway, there is a nesd'for;én organ
to regulate class rélations. This organ is the State, and ~,
it rules in the interests of the ruling class a§ a uhole.
Houever, the State may act against the interest’ of oagtigﬁlar
“mempers or ﬁféctions’of the class of Aon-producers in order

to shfeguard the long term interests of the rul%ng class.

" The divergence of the units of production and con-
sumption and the infrod;ctipn of relgﬁions of political
economy involves the imposition of an external organi;atioé
of productioﬁ upon the community. The disbargté‘production
units are linked through exchangé in a network of social
réiations within uhich immedidte producers engage in social

i
laéor. This social lagor is non-reciprocated in: the Felations
of political economy as the surplus value‘is aoprobriatgd by
_ the class of non-producers. Th%xsgéplus vdlugﬁis unitary
and“ét the same time giyided into public énd private parts
i.e. part of it may go to taxes, another.part as rent to
:rivate landlords. ‘Civii society is both the superstructure
and the relationship betusen bése and supé?%tructure. It is
the system of social relations of. a formal character, which
ties together the producing unit$ at thebésdi.e. the:relations
of “pblitical economy) with the State. Thus civil society en-
> .

compasses the judicial,.educatioh, moral systems . BN N

O . : a



nspharesiare separata. There is the development of both a

“accumulation of surplus value. The class. character of the -

20
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" There is.a double alienation in civil society. First,

f

tha allehatlon batueen productxon and exchange. .Iﬁ is only

through the reckaning oF units of labor t1m8 as BxerSSlonS

“of abstract human labor9 that these two dlvergqgt\systsms
s .

can ba 1ntercunnected‘ Sacond the network bf social relations
established through the exchange of products is a Formal
connectlon betueen human beings. The exchange of products is
both a formal and a*substantial act, but the recipfocity has

no substance hecaase it isarticulated through the:relations

of poiificai eacongmy, - Surplus 'value has: in fact been produced
and been appropriaéed by non-producers., 'Thus it is alienated

9]
from the immediate producers, and recxproc1ty of social labor

is in fact a Fxctlon. '

Within civil society, the public,and»the'privaté
public and a private intéresf{ which are no; only opposed to
each other, but jointly opposed to the common interest. The
common interest remains, expressed 1n the organlzatlons'
established hy the immediate producers which seek to limit the

e;tractiqn of surplus. Tha articulation of beth the prlic

. . A
and private interests is based upon the extraction and

ihdividual;tiag involves an increasing split betussn an infarmal
and tha formal sides of their humanity. The connection betuwaen .
the DUbllC and the private. spheresis establlshsd through the

natuork of formal social. relations, aspecxally legal relations,

The development of civil society resu;ts in an 1ncreaslng

/
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élienaﬁion,of the 'inner human being and the outerncharactef

mask which the individual wears in order tq&anqage in social
relations. The connection betueen ths subjective and objective
sides of the human being? which is established in the laboring
progess, and which is realized even if in a somewhat undeveloped
form in Drimitivé ;ocieﬁy, is thus incraasinaiy_éeveréd. The

g

subjective factor, the articuiation of wants by each human
being, 1s developed in tHe context of formal social relat&ons.
. Qants are seémented within ths sphers. of consupption
(private) and the publie snhere, the organization of social
production (social l;Lor) uhere uamts are objectffigg. .The
public sphefe is at the same time/’ the sp@ere of law and the
State. Thepegrérof wants in this sphefe‘ig‘the juridicial

person. The juridicial person is whol¥ly formal,a -legal o

fiction. Though both subjective and objective moments are

¥
v N

present in.boih.theupubliq and orivatj segmants of wants the
two spheres are only broughtttogetﬁ through the relations of
renroauction, which in turn are mediated by the exchange of

products.. Thus the two spheres ‘are only related formally, -

not in terms of content, and this seqgmentation is internalized
\

in the human beings themselves.

-

Ve e PR

The organization oé social production in civil society
is the system of social labor. The social internalization of
the relationship to nature is effected through the’opppsition
of- abstract and concrete labor. This opposition is necéssary
for Bxchangelto occur, chi;l labor is expreése? formally

in units of labaor time (asbtract labor) and substéntially in
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concrete labors uﬁich.afg discontinuous -and caﬁnot.ba equated
éxéeot through a proc§§§’6f/abstraction. The'imoiiqit split
getueen the pfoce;s of labor and it§~end oroduct is ﬁéde
explicit in the oopeosition oF'living'laﬁér and dead l;bor.
Dead labor.i; purely objective and. passive; living labor is
both subjective and objecéive and is botﬁ active/and p;s§ive.
The p;oducer is separated. from his/her product.

Social labor isteither freé or bound. It is bniy free
in the modern societies. of capital production, and the freedom
is purely formal. The fres lab&rer remains bound in substance
by the system of uéntg and'engagés in a c&ntract as formally
equél uith his/ﬁer employer. The free léborer thus 'establishes

. . :

a contractual limit“on thgllabor ﬁime\purchased by the owner

of thé means of oroduction. Tﬁgétin this exchange the laborer

is alienated froﬁ,his/hé; la;dr Dower. Labor power is a “thing"
ex anged_yﬁich satisfies a defi;ite want: it is thus a
commpdity‘;nd stands in exactly the samé }elatiqn in exchange

as degd labor. :The}laboferwexchanges his/her, living labér |
perr for dead labor.

"The relations hetveen productian and gxchange are only
connpcéed Sy the ébgtfaction of concrete labors pefFormeE by
phe producers and its expression in labor time units. Vaiue
is the expréssién of labor time expénded in social production.,
Uﬁly social labor, tharefore;'produce; value: Dead labor

produces merely more dead labor. It is living labor which

produces neu value. This is the use value of living-labor: it
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‘is-capable of producing not merely endUgh for its own sub-

sistence, but also a surnlus., It Is only.in. the society of
political economy that 'this surplus is appropriated by a non-
producing clasé, and the exchange of living labor pouer for

dead labor masks the creation of a surplﬁs value in the

sphere of production.

Value' is. a historidél category’. ‘ft]is only pRroduced
in the Eoﬁditions of civil sqciety; and only fihds its full=-
est exéression in the modern societiss of capital productiomny
where iabor power is a qommodity.. The broauction relations

L 4 .

pf Eivil.society are the relations of political economy, and
the anatemy of the former is to be found in ths iatter.l0
éna}ysis of the.political'economy of a given society does npt‘
proceed on the basis of tHe-order of the historical appearance
of the economic categorles of that socxety, ‘but rather on the
‘basis of thelr specific articulation in the sacial Formatlon

,

as a whole. Once the transition to a new mode of production

Tis madé, the production relations, including the vestiges of

the old mode(s) of production, are transformed and recomblned'

in an entirely new way. FfFor examole, rent is hlstorloally
prior to the capital~labor relationshin, but in the context‘
of the capitalist mode of production, is incomprehensible

- gxcept in terms of the determinate position oF"ﬁha.capital-_

labor relation.

Marx's focus is precisely on the historicity of "the

" capitalist’ mode af productlon. Hls method of aporoach%pg this .

is to analyze the 1nner uorklngsof ‘the capitalist moda of

The

.
" i Rt e g 7 A R
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production as éiuhole.l This is the task of the theory of
valqe: to élglain the eq@arization of tﬁe oroducts Ef labgt
in exchénge in terms of the process of equalfzation-and
distribution of labor in producéiqn. Throhgh'this process it

is possible to understand hou a given society "works", Marx

in Capital is concerned with How capitalism works i.e. how an

anarchic system of .production relations nevertheless allocates

the social labor available for the production of goods which
will satisfy the existing wants at leas? to the aegsee.thaf
the classes which are c;nstituted by the system of groduction
rélations are able to ;ébroduce‘thahselves. ' The premise
of equilibrium thus runs tﬁraugh'al} three volumes of Capital.
This is not to Say that Marx ignoras cfiéeé,’br thinks .
canitalism i's eternal: rather, the‘premise of. equilibrium is
a theoréticél sta}tiné point. The point is that ﬁarx_is
concerned uiéh the intqr-reiafionship of the qualitative and
‘the quantative sides of the thesory of value.- Tﬁis is why
mar£ begins Qolum; one with the gnalysis'of'the commodity.:
The commbdity is the economit cell ?ﬁrm of capitalist
society.. The commoQity containé both. a use-value and an
exchanbe value, two qufte separate relations. Use value ex-
Dressés the natural, physical properties'of an ob}ect or
service which sa%is}y a definite want and is the product o%
concrete labar, .Tﬁe-exchange-vélue is the form yaiue assumes

in a particular society in order that the social functian of

the equalization of the different use valdes as value (i.e. as.

praoducts of different concrete labors, and thus raorésedting

1
/
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I

a glven expendxture of labor time uxthln the totaL social

labor) can be performed. The inter-relation oF the natural
v’""

and the sucial within the commodity thus represents the

’
mechanism whereby a given society internalizes within society,

the relationship to nature (;.e. satisfaction of wants).

’ Commodities are not- just proeeced ir capitalist society.
They-are oroduced in all c{eil'soeiety. 'Nerx inﬂChapter One
of Capital is ana;yzing-the'preduction relations ‘in” all
commodity producing economies. 'Nar§¥s ineeresi is in the
epecific social Funceion preformed by'cohmedify exchange.
Thus he analyses commodities in their'"pure" state at first. . )
His premise is a commodlty economy composed. of autonomous | \\“‘~
commodity producers. Here, commedities sell .at their values
(i.e. the exchange proporﬁﬁons are exacply requlated by the "
labor time socially necessafy Fo; the production of each
commodity). .

There is thus a theoretxcal p01nt of equ1l1br1um aof

labor, wherein transfers of labor from one branch of produetlon
(or within the samag?ranch) cease Oevietion from thie*equil-
ibrium point oceur through theoperatlon of supply and demand,
and these, of course, occur at numerbus polnts in the actual

-

functioning of a commoditty sconomy. Far From bexng neglected

L

by Marx, supply and-demand is precisely ths uay in uhlch the

- lau .of value operates to effect the, distribution of labor.

Supply and demand, are, houever, not the causs of this process,
ﬁht only the effeact oF changes in the sphere of productlon.

Wants are-only constituted in this context oF the system -af -

e
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production relations as a whole; they are the conscious ex=-

nresgions of the relations of reproduction. The exchange of’

commodities to meet wants in varying orooortions is not simoly

- the .exchange of natural objects. It is only the exchange of

e

]

to Wis icize the ;ategorieé of 'value,

‘nolitical economy. The latter starts

objects produced by human "labor within given historical
conditians. The productioﬁ of an object for exchange is thus

the allocation of a given quantity of labor time. The

magnituds of the value of the commbdiEy is determined by the,

it. Value is
L

of :the way in which a.

labor time saqially‘necessapy to produce

objective Because it is an expressi
z ’ »

society allocates its labor time. The exchange valus

of the dommodity is mepely the form in which the products and

the various labors$ are equalized.

.

'Narx's.task in Caoitél is ty uncover how the Lau-of

| -

‘'valye operates.. He both analyzes the product of value in its

completed Formjin(gider to determine its content, and he then

s

moves to discover uhxﬁthis content acquires a specific social

Formll. This dialectical method (form to cont ent, to form)

constitutes a distinct aqparture from the method of orthodox

[

om a determingd form of
value to analyze the value af producté-in terms~of their

magnitude, but they never investigate tha qualitative side of

v

value, or use this content they have discoverad to exp%oré why

it has ‘assumed a sdecial form. The reason th?X,PBVBT did this

-

was because they assumed capitalism was natural, eternal: to
. . . ————————

investigate the social function performed by exchange-value was. |

i

*
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The capitalist mode of production involbes very
specific changes.from a "pure" commodity economy. Cgmhodities
do nat sell at their values and commodity ppodu;ers do .not .
ex:end labo} but rather capitai; The equalization of thé rate
af Droflt in the'varlous branches of protection is the uay

ig uhlch labor is dlstrlbqted throughout the economy. However,
1t is commodities Uthh are prodyced and the basic law of

value uhiéh-apﬁlies to all commodity produging societiss,
applies also to capitalist societies. Marx's second task is

to show thenconnéction between the specific features of capitalism
-and the uniuersalwaspectstof comﬁodityproductiode}g. to derive
proFit_From surplusybélue, pfices of proauctionlfioﬁ values
etc.). For. our purposes, this_seconda%y task is of less im--

&

portance than the examination of the thgsny of value per se,
The -fetishism of commodities is distinct trom'ths specific

form of mystification which obcqrs in canlitaligt production
reiations. ‘Nevertheless, the latter id derivable from the ,

-

former. ‘ o , .

Marx's aim in ana;yziﬁg the commodity is to diséover
the interrelationship bgtoeen the production of éﬁods which
satlsfy deflnlte uantsaand the social Form they acquire in the
context of defimite productlon relatlnns. He thus takes as'
his starting p01nt the productlon .relations of not just any
society,but a comm9d1ty gconomy. Here the producers are For-
mally autonomousiaqt in fact are bound to each ather in a social
division o: labof. R product's aqquisitijz/PF a value form

héans that it is able to be

!
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exchanged with prbeucts which have different usebvaluee.

The autonomoes proqucers ueo produce fhé use; values with
different concrete labors are qodneceed fhrough\the exceaeée

of the products. The premise of the value form being atrachee.

to a material ObJBCt 1sithus a "spontaneous" division of labor.

~ When Marx says "the ex1stence of value lS a purely social "
reallty“lg "social" is both an abstraction and a\concretlon. 5
" It requires a specific system of preduction relatioes before
value is produced. It is only lﬁb existence pF‘forhal'autonqﬁy
among_the-ﬁroducere that‘creatas the ne;a‘ﬁor a reckoning of
labor time (i aabstract labor) to be expressed in material form,

Value is a soczal property uhlch is attached 10 a

product of labor. " A product of labor can be a use-value

“

» A i wd et

without having value.‘ There must be prodqctlon of uee—value
L D - : .t N 5
for others, M"social use-—,values".13 This itself, houever, still <

is not enough. Thé question is hpu a use-value becomes social.

‘Again, the premise is a specific organization'oF,social'pro- i

. x ’ s "’ - . ) ’, :,.:
. duction, the_commodity_economy. A determined level of. the . K
development - of the productive forces ‘is Underetood baforetu

s

this economy could exist. A hlstorlcally specxfzc level of

v

educatlon, labor skill is also understoad to be generallzed

in: oﬂq%xafor the economy to Functlon. DlFFerent conctete'

labors "are but dlfferent means of expandlng human labor pouer"14
This is, hlstorxcally specxfled later in the same paragr&ph' |

"of course, this labor power, which rémains_the same in“ell lte . o :i
‘manifestations, must:have attained a certain pftce of develepmeet,‘

before it can be expandéd in a multiplicity of moqes."ls
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Products of labor as values are "mere congelations
of "human labor in the abstract."16 ‘This prbéess of equal-
ization of different labors, houever, is not a‘phy51ologlcal

equallzatlon,‘ It is a social equallzatlon. In a commodity

economy the equalization of concretb'lapor as abstract. labor

can only occur throughﬂthe equalization of;thé prbduets.of

thess(labbrs.' This, in turn, results from the exchange of
these‘proddcts. Through this process labor which is skifled,

N . . N ) v < o ‘
private and concrete, becomes unskilled, social,.and abstract:

¢

in a word, homogeneous, The abstraction, the mechanism of ‘

‘reckoning the labor time expended by the various ‘producers,

is effected thrsugh exchange. Thereby, labor can be distributed
throughout\the various branches of the economy to fatisfy the “
dlfferant uants generated in the context of these croauctlon
ralatxons.z Ths exchange of thxngs, though it is premised

upon a deflnlte system oF productlch relatlons, becomes -

the 1ndlspen51bls medlum for the axpr8551on of these relatlons.

Therefore value 1n a commodlty economy, must be congealed L

in'a product of labor. The substance of value Ls abstract

labor but "value can only manifest 1tself in a soC1al r%latron
of* commodity .to com%odlty."l7 The v1snble expression of this
value is tha exchange—valua of the product. The social labor
contazned in ‘an article 1s not axprasaed d;rectly but only
through the value form of tha product _ The -form of value . &
performs the SOClal Functlon of equalleng the concrete labo}s

and oF connectlng the autonomqus producers,' It is thus the

"Form of exchangeab1l1ty" Through this'value form any tuo

t

g,
S

o g
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it is necessary that the commodities stamd in a specific Ton

““relation to,. each ather.

linen is this relation is the relative form, the coat the

30
; ‘ o . « ~ .
products of social labor are directly exchangeable and this
exchange'uflloccuriﬁ a definiée proportion. ’
The "form of exchangeqbflitym’in a commédiiy economy
is the exchange Maldeéuf fhe products of labor. The producgion

of value is quite separate from the way .in which it becemes

.visible to the commodity producers. Exchange value is

establisﬁea'through a social relationship betuween commodities.
In this ‘way value assumes an'indepeﬁdent and concrete form.

In the exchange of any tuwo éommodities three'fhings are fe—
vpaiéd. First, they exchange in a certain prooortlon uwith each

other. Second, thare is an equallzatlon of the various concrete

*

' labors effected through the equalization of the different

use~values., .Third, in order to carry out this equalization,

[

The example Marx gives is-20 yds. linen = 1 coat. The EA

beq

a0l

equivalent form. The linen has a use-value, and is the product

i
e

oF‘a definite concrete labor, uéavingm The coat has a different

usse-value, and fs the result of a different concrets labor,

\

tailoring.' The linen, however, in this instance, can only

- T gy i

express its value in its relationship to the coat. It cannot

et s

express its value in llnen.' The coat in tRis relatlonshlp is
gerving as the .form of value. That is, the coat is serv1ng_
as the way in'uhich the use-valua'of‘linan and the concrets
labor weaving come value and abstract labor reépectlvely.

The coat Fulflr{; a qualltatlue functzon. it. 5001ally equallzes.

o
vy



.thus exists in a social:relation with the whole world of

\\//T\\\

There is no relationship between this function and the pro-
portiéns in which the linen and the coat exchange. Commoe:ti12s
aluays‘exchange in a definite nroportion, but it is a secarate
oroqesg. The key coint here is that #he linen éxoresses its
value in the bodily form of the coat. The eoat in this re-
lationship plays a wholly social role; yet, as Marx says;

18

"it is a mere use-~value" In this exchange relation a

» \.’

19. )

"qu-value becomes the form af manifestation, the chenomenal
of its opposite, value", The concrete labor of tailor-

Fgr
2

i becomes the embodiment of abstract lasor. Finally, Eg
p;ivape labor of tps\eutonomous Eailo; becomes the d{rect
expression of socisl labqr. These peculiarities are the roots
of the mystification, procesgs Mar% terms %he,Fetishism aof

commodities. \

.

The éeéming accident%{\fxchange of two commodities,

Marx terms the elementary form of value., Each commodity
’ i

contains both value and use-value. 1In the elemsntary Foﬁm

this opposition is externally reflected in the polar ooposition

of relative and equivalent forms. The relative form figures

direétly as use-value only;‘the.e yivalent form as exchangs
value only. The eleé???a:x,ﬁd?g/i;\value is the germ of the

other forms of value. In the expanded form of value, linen

(for example) is.equated to various other commoditigs. Linen

"commoaditiss.

.In the general form of va)ue,\ all commodities exoress’

>

this value';n a commodity ,the undversal equivalent (linen for

~

)
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examolé). The social relations of all commodity nroducéers
are expressed through the equation of their products to limen.

"The substance linen becomes the social incarnation, the social
, t

|i20

crysalis state of every kind' of human lab&% The selection

of a universal equvvalent is a soc1al pno@}ss, as all other

‘\

commodltles are excluded from serving as.equivalent., The

universal equivalenty meanuhile, ;nsofar as it serves in

this role, is excluded from the reiative Fdrm. Iis vdlue,

thereforg, is exoressed only relatively, by the moyement of

the commodities to uhigh it is equated. UWhen fhe universal eqdlvalen
selected id a metal (esoecially gold or silver) the monetary

form of value 1s realxzed " All these Heveloped forms of value,

- -

are sxmk\y expansions of the elementary form of value, and
the fundamental features of the latter obtain in the former.

Commodities always exchange in a definite proportion.

ngThe investigation of the causal relationship betueen the

1}««

production process and, the exchange proportions is the subject

of the quantitative side of the theory of value. The total

1

labor pouer of a given society is:a whole, Each unit of labor

is the same as all others: it represents simple average labor,

expended under normal conditions of production, with an
averagé'degree of skill and intensity. Natdrally, vhat this
average is varies from dountry to country, epoch to epoch,
Nevartheldss, within'a given sociely "skilled labor counts

only as s{Tple labor intensified w2l

"As values all commodities

are only definite masses of congealed labor time" 22 The

squalizatfon of labor as abstract, simple, 300131 labor is |

/
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effected through the exchange of-the products of labor. This

equalization is necessary so that the distribution of social

. labor to the various branches of production in ar economy

where the oroducers are Fformally autonomous can take place.
The causal determinant of this distribution is
material-technical orocess of production itself. The guantity

-

W
of labor power uhichtix is necessary to allocate for the oro-
© ./ ° .

’

duction of a given article is an expression of, the productivity
of the production dfocess. In general, the higher the product-
ivity, the less the abstract labor congealed in the product,
and therefore the louer the value of the product. Oinously4~
the only reason a tommodity producer would lncrease the pro-

ductivity of the Droductfon process uould be because the mass -

. of the value produced increases im proportion to the increase

in.volume. The producer would then have the option of either'

diminishing the labor time he/she would need to expend to.equal

«

the .same amount of val&e %ormerly produced. Or he/she could
anrease tHe units of labor time he/she axpends. As this
"simple labor intensified" (i.e, it is skllled‘ln relation to
the other commodity producers in some branch of production

as long as the latter have not in;roduce&‘the same technical
innavations which increase the productivity) this labor time
may very well Be'eqqibalént toltha same working day he/she
'Formerlycput in. - . g |
Naturally, other producers Qd nﬁt simﬁly §it idl& by

while this occurs. Given the premise of a fhee market, a

portion of the producers in the particular branch under study,

;i
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as uell as a nortion aof the other producers in other’ branches,
uzll Ymova -in" to share in the riches to be gained by the
1ntroductlon.of the devmca which increases productivity. "To
“ihe axtent to dhi;h both thé knowledge and the -technical
capabiiity of producing this device are gana;alizedk(thfs
‘prgcess also,‘oP épursa, occasidnihq a further redistribution
of'iabor) the davice itéalﬁ will come into genergi use in the
particular branch oﬂQQroduction._ A general average Qg'skiil

and intensity will be established. Altﬁougﬁ our expasition

is oversimplified,. the deneral'conclusioq remains: if thers ~~———

.
’

are no changes in productivity for a long enough period in all

hranches of productlon within the economy as a whole, transfars

of labor from one branch to another Ulll eventually cease, and
a p01n€,of equxllngum reached.

The law of value oparates in a someuhat dlfferentouay
uxthln the capitalist moda of productlon. Nevertheless both
the qualitative and the quantitati e Qides of value still
hold: iébor is équelized and distr?gahed through thg/gﬁchange
of commodities, and these exchange ‘ratios. are Ubtimatalz
daribable from the labour embod;ed in the diffe;?nt proddcts..
Houevar, Uniika a "purae" cohmod}ty acono@y }n capitalisé
there is no dJirect correlatioﬁ_betueen thq&. Capitalism
is not simply an entreprensurial spirit; nq{/pfoduction-forl
a distant market, It is a mode of pfaﬁ/pé&on i.e, the inter-
"relathnshlp betuean given prqductxon relations and productive

forces which have attained a cartaxn state of davelupment.2$

XY

The fundamental feature ¢of capitalism is tha¢ labor-pouer is’

-

oy
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s~

a commﬁdity. The producer is thus formally free, and cantracts
out S po{ﬁion of his/her living &orking da& to another person.
"The historical prerequisite of capitalism is’ thus the di;ooséeséion
of %i:;jrmediate ﬁrqducars from. the means of production.

Though they are."Freeé ¥o contract their labor or not, they

are in fact bound to the systea of wants, In order to reproduce,
to have access to thé maans of consumption, they must transact
with a capitalist. |

’ .In’a‘commodity econom&, the'éroddcer doas Hot purchasse
the labor powser oF‘pthers. Hs/she produces a givsen article
uftﬁ-only his/her oun labor, and passibly that of his family

(but no exchange is 1nvolvad) Labor power is thus'not

separate From labor, and all surplus is produced by the
allocatlon of his/her laborntlme. CIf he/shg sells the articls

to a merchant, uho then ;alls it toka distant market for a
Bighgf’prigg, the merchant is merely apprapriéting a portion-
of.tge surélus-value already produced by fhe prgducer. The
préportion of the surplué appropriatéd is, pF.course; depsndent
upon the degree ta which the merchant-can "buy cheap

and seli dear." The portion of. the surplus retained bf the

producer, -in turn, is degermiﬁed bQ the degrae to bhich he/she
can sell the product above its value.‘l

| The transactibn in capltallsm is quxta diFFerent.
Monay ;s a universal equ1valent serves basxcally tuo Functlons'

»

it is ‘a means.of circulation, and it is a means of payment.

-

Its role at any oneg zE:s is depahdent upon the particular

operant production relations. Money as a means of payment is




only capital when it is used to generate more mohayf Commadities
are not simoly sold in order to oufchase a aeu commodity (C—M-C');
money purchases commodities in crder to increase its quantiﬁy
(M;C~N'); This is valorization, the self-expansion of value.’
Increased consumption by the individual caoitaliSta is qaite
secondary to this process. ’

Capital takes-variaus forms depending upon the specific

" ) .
social ‘relations present, Capital may be industrial, merchant,
or‘loan. In all forms, the selﬂ-a;pansfon of valus is 'the
aim of the.proceas. However, value is only created in the circuit
oF industrial capital This is the root of the specific form or
mystlflcatlon which occurs in the capitalist mode of productlon.
© Only living labor creates new value. Dead labor (i.e. congelac1ons
of past labor in ObJBCtS) only produces more old value: -it
gannot add to the_value uhich has already been placed in it.

Dead labor in prQAUCtion aver time depreciates and must. be
replaced, This requires living labor.

The capltallst purchasas tuwo types of commodxtles'
constant capital (e.g. maghinary leed] and rauw materials
Lc;rculatxnd]) and varxab?g\tapltal (i.e. wages paid for living
labor- ouer) The immediate producer (i.e. the laborer) salls‘
, hls/her labor pouer at its value. The value of the commodlty
labor-power is the labor’ tlme socxally necassary to raproduca
the laborers. This subsistence level is not a physiological
‘concept, but rather determined in the context af defiqita:

historical, cultural conditions, Nevertheless, the sale of

labor-pouer at its valua is not automatic:it is the result of

3

1w (I
LN we,
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a §trqulv with the capitalist, who Haturally sesks to. lower
gis/her labér-éﬁsfs.' The orngcer is able to QatisFy his/her
histopicalfy déﬁermineq wants through the ;eceipp of a uagé.
The value of a éommodity in capitalism Es oﬁtained-
by the addition of the constant capital and the variable
caoltal 1nvested by the caoltallst plus the sutrplus value
created in“the process oF‘oroductlon (V=c+v+s). The =
uorking dax oF.the producer is divided into two parts: a
necessary (i.e. for sﬁbsisteﬁce).and a 'surplus part. "If the -
‘producer does not oroéuce a surplus, there is no réason for
employing him/her. The fateyof surplus Qalue'of é;bprticular
factory is obtained by dividing the total surplus proézced“
.by the variable capital expendsd % . Howevar, the caoitéli§t
is not directly inteéested-in the rate of surplus value. ‘
He/she is concerned with the ratio betueen thé'fotal capital
expanded (c + v).and the sﬁrplus value. This is the taté of

The fact that 1t is dlfferent from the rate

s s

f .
profit yrey
of surnlus value is the reason uhy commodities in capltallsm

do not exactly exaTess in their prices the labor-ratias

embodied in them,

N

However, valorization is dependent upon the rate of

surplus-value. It is anly living labor that creates new value.

There are only tuo uvays to increase the rate of surplus value:

absolutely, by lenqthening‘the working day; relatively, by

| E—————— i i
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- " increasing the aréductivity of labor. The flatter method is

ﬂ\kthe most frequent and results from the troduction of neou

—— .

technical methods, machinery into tRedoroduction orocess.

Tﬁé'iﬁcreases the ratio of variable QO constant capital
(i.el the organic compos;ﬁion of cac}kal = %). }his results
in théérelativeke;nulsion of living iabor from production,
and its substitution‘by;ﬁead labor..'fhis in-lurn égeaﬁes a
‘rqserve arﬁy of labor (;\e. the unsmployed) which acts to ‘
depress wages. The labor-ﬁouer which remains angagéd in the
production process in the particular branch uhere khe
innovation has been made, is, hbuéuar;‘mafe intense., Depend-
iég upon §23;>evel of skills required to reoroduce it, the .
value of the labor‘pouer, and following this ﬁhéhuéges of:
the producsr, may increase. | . ’
Surplus-=value takes various forms (profit, rent,

interest) but it has one source. Within a given branch of

_production, the genéralization of téchnology and skills which

-

“

results from- conpetition eventualiy estébl}sh S .an av

frate of prpofit. The value of a commodity i¥ then exprassed

profit which exists in the branch (c+V+arop). Cdpital

_gréviiates to the particular branch, or the industry within

the branch, uhich has the highest rate of profit. If the rate-

2
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of prafit is the same.in all branches, transfers of capital

(and thereby the redistribution’ of labor) would cease.

. Capitalists are not simply individuals who ssek to
S satisfy abpdrmally luxurious wants.. They perform a‘c?:tain

sgcial rols. The: detarminant:

of this role is the objective
process of the sel ~eipans'on of padital: money seeking more .

money. The fact that.prodygtion for the sake of production, -

accumulation for the sake. of cumulation, is quite absurd,

2

does not make it any less real.
Capitalists seek surnlus p ofits. DOne of the ways

surplus profits are obtained is rough lowering the cost of. L

production,- Either uégas. decreased, or, more commonly,

-

iy

new technologqgy is introducea, tﬁus“reﬂucing the labor time

s

I D anseae
Ay it

required for the production of a.given quantity of an article S

Thi invéstmentwgggi;:es an ac umulation of.capital. This

<

ways, or a’ comblnatlon of. both.
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the process .of borrowing (i.e. credit) and mergirg of different

.capitaiists to Form'a largs joint~stock enterprise (i.s. cor~

. poration).

AT R R A
D s b,

The soclallzatlon oF production which results in,

tha"intfbductlon of neuw technlcal methpds, goas hand in' hand

with the socializatian of capital. The realization of surplus

. profits in one industry,\&(\ii:::e, attracts comp\t;ng capltal
o o= _ ~
The capi%’iists in the branch '

are not able to 1ndependently
raise the capltal required to purchase the nsw technology, are

eventually absorbed. Therseby, in txme, an average rate oF:proflt
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3 ? 3
is-dgain established in the brarch. Houever, .the accumulation
procesé does rnot stop here, but continues on and on, both

ERS

within this branch and in the others, -

i
V

In cabitalisﬁ, the organlc composxtlon of capltal tends
to dlverge in the various branches of production, while the
rate of profit tends touards equality. The excﬁfnge ratios
of th different commodities will only’express théir embodisd
lab ratios when their,fesnéctivé orgénic c&mpositions é:e
equply, This is because commbditiaf in cabitalism sell in
“proportlon to their prlca of produetlon. The market prices

of the products (as Hlstlnct from their. price of production)-

" is regulated'by.the averagﬁ Drofit, but, of course, is not
éﬁuivalent to_ié as:;t is through the divargehce of the market
.prices from the price of production tﬁat surplus'profifs are

made, capital re~-distributed etc. Given the premise.of free

competit}pqzd; the degrée'to which profits are made is dependent

upon the technical structure of .ths particular industry or
“branch. = - This is simply the operation- of the lau of value

in its quantitativeuaspect. ﬂ

It is beyond the scopse of thls paper to deal with
Narx s schems of axtended reproductlon, crisses, the transfor-

‘mation problem, and countless other aspscts of the Functlonlng

»

of the capitalist economy. Our exposition qf the specific-

.

ities of capitalism has bean necessarily simplistic, as_our

" aim has’ bean to outllne the objective processes oF thls mode

a

l of productlon, as derlvad from the theory oF value.

The law oF value is the inter-connection of the telation-

S gy s e
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ship of humans to nature as it is intafnalized in society.fz//
- . \\ ‘ '
The gqansition to civil society marks a qualitatively neuw way

in which labor time is reckonad. The divergence between the

.

‘5units of consumption and ‘production necessitates a mechanism
for the equaIlzatlon and dlstrxbutlon of labor uxthln a gliven
society. Thls mechanlsm lS the QXChange of the products of
laSOr: fhe relations betueen producers are established,
.thépugh the socia;‘relatioq batues™ commodities. Thereby,
skilled, private, concrets laboribqpomés unskiilgd,~sociai
andlésstract. ,Through the exchangd reldtion a producf of
labor, a use-value, bectomes the bearer of the relatlonshlp betueen'
"the human beings. A natural obJect is endoued with a soc1al

4

function,
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NOTES TO CHAPTER. ONE

‘That is, labor time. as reckoned up in a single generation.

The distribution of social labor will aluays refer to the
dlstrlbutlon of units of labor time. -

This is an abstract;on used purely for purposes of
illustration. When the word society'is used a commodity
economy will, be presupposed unless soec1fled otherulse.

Henceforward, fetishism will be emolpyed-ln place of
commodity fetishism, unless specified otheruieg.

c.f, Laurence Krader, Oialectic of Civil Society. .
(Amsterdam: Van Gorcum, 1976), p. 185. .

What Follous is based exten51vely on«Krader, 00. 01t.,
pp. 249~57.

Karl Marx and fFriedrich Engels, The GermangldééldQQ, in

Collected Works, Vol. S, (New York: International Publishers),
pp. 50, 53, 89. ’ ’ ~

Laurence Krader,‘fhe Ethnological Notebooks of Karl Marx,
(Amsterdam: Vah Gorcum, 1975), p. 60.

At first. only a small proportlon of oroducers produge
commodities. ‘

It is only in a fully developed commodity economy that

'abstract labor is historically specified.

Karl Marx, Preface to A Contribution to a Critique of
Political Economy, Mescow: Progress, 1970), p. 20,°

I.71. Rubln, Essays on Marx's Theory of Value, traks. by

lN. Samdzija and F. Perlman, (Montreal: Black Rosey 1973),
P 73. \. '

Karl—Narx, Capital, Vol..l, (moscouziprogress; 1954), p.54,
Ibid., p. 4B,

p. Sl.

lhid., p. S1.

Ibid., p. Sl.

Ibid., p. S54. ' ‘
Ibid., p.. 58.

Ibildo"oo. 62" "‘ ' &
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20,
21.

22,
23.

24,

Tbid., p.. 72.

A

Ibid., p. Sl.

Ibld‘o, D. 47 {
maurlce Dobb, Studlas in tha Develooment of Cap £allsm,
(New York: Internatlonal 1963), P.l.
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This is nat the. case, for example, ‘in a monopnly. There,

the prﬁce Ls solely dapandent upon supply and demand. -

\
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CHAPTER TuO

Py

Fetishism is-a oarticdlar.tyoe of mystification which

is linked to the oroduction of commadities. It is an effect

s

in consciousness which has its céuss in a particular.sysxeﬁ

of produp@ioh relations, Our.analysié of theftheorw~of value
has provided the agjective basis for the invéStigation of hou ¥
this D;ocess actually works. The object”of our -examination

is the interrelationship betuween social being and consciousness.

The fact that a use-value in a commodity economy assumes a
.social function in itsélf‘is a quite separate process from

the méchani%m of mystification in consciousness which résults

a

in a confusion of the natural and the gociél. It is for this
. reason that we st trace the development of Marx's ideas on

the concepts of social being and consciousness and how they -

k)

relate to his maiuré faormulation of the theory of 'fetishism. .

1

Marx's urftings do not form an integrated system.
There &re’ certain themes, questions and farmulations which are

,Fopnd thfoughout both his“early and his latér.uritings. How=

ever, they are only comprehensxble in the context of the

partlcular research 1nterests which preoccupy hlm at a certaxn
1

p01nt% These, in turn, can only be understood in terms_of the,
political con juncture, the situation of Marx in religion to

éhg "gfeat debates" of the various philosephical and econamic

.

-

schools . fnis historical specificity, which perheates

Marx's develqcment of varig&s methods appropriate to the~study

of differsnt objects, also. intersects with his sglf-understanding

as a polifical actor. Marx is not simply writing to discover

44
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' early vieus (pre-spring lBQS)\is undertaken in.ﬁhe\context

an objective truth, He .is, at all points, a participant in
the process oF'spcial-transformation. Uha;,exaétly this
pracess is and Qhat it means to Marx individually, of course;
urievenly fluctuates uitthhe rhythm bf events. At one point,
it may mean Marx rushing to the scene of a political crisis, ,
and engaging all his energy in the production of popular
pamphlets. At agofher time, it may signify to Marx that a
tempoéary rgtreét intd@eéonomic research is called for., At

~—

still another point, flarx may have to abandon research alto-

@ %

.gether in order to make ends meet. To categorize Marx's

vieuwpoint under the rubric "dialectical materialism" or even

"scientific socialism" is thw$ to.do the richness of his thought:

‘an injustice. His thought at every point - is ounctuated with

the interplay of specific historical events and the passion <o

<

of the politicalfactor. Marx is neither an idealist nor a utopian,

but then neither is his thbughf the product of an abstract system, 2

~

It follows from this that if Marx's works do not -

constiﬁute a system, ﬁéither are they composed pyzabruot

‘d15cont1nu1tles, or “eplstemologlcal breaks": From our
perspective of examlnlng Marx's vieus on the questlon of 'i .
: , : o
social being and consciousness, this has yery soec1flc results ¢ "g
1

in terms of his theory of fetishism. The elaboration of his

of a battle.uhich is Dfimarily waged égainst'idealismt The
. .

problem which is posed is. the cause of allenatlon and the
cantent of emanc1patxon. The battle 1s fough® not merely
against Hegel arid the Right, but especially the Yqung

{ _ \

- | \\
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Hegelians (Bruno Bauer et al) uwho collapse political and human’
emancipation. For the latter, with the Formal orivatization
of rallglon (the secularization of tha State) the stnugcle
against mysticism and reaction is won. Thg cause of human
estrangement is idegtified with the form it takes, .and the
practice required to overcaome it 1is edqcation: ideas are
conquered by ideas. ‘

S

Marx's resoonse'to these ideas results in the develop-

ment oé his thinking on the\duestion§ of human nature, material
reality and its ;elatioa to conséiousness, alienation,
emancipation etc. Marx'§ exploration of fhe’aﬁsbgrs’to these o
question; leads him iﬁcreasingly to concentrate on the content |
oF "soczal belng" in a concrete rather than an abstract . .
phllosophlcal way. Mérx took up the study of political
sconomy in the F§ll of 1843, on his move to'Paris.l He was,
of course, influenced by‘mény éac£ors,‘amopg them tngels,
French socialiétg, moseé Hess, the uorkers“move6ent in Paris
etcl His experience in Paris led to his becoming a communist

‘and to his recagnition af the proletariat as the ;gzncy‘of

. fundamental social change. The Intraduction tq the Critique

'of Hegel's Philosoohy of Law, The Economic and Philosofhic

Manuscricks of 1844 (unpublished and incomolete), and The Holy .

Family (with Engels) are the products of this period. Thése
warks, houever, are thematically qontihuous with such earlisr

-writings as On ths Jewish question and Contribution to a

Critique of Heqel's Philosboﬁx of Lau. Houever, alienation

is given socio-economic content 'as Marx struggles to flesh



47

. {
eut his thinkiné on the tauses of estéanqement and the
eontent of emancization, . - ! .

Tha conversion to communism rrovides a cruciel‘catalyet
to Marx's tninﬁi%g on the question of being and consciousness.
The comsosition of the proletariat as a class iﬁ“the context
of specific his orfcal conditions, becomas‘tﬁe.baeis of the o
investigation into social being. lTHe object of Marx's research
.ceases tolbe an abstraction ("hqman eature") and becomes in=
creasingly'concretized. The content of emaecipation becomes
the'ebolitionof private prooerty realized theough the revolu-
.kionary practice of gﬁe oroléeariat. "Social beingﬁ is not -
a static eodcept, simply a descripeion_of what "is", It is
. . \

.a term which relates to the process of social transformation,
to the inter-connection between social composition and praxis;
Marx's research is then addressed ‘to the problems related to
deFlnlng the specific content of social being i.e. the socio-
ecanomic,eontradictione uhich-underlie class relations and
historical development.

This shift in focus results in a re-formulation of
what materialism means, and its relatiomship to practice.

]

The Theses of Feuerbach, Tha German Ideclogy and The Poverty

of Philosoohy are all the products of this shift. Houever,
“the increesiné concentration. on soE}al being. i's ceucielly
interlinked with a.concegtion of conseiousness uhich“is‘transf
posed From his earlier period (pre-leas) The actual process
of the development of 1deas and bellefs “in the context of

historically specific situations is not sub jected to the same
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‘crxtical analysis as is the actual content of material . reallty.d
Thera is thus an unavenness uhlch parmaates Marx's urltxngs
on the relatlonyhxp betusen baan and consciousness, .This
unavenness continues right up to the theory of cqmmodity\
fetishism, '

" The reason for this situation  is simple: Marx is
not interested in.ths problem of consciousness perf se. His
early writings ‘are responses to tha.Hegalian premise that
being éqdﬂﬁhinking are one and the same thing. Msrx}s thrust
is to ssp'rate the two, nat merely :temporarily (in'tarms of the
unfoloingfof tha ldea), but absolutely. Ffor Marx, the problem’
is bsfng, and his inveatigation into it, naturally resultsd
_in,a so;ft oF'inéerest awvay From consciousness per sa, This
is-not to say ‘that consciousness was unlmportant for Marx, or
'that he sxmply adopted a mechanical matarialist psrspsctive.
:In fact, it 18 because of his conception of consc@ousnoss‘that . ;
he broks with FQuarbach But tﬁs key to understanding this
- is ln tsrms of his rssoarch into social being,and the subjectiva

.
© ¢

and objectxve.sldes of human labor &tc. : . e,
For our po;bosos, we ahsll first examine the develap-
ment of Marx's thought'on.sois question up to 1845, Ue shs¥l
-thon examine- his views in hisa major works-in the period 18458-7,
'To ispsat' this is not an absolute dtvision, a break. Thars
is simply a gsneral shift in focus in response to differant
dats of orubloma. There are, of coursa, numerous casss of .

ovérlap. What we are inveotigatinq 'i8 tha avolution of Marx's

rsssarch interests: ann hou it has a bsarlng Qon Narx's vxaua

.
-t



on the relationship Betueen being and consciousness.
. X A

.Marx, in his early period especially in theJEtonomic

and Philogoahlcal Manuscripts, develops Ais. anthropologlcal

vleus in opposition.to Hegol's view of humaﬁ nature as pure
self-consciousness, as part of the unfolglng and\reallzatlon‘
of the Weltgeist. For "man is directly a natural Eéing". on -
ﬁne éne hand, he is the pfoduct of inta;nal forces kinstiﬁcts)
"on the-other hand..,.he is a'sufFeriné, candigioned and
limited creature, like plants and animals L...;] the objetts

of his instincts Bgisb outside him."2 © Thess objects "ars
objects ;hateﬁe needs..,indispensable to the manifestation

énd coﬁﬁirmétion\of his-gssential.pouers."3 ’It.is-tﬁe‘
externality of naturé and thecféct'phat the jndividuai human
ngads to go bayond‘him/hqrself which is the crucial point here.
fhé wants of the person, their subjectivity, ts only developed.
in bonne&tion uith.qxtarnal, natyral objects: "objects bring
about needs'" and the reverse is true alson. Both th\/?bjéct

and . the activity which appropriates it for human use become

wants., Thus "every activity and ppoparty~of his bging; avery

K}
4

one aof his vital urges, becomes é'naad, a ﬁacassity! which
his sglﬁ-§eeking transforms into sesking for other things
and himan baings outsids him."4

This outreach to nature to realize "his essential .
powars" is cognltlvely organ;zed through the process of. )
sense perception, But, thare can never be an lmmadxate re-
lationship betwean the individual and nature: the 1nd1v;dual
aluays exists In -sociaty. Thus ";mmadlate sensuousg nature Fot
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man is, immediately, human senéudu;néés (the expressions are
:identical).,'!s~ The relétionship to othe;(hgmans becémes the
maaium th;ough which the oeran axperiences Aatu;e and is..
able to express "Qfs essantial powers". But'this mediation

'is not-an abstraction from nature, rather "nature is ths

immedfgte object of thé science of man". The relation-

ship tq nature and within society are two comolamantéry aspects

of thé’game movement of human self-objectification, of the
expression of the material grbunding of human .nature and of
their limited conditiobn. It is in this sense:that Mar x éays:
"the social realit?’of natpre, and human natural science..,.

Y

are identical terms".
The ﬁaqifestatinn of the essantial being of the human

is only raalizbd through labor.. Man's "objective product

At

only confirms his objecgtive béing, his activity as the activity

af an quective natural being".7‘ This labor is marked as

exclusxuely human, by the xntroductlon of the ‘subjective

factor, consciousnes "conscxous life activity’ dlstxnguxshes

man meedlataly from animal life actlulty. 8, By transforming

;

nature througﬁ‘practlcd "man proves, himself a conscious

spacies:ﬁeinq".g Man is a speci?s being "bec§u§e %a tréats
Lhiméelf-as tHe'actual,'living sp;bias;wbecéusé he treats him-
salf as/ﬂ universal and therefore free belng

' ( Though the tsrms soecxes being lS ‘a phllosophxcal
construct, Narx understands bhe Lndlvldual's ralatlonshxp to
‘the species not in _an abstract, but’in.a concreta sensa.

Human self conscious activity is not simply one person trans-

_.', .?r‘P‘»:“ PRI P
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)*,g.- forming nature, but an individual in a social context; (his
s = social-base allows for the passing on of cultural traditﬁons,
sharina of skills, experiencss etél(in relation to. the
appropriation of naturéf objects. The reCLDrocal transfor-
mation of both nature and the 1ndLV1dual's wants and abllltles
is thus accomolished in A‘social framework. The relationship
to nature 1is not'simoledne—to-one:, the individuai does not
just rely on his own personal skills and experience.® This
N allous him/her the freedom :to choose betwsen alternative
techniques etc., This i% uhatimarx means when he compares
qﬁimals who produce one~s}dédly and humans whao Droduee
f,ﬂﬁivefsally.lld "Through this process man is aqLa‘ﬁo make

12

"all pature his knorganic body". Humans are -thus not éimply

natural beings, but human natural beings:

Activity and enjoyment, both in thexr content,
and in’'their mode .of sxistence, are social

. L...T. The human aspect of nature exists only
or social man, for only then does nature gxist
for him as a bond with man,..Thus society is bhe
complets unity of man u1th nature. 13

- .
M

. A suman being.is a social being, his/her limited ..’
condition is interudvan_uith his/her social nature. The

objécts of the social being thus become social objects, and

,the senses uwheraby man relates-to nature bscome "the sonses

‘of the socigi gin", which are different from the senses of

14 the progess of human labor, the sqlf

15.

the non-social man,
objectification "ig requiréd'to make man's sanses‘huhan".
Tt is only through the laboring process that ‘human subjectivity

and ob jectivity cease to be antithetical and are interwgven
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in the dconscious éelf—trangcending acfrof origj_'n"l'6 tha£ is
humaﬁ’history.
Althouqh Marx developed his anthrooologlcal perspective
in opp051tlon to Hegel's view of man. as pure sglf- consc10usdass,
he also'xncorbogited in his writing a Hegelian understanding:
of the "individual® as the synihesis of the univ;réal and the -
.pérticulgr. ‘This is closely conﬁected uith the cqﬁcapt éf
snecies~being: each indiuid&al in his/hef objectification .
is exprassing his/her huﬁanity through the deQelopﬁent of
a specifically buman sensuousness: and human nseds. Thus,
each.céncrete ;ndiviﬂual.in eacﬁ particﬁlar societwg/fkrough

their participation in the process of communal activities

v
v

is internalizing not simply the traditions of 'the society,
but is realizing his/her humamity. Socialization is humanization
and the community becomes the focus of social being. The

o

community is composed of potqmuniversal and pa;ticuiar~elementy§
it represents botﬁ humanity in the abstract and is the concrets
%gency'of socialization. Abstractions are thus only expressions'
of tﬁeoconcrete existence of the community: "My genaral
cohsciousnass is only the theo;eticélfshape of thgt of uhiéh .
the living.shape is £he raél community, the sociai f‘abric.“17
It is because of this compasition of the commupity
that "man, in as, mych as he may be ‘a particular ;n61v1dual...
is just as muych the totality... of the human manlfestatlons
of 1ife."*8 Eacn md:.mdual is able to bridgs the distance
between him/hdr and the species becausa through his/he;'

objectification in the community he/she becomss thes specids:

—
‘.
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"the rich human baiﬁg is simdltaneously the humahwbéing in
19
n

n939,Q§ a totality of human manifestations of life...

\-/)/ marx‘s'anthropology Férms the basis of his rejaction
Y .

f Hegel's idealist interpretation of human estrangament,

To simplify SOmeuhét, according to Hegel, reality is' ultimately .

a-univprsal'soirit or mind which axternalizes itself in
ﬂmtte;.Tﬁichaaaelessprocessbf the unfolding bf tha Idea” ~
is a movement of developing self-copsciousness. (i.e. the
idea‘céming to consciousness of ipseif)l' Evéry particular
moment in this process is infernqlly cohstituped as-both an
affirmation’ and a negation. .Every,;cp is both a Formal
&ovement of tﬁe Idea and the suoafcession of a past objective
expression pF the Idea. It is iR this saﬁs; thét'Hagel
understands tha individdal who, at a particular mo&eﬁt, gcts
to ady?nce'thq unfolding of the Idea as- a synthasis of the
universal and. the particular. The complexities of Hegel's
articulation af .what this meaps or hou this occurs is beyond
our scopa.at tha présenﬁ; Uhat'is'cruc§a1 ig\the‘iﬁter—

: ccnnaption‘bétueen praxis and self coqséiousnéss.',Pfaxis is
insepérable from self consciousness'becéﬁse the ;ndi;iddal is
ultimételj composed of consciousness. .Tha person‘ma; or may .
not understand'the'éignificénce'of his/her act in the g?énd
schame‘of things. I£ doesn't matter.h.The pragression af

_ self-consciousnags occurs at tha "macro" level: the individﬁal
is simply part of this‘movame&t; | |

. tstranéement; accefﬂfﬁg to Hegal,is therofore the

procaess of objectification itself, "As Ma~x commants: the

v ! ' ot ' .
. . \ .
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self obJectlflcatlon af tha mind 1s "nmothing but the

*

estranqed mlnd of the world thlnklng within-its self—estrange-

ment“20 and "Heget makes man the man of salF—con501ousness

L3

instead, of making self consciousness ‘the self-consciousness

of man bF real'man"Zl. For Heoel the movers of the Drocess

of hlstory are thus abstractlons from ‘the human belng uho

actually created them. Tha_predkcates are transformed into

e

‘) ' .
subjects and the subjects into predicates:

The fact .which is taken.up as a point of .
departure is not canceived as such, but

as a mystical result‘..

Hegel transforms the ‘predicates, the . .
objects into .indepsndent entities, but N
divorced from their actually independent
sub jects... Ths mystical substance thetre-
fore becomes the actual substance and the
real objsct appears as something else, as
an element of the mystical substance. 22 .

N

Marx's criticism of Heéel's tranformation of predfcates

1nto subgects developed at length in A Contrlbutlon to a

Critique of Hegel!'s’ Phllosoohy of Law. An example is his
\ T t
discussion of Hegel's concept of sovereignty., According to

Marx, .Hegel treats .sovereignty as if it were a person, as if-
it ;ctéd independently of people. Social ;elatidné are
adarted to th& movement of this "hypostatized absfréction."
In the ekample of the hereditary monarch, instead of
Qndorstahding kingéhir as the pgodﬁét of definite human

relations,Hegel understands it as the product ot"natu;:e.23

-

Ioeds are human products. Tﬁe reversal of tha actual

position of SUbJQCt and predxcatels a process of mystlflcatlon.

It is Hegel uho is ‘transforming the relatxonshlp and maklng

w
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the mystical subsﬁance the subject. The real sucject‘merely
"acpearsﬁlto be a product. It is clear that for Narxlthie ré
not simply’a philosophical debats. There‘are two questions
herea. Fire£,.phy dogs this mystification occur? Seccnd, what
is the effect of this delusion? At this p01nt, Marx is less
“clear an tha’ansuer to the first, and is sllghtly more clear
on the second. The mystiFication process does have mater{é?
results because human -beings in civil society are turnec into
abstractlons, .they are- treated as somethlng external and-
"the contsent oF the human being as his true Teallty" is not

accepted 24 There is an obJectlve relatlonshlp betwaen myst;-

-

: flcatlon and domlnatlon, and‘ one oF the moments of thls
process is the confusion of “the natural and the social.

~The key element aeout ths relationehin betusen
mystlflcatlon and domlnation for Marx is tha colltlcal con=
clu510n which is draun from the -reversal’ oF SUbJBCt and pre-
dlcate. For Hegel and For the "critical" phllosuphere d;o
folldw him ths "real ObJBCthB chains" are converted "into
merely ideal, merely subJectlve chalns".zé The political.
struégle thus becomes a etruggle in'tﬁoughc.' According’ to
Marx, on the cdntrary, the battle ageinex'"those products of .
self-debasement and self-alienation which have  been endoued
with an independent being and with a life of theic dun" is an
“0outuard Flght, and the abolition af the mystlflcatlon a Eractlca )
abol;tlon. ) '

Hegel dcee not belxeveact1v1ty can overcoms estrange~

ment because he locataes the process of obJectlflcatlon, the
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_unfolding of the Idea4%hrough labor as alienatibn per se.,

‘Labor is aluays "abstractly mental labor" and results in man's

“coming to be faor hlmsalf ‘within alj,enatlon."2 In contrast, for®
. . . &
.Marx labor is the confirmation of man's natural being. The <

cause of estrangement is not obJectlflcatlon but rather labor -
uhlch is perFormed in spacific hlstorlcal conditions. Alien=

ation has a social rather than a natural root
N i

It is-not the fact that a human being objectifies
"himself inbumanly, in oppasition to hxmself,

" but the fact that 'he objectifies himself in
distinction from and in opposition to abstract
thinking that.constitutes the ‘positsd essencs
of the estrangement and .the thlng to be . o
superceded. 27 .

>t ’ !

The expresszon through labor of buman "essentlal »

'pouers" is only realized through a co-opsrative soc1al process.
Mark: then develops phe'ldea “that these human powsrs ars

treated;as objaéts "and this, to begin withy is agaiﬁ only K Q{
possible in the form of estrangemant."éa ‘Estrangement is

only realized in relét;on to other bumaﬁs: the alien being, 3
:phat‘sténdg byer‘and qom;na§és his/her_activity.is dot-simply‘

an idea‘forﬁ loosahfrom its social.context, buf‘is-another

fﬂetsoh.zg Although at, this “point Marx's ideas on the actual

\\\\\

causes of estrangement are»someuhat undeyeloped, it is clear
‘that estrangemént ;tselF'only arises in_cohjunctibn:uitﬁ the
development of prlvate property.: Althougﬁ the 6subj§ctivb'
essenoa" of privata property is labor,: 1ts obgectlve expr9351on
is "one-sided enJoyment"" anjoyment does not Flou From the

. gctlvxty or abject .itself, but fram the ounershlp of pha‘ .

L
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The want for the\objett Flous from the.ability to
possess it, and is not a free reciprocal interactlo; JF the
~ human? 's labor and natural_uor%d, The uant is to have the
objact.and not having it in the'soc1ety of prlvate property -
is "theﬂcomplete~separation of man ;rom.his ob‘jectivity.’"30
The division of labor and exc%ange rest on privéta qupérty:
they express thg segmentation of human'actfvity. Because of
this, the laborer is estranged F}dm his/her $peciesfbeing
" from "the totality of human ﬁénifeétations". He/she is é
part=human. The‘producer uHo dbes not oun the product thus
‘fashions an artlcle that stands as an alien pauer over hlm/har.,
The more he pfoduces, the lass he/she has for his/her
subsistence. Labor as an’ activity becomes estnanged: it
becomes a means to satisfy a want extsrnal to it. Private

-

property‘"does not know. how to change crude need 1nto human

4

need": the result is a "complete crude abstract smmp11c1;y
of need" in uhicho"aveq his animal .nesds ceasé to axist".32
Man becomes alienated from his/her'ggigg; Man
immediate Eonqaquenca is-the estrangeme&t of man from man";3§_
The social nature of humans is thus-ripped aparﬁ, é;d they
‘stand'ﬁo each other as éliens, as a means to an'édd, rather
thap as ends in/thamselves.

| The soc1aty Ulthln which humans ars- estrangg\/ls c1v1l
‘society. Hereln, aach person "acts as a pr;vate individual,
‘reéards other men as a‘means,. degrades himself, and becomes

the' playthin® of alien powers. n34 People become saparate

From tha gensral 1ntebast, the community, uhlch constitutes

\

31
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their actual social being. Individuals are Jnited only in a— -

"smaller exclusive interest - man no longer Hound to man

even by the -semblance of .a common bond".' Life becomes a
. ‘!

35

"universal struggle of man égainst man." Each person's

" individuality, rather than expressing their participation

in the process of humanization, becomes a barrier to sotial

intercourse.,, This atomism “follous necessarily from the fact

that the comhunity, the communal beinb in thch‘tﬁe individual

llves, is c1v11 society separated from thg State...™ 96

.

indiﬂiduals who constitute civil 3001ety are ripped’ frgm

~The
™, . . ) . : = e M b w37
“their real being in the community, thus, they are "fictitious™

persons.

. ]
~ .

The atomism of civil society is illusory. In fact,

the individuals are bound'togéthégxin a systém of wants and

production relations.’ However, the universality oF(humaB '
species nature is not.expressed‘on~this level, It is expressed i
on the level of an abstraction ?rqm civil socisty, the State.

In the State each. person is "deorived of his real individyality
.. " ag

EATAR

N e

and the State is endowed with.an unreal universality."

- Political 1ife is "life in the airy regions of ;ivil society".39

! L R

‘The State constitutes itself dbove. the barticulér individuals,

“

and lnstltutlons which comprlsalt as a unluersal reallty, and

'Stands in relatlon to these partlcularltles as religion stands

- ta the schlar uorld;‘ It pretands~tq”pe_tha-true being or

humans, beyond all tontradicgion. At times, the State may even
attempt to abolish the material prg-supposiiions of its ‘existence,

such as private property. Houéuer, this cap only end in ‘a
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cohvulsion and leads to the re-establishment of its real

~

material foundations;AO

The State is the me@iatof of the formal relatiﬁns
betueen ‘the members of civil society. All individuals, inso-
far as they have a oolltlcal life, are c1tlzens. It daesn't
matter of what thelr prluate lives consxst. In the democratic

¢
State there is a complete separation betueen the poli

and economic lives of each per;oh. ﬁach.{ndividual i
formal équal of the other as a citizen: sharing the same

duties and righfs. The Sﬁate is thus‘ﬁull; realized as
:univ;rsalzl there are no particular privilegass uﬁich formally
accrue to anyone person'becquse of his/hsr economic being.

The real individual in bourgeois sdciefyvis the bourgéois i.e. tﬁe
Nindividual in.his/hep';urely economic sohere. The bourgeois

is a monad, self—suffibient "a totality oF-n?eds and only .

exists. For the other person...lnsofar as each bacomes a means
41

o aae v

For the other." The rlghts of the bouroeoms are the rzghts.J
of Qrivéta property, llberty, sequrlty etg.

According.to Marx, the oerfect‘Christian State is
‘the democ.rat'ic State. The State that knows no official.

religion, no prxvzleoes, uhere the intercourse of 1nd1v1duals

? i

is basically free from all restrlctlgns. Relijian in the
damocratie state is a pgrely'private affair, a pure matter
oF.Faith, and a reflectioﬁ of the inuar& devotion to God.

Ths farm of rellgaon uhlch is most approorlata to the democratlc
state is thus protestantlom. The State uh‘ch needs to have

an afficial. rellglon is an undeveloped" state" it still'
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requires r fgion, an element of cxvxl society from the
private sphefre, to comnlete xtself Its universality is thu§
not fully human. The degocratic state has a hum;n foundation:
its "ethical acguaiity" is the "religion of private DropertY"?z
It stands as a universal orinciple to the particular eleffents
which compose its mé;eriél base. Thus the "separation and
remoteness of man from man"a3 is crystallized: in the démocratic
state through the complete seo;rgyion of Fhe poli?ical and
economic spheres of the individuals' Livés_

: ( Christianity'sianﬁﬁ;§9 the same relation to othég‘
religions—as democracy stands to ather state coh§titutions.

The essénce of the State 'is its abstraction from civil society.
Its Fuli réalizgtion is thus a purely formal relationship
betueen individuals $s\ci£izens and totallw. separate from

-

their‘liﬁes as bourgeois. Only then does thse uniuersal

-

or1nc1ple stand over Clull soc18ty as sepanate in -essence
from it. Democracy, as-the constltutlonal expr8351on oF this
seoaration, is the union of the Formal and the material
principles. Iﬁ democracy thé material éeparaﬁibn of mﬁn from

man is given its fullest formal expression.. Democracy as

. . . o, |
narticular constitution thus is the universal essenca of ajl

~

other statéjconsfitutions. “ " .
» Religion, far Marx,is a human Dtoduct. It is "the

self-consciousness and selF -5 teeem of -a man uho has elther

..\

not yet found hxmself or has already lost - hlmself agaln

"Religion is only the lllusory sun. which revolves around man

45

as long as he does not revolve around himself ¥ Marx does

NS g e
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not take.a' nautral stand on the content of religion: réligious

claims are very clearly untrue in his opinion. However, his

interest is not in the éontenilpﬁ/féligion, it is in uhat
this content reveals about :P society within which it is
v

produced: - -

L£1v11 SQC1etJ} croduces religian, an 1nvarted

world consciousness becauss... {}t 1s~ an
inverted world :;..x Reltgion is the.general
heory of that world...it is the fantastic

eflection of the human sessence because‘the
//ﬂ\\\ uman essence has no trus reality. 46 -

\\\~/’\\f3 Religion 'is an illusion, but illusions are inverted

reflectians of material reality. Thus, they tell us saomething
about tivil society, namely that human beings thersein-are :

esiranged from their true reality. Religion is "the recagnition

»

of man in a roundabout way, through'an intermediary."47 Religian

is tpé “sigh of the oppresséd cr%%ture" that has been torn from
the orimitivé Egamdnityﬁghd ripped from his species being in
civil socisty. Religiorf is a human expression: the sﬁper-
natural béings uhich.inhabit the religious vorld simply mediate
the Jhumah condition", It is man as a universal, and thersfore
species-being, that is the true subjsct of myths . They

are tales addres;ed té human fears and‘cgncerns. Man in

fully davelpped civil séciety‘is the bourheois, the isolated

‘monad, the particular. The expressian in'relig@on of this

individbality, this isolation of -humans from each other, is
the realization of man {universal species being) as bourgeois
(particular). The union of the universal and the particular

is the God-man: Christ,

N *
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Christianity is thus the "spirit of civil society, of
the sphepa of egoism ... if is no longer .the essence of

4
rommunxty but the esqence af dxrfare ca", 8

The logical cul-
mination af Chgistignity is its{p ivatizat{on, its banishment
‘frbm the-public sphqra. Christianity is the faith of the
monad, Th{a 1q‘uhy it is the essence of all‘raligioh;;'in‘an
exact parallal te damocracy'é rel&;idnsﬁip to'oﬁhar State
‘ codstituhiona'én’thé.Dqliticai_level. Both the State and
{eliqion‘are "unveal universals" which astand over the real
‘particulars; Houever, it {s the partlculars uhxch prodgce'
'tha univarsals. This is why,for Marx, religian is not the" ®
nroblemy merely the aymptom. The call to abolish raligioﬁk' p
a call to -abalish in a practical vay the condit;on that re-' ©
‘quires rellglon. This condition is civil doclety.

The leFaranca between. the liberation DF humang from
Lha symptom of estrangement as opposed to the cause of alien=’
ation is the difference’ batuaan leiticai énd human emancipation.
To try to abollsh @aligion by politiéally.émuncipatinb the .
State from an ofFi;tal connection w{Fh it {s simply ‘to aﬂd
"both the State and religion in realizing their essential
‘ Aaxuron. Human éﬁanciﬁatlon will bcaur "only'uhéﬁ real in-
lelGUﬂl man re«abaorbs {n himpelf the abstract citizen and .
aa an indlvidqal human being has bacame a apaciea-being in his

49

averyday {}ra". ‘' Thigy in turn qnly rosults from_the abolitxoh

' . . 13
of pbiuatb property: "the-dpmnlata-umancigation of all human

80

sensps and abilities", Thi's is communiam: "the complete

raturn pf man to himself as a social (l.,a. human) heing.". It

o f
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is the retyrn oF humans to the communlty, to a real. unlvarsallty.
4 >
) Tt is in the context of these ideas that ‘Marx read

Du Culte dqs Diayx Fetishés by Charles de Bressas- ih 1042,5l

and was first dcquainted with tﬁé term Fetishism. De Brosses
takes the_uérdjfetfsh from the Portuguese and fetisso,
mehning "anc‘hantod"‘".S2 Da. Brossaes, in turn de}iuas the word
' / from a Latin root. De Brosses employs,tha word as an anthrol E
,// pological term i.e. it has a universal applicability to all
{ uaoolegi Fetishiaﬁ rafers to the diviniza£i9n 6f‘inan*mate
\ squcts, to the ise of 6?aclag§ amulets and talismans. ‘ :»(
though agmaterié} opjaég-posgéssas "powa;",and to the cult
which is the résult of this beiief system. - D& Brosses was. the
forerunnar of the euolﬁtionary school of nineéeentb(century
: "anthropqlogy, later represented'by sych parsons as Tylor and
i "Spéncer.53 De Bfo;sésﬁérgués that fatishism is no: Ju.t

peripheral to religion, it is a particular class ulthin

raeligion, Fétishiam is the sarliest Form oF n%ligion, which

all paocples in tha wvord had to pass through

Fetishxsm is, houever, not slmply a historical atage, )
itiis a way of thinking about the world appropriate to a
particular level of education. Fetishism is the result of

& -
fear and iLgnorance. It is practiced by "les peuples sauvages,

94

qui passant laur vie dans'Une perpdtuelle enfance." However,

it is also present in all cultures, including the modern’
period, All children or unedbcétad people, who ﬁava'no under-
standinqg of Qha'relationshib betueen cause and effect, will

. think in a fetishistic mannar. They will mystify their -




) .
'enviroﬁment. 60 Brosseﬁ"a;qument is that an understanding
of Fot{shism as a typé of reliaious-belief i; necessary in-
order to understand the later devalop&ents~of religion.
,.Fetishism is the sénctification of the, immediate environment,
often a rd?k, or a tree stc. Ffor aacn'cohnir; tﬁere is a
‘- general--fatish—and 3 cult which surrands ié., Uhét exactly
the Fetish‘;s is unimoortant. The wor;hio of the sun and
stars in (reece and Rome is a }ater evolutionary development,
De Brosses claims, Apd is é separate tyoe of religfon.' Hou~
aver; in an intefmed;ary avolutionary stége (as. in ancient
‘Egypt)’ﬁhe two types of religion are intertuwined. De Brosses
arques that the divinization of anima}s in Egyptian mythology
is a form of ﬁefishism and is typologicallykidentical with
the worship of the "savages" of thé Ivory coast,

Da Broaées,.ﬁithout quéstion;.iq a Forerunner of_ldter
developménts in anthropology. Catenories such as totamism,
a&imism, magic, the concap; of ména;uhich are iatar separated
by other uriters are collapsed by Oejﬂrogses ‘in the term,
fetishism, The racist implications of De Brggsas' uork:are°
qy@ga cluar.r The Drototypiéaimprhctitionéwa of fptiﬁhism'ara.q
tﬁa blacks of the lvory Coast., They panrﬁsant th% infania§taqe
of human'avoiution for Do Brosses. ‘Ha makes no banes about
his attitude ‘towards fatishism: it is a "stupid and grosa™
superstition, an absurdity.

Fot our qufmo;es, we shall briefly summarize tha main

poainta of De Brassas' work aa thay influenced Marx's thinking.

 First, fetishiam is universal, it is linked to a particular
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psyéholonicél:state of.humdn beints. Secand, fetishism is\a
particular tyne; of mystification uhich‘ results from fear a:nd "
ignorance. It consists oF the atgribution-sf "powers" to
inanimate objects. Accordlnq to Narx this psychologlcal

state is rooted in partlcular soc;al conditions. These

conditions are a low - <level oF tha productive Forces. As a.

_result natural foroes domlnate humans, and the latter have not .

yat devqloned the means to control or to understand the former
to any significant degrea. This staqe Marx termé "natural

reliqion" 5 Marx thus shifts the Focus to the 500131 level,

.to tha mechanisms of tha davelopment of tha oroductive forces

" and they both apply to'the mystification that endows products

~

-and how tha loss oF control and ignorance oparate in the con-

text of definite spcial'ralations. Third, a central eslemsnt
of De Brosses' thesis:' is that fetishism is present in all

6 pa Brosses also stateslﬁhét

culturas, even_the.present day.
this hystificatidn‘is hard to Lproo£.§7 Finally, & fourth

element ﬁarx de&elons from Oalérosses is the idea that therse

is a link between the advance of c1vxllzat10n and the dlvxnlzatlon

of man. Thls, of course, ?rofoundly aFfacts Marx's visw oF

A

Christianity as roligion par excellence.
Marx firat employs the term fetishism in the Economic

and Philosophical Manuscrint of .1844, There are tuo refersnces

of labor with independent powers: . Marx says, for-example,. that
labor is the sub jective essenéa of private property. Private
property is merely something extarnal’, The socia}l piocass of

production 'is phub embeddad ih‘tha,dbject itself, The-lébdr
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is internal, thus if is unseen iﬁ‘tha object 'tselF Thoss
who see "prlvate property as an %%jectlva oubstance confrontinq.
men,.seem thereﬁore_to be fetishists, Catholics." 58 Narx
aqraes.that,Engél; is right to call Adam Smith the Luther of .
political sconomy. Smith, in tfaanq the subséance of the
value of a commodity to the Iabbr ambddied in it, breaks .
thropgh‘tha outer abpaarance of the commddify to its inner
éontant, jusflaS'LutHer broke'ghrough the extsrnal ritual - S
-and form of Christianity to discern its trus éssence_in inuard
Faith.. A

. The second raFereqcé to fetishism is used in felation
to Marx's theme of maney as aﬁ,élien ob ject thax'contrdis and

»

debasés humans. He employs a quoté F{om Spakesﬁeafa to portray
monaf as a "yisiblse divingty" that is abls to coilanse the
dlStbﬂCthﬂ batueen the natural and the .social, 'Hervér, méney
only oxists in specific social ralatlons i.o, uhera.brivéée‘
.property and. the 'division' of labor are present. It is thus

only an exor93510ﬂ of a soc1al process, and may také various
lForm&. Monay maybelnsgalLlc or Lssued An paper currency .

Marx than comparaes the attituﬁes‘of Britain and France towards

monay as 1ndxces of their stage of deualopmant ' Brltaln doea‘

not worship the metallic form of maney, as it"is a Fully

develoooq monay-nation. France is a less developed money-nation,

“thus it is "still dazzled hy the\sdnéuous glitter of precious
Ceg , ,

metals.“ In an-extremaly interesting passages Marx tHdn

links the stata of the ”sanuoua COﬂSGlOUSHBSS" of a partxcular

Iy 3

socxaty to the vay in Uhlch it producas. Marx arques that Eha\‘§
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Qensas_only bacoms humhn uheq—there is a degrese of deuélopﬁent
in the nroductive relétxgg§~sﬁch that there is produced a |
"humﬁn sense of nature". This is a function of the degree or
control QvéF’tha forces of Aatdre the laboring oracess gives

!

‘tp.humans. ) ) ) ' ’ -
As Marx'smreseérch into political ecsnomy in 1844 .
proqréssed, it became clgab to him thét the oroblem was not
mqﬂgly'to demonstrate that the estréngément,orbcess haé itg
roots in.métér{él,reality, The problem was A”QQliiica; ona:
" how to overcomé this alienation? The political dimension
was never absent from Nafx}é considarations,‘bbt in the con-
text of: Paris in 1844 &and tha dhflyence to uhlch marx was
subject, his research took a sudden Shlft.: The practlcal

polthcal questlon became a QUBStan of .the content of social .

being. Tha 1844 manuscrlpts and Th= Holy Famllx,arq both

N

tnansitional documents in which Marx struggles to flesh

0 . - N .. N .

out the material ‘roots of alienation, and begins to analyze
social relations in terms of class.

The absence of a theory of value' is a grucial ueaknesss

at this point: the way private property-causes sstrangement,

thus classes are produced, remains very obscure and abstract. -

Nérx's diésatisfaction with this level of abstract analysis

is axprassed in"his ;hlft te axamxnlng social being in terns of

-

tha hlatorlcally soac1f1c social relatlons of a glvan country."
' L |

:Thls channe lS 1nterlxnked with hls acceutance of the labor

J 1

theory oF v&lua (though-as a "radical" Rlcardian) in the.

summer oF lBQSCEg “The key works of this Derxod are the Thases

P R TSI
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on Feurerbach {srring 1845) The German Ideoloay (1846) and

The .Poverty nf. Uhilosonhv .(1847), - The Introduction to”the

- Contribution to thaCrlthuatnf Polltlcal Economx(lSa?) will

also be refsrrad to, as its theses evolve out of this perioo.
At thxs point, Marx's principle protaépnists are.
Feuesrbach anc Proudhon. The axis of the dispute with Feurerbach

turns’on the,hide of materialism to be adorted. To Feurerbach's
“ f’,v N .,

contemnlative humanism
. ] . /

Marx counters with a communism whose esserice is.revolutionary

practice. The way Marx nriticizes Feue}baph is through tA;~
analysis of the content of social bainé. kraxis‘iseundarStdod
in terms of the specific- social relations that exist at a
given point. The relationship betusen being and Fongciou§ness

is(thus explared in tﬁe contaxt of the relationship betusen
social being and activity, .

Tﬁa shift towards tha scciélvspecification of material
reallty is connerted uxth Marx‘s mathodologlcal dlstlnctlon% -
betwear natural and human h;ptory.' Though: ;hay are two .in-
separable aspects.of thesc}anceof historyf’the focus on the
process of éherintarnalizatidn of the relationship to nature
within societx Forec{o&ds the .proaspect Fof'an évehtﬁél reunion
of'thg.guo. The emohgsis is on human specificityh at
least as’a metﬁbdblogical tool: This does no£ maan, however,
that . Marx Lgnores the ralailonshlc to natura. Quite the
_contrary, 1t is tha bagis of a sczent;ﬁxc analysis.' Science,
) as Narx gmploys the tetm, reFars tq tha analysis of Specxflc

- gocial, ‘relations. “Real DOqlthB science, theaxpoundlngnr the'

-
-
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- and wants are .produced in the context oF spechrc social

v

theoretical activity, of~the practical orocess of the develop-"
mént of man" begins "uhere speculation ends .and real life

o : . . P e . 63
Thus the premise of science is."living human 1nd1v1quals"
. : )

uhose‘nhysic;l organization~condétfons the necqssity for
productions relations ‘etc. Houeqer, sciéhce is not simpiy

the cohtemciation'of Nuhat is " :There &s no "objective sciénce"
‘hecause both the senses and their objects are proguced in
definite histonicai circqmstdnces.: Feuerbach '"does not see

that the sensuous world arouna_hfm is not a thing giben

&irect from all stérnity...but the product oF 1ndustry and of,
~a state of society.ﬁsé A humén's "sensuous conSC1ousness“
?elationé. C
History is made by people: "history is nothing but

the activity of man pursuing his aims."65 Histdry itself

"doass nothing" " However, the "c;rCUmstances make men, just -

.

B
H
4
i
o
%
P
-y
i
X
N
3
-k
f%
u
af
)
'S
;‘\(
o
PRy
)
oF
“'t
e
K

'y
r?
r4

.as much as he makes c1rcum°tancas"6§ and "men must’ be in a
p051t10n to liva in ‘order to 'make history!. n67 History is

not made by humans thlnkxng, but by humans acting. But

@ "

the humans thaty@ct ara not representatxves of an ahlstorxcal

\ .
»

~human essence, "man" , as Fauerbach bealevest It xs.because .
P ) ‘

ha understands "being" as, an @bstrg%tlon and: ;nleLduals as

incarnatxonsofthxs aasance that Fauarbash does not racognize
practlge as the qay'humaNS can overcome thelr egtpangemant.

He'isolates individuals from the histofical conditions which = '

o

. .produced them, ' from the ongoing Qr&béss.qtgtha raprodqc%@pn'

-
» @ - . °
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'cf social'relatioﬁs. He theoretlcally constructs "man" and

thus "man's" act1v1ty Falls out of stht. C ,‘ . -
Agal st .euerbach,‘marx argues that'the "essence of

man"'is'nqt an abstraction existing in an individual: "it

is the ensemble of ths sactal relations"§8 _Tﬁdividyals are

social oroducts. and exist in a'particulér system -of. |

social relgtions. THis is the mAtsrial Bnemise of M;rx's

investigation, There are’ tuo different sidés to the social

indiv&pual: the given fogtas oF.p o8uption'and'the natwork -

of so%ial relations.?9 Narg' "premises rare not men in any

fantastic isolation or fixity, but in thelr actual, empirically’

psrcegtlve orocess of" development under dernlte condxtlons 79

The productlon of the means of subsistance is the beglnnlng

of Ehé dlstlnctlon betwesn: humans and anlmals.71 Thls process

e

has three reciprocal movements' ‘the production of the msans -

T

to satisfy uants, the generatlon by, this .satisfactian of neu

uantsw and the. orocesé of raproductlon. oduction .of

$

materlal life has both a bloloq;cal and a sdcial dimersio

1ntsrconnect10n oF men ux&h one another, Uhlch Qetermxned

by thexr needs and‘théir mode of production which 1s .as olé )
as the men themsefves.“72 Thé.productipn of material life .
£hereéofa has a fourth momant: . a dafiﬁitq'que oF:co-abaration\ i
betpaen paople uhicﬁ is"itsélf a productian Force._

Prnductlon is nat s;mply an “abstractzon" : All
Droductlon occurs in a system of "definite social and polltlcal

relat;pns,' The "prqductlon relaﬁlons of every society Form'

LI
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) .n?3‘ : s . ' . ;
a-whole as it is throuch them that the material 1nter-5/
change with nature is effected, labor is distrlibuted.
Tha ohysical oroanization of the human being conditions tnhe

nec9351ty of the croduction of the means oF subsmstence. The
-
requ1rament that there be. an 1nterchange Ulth natdre to
\
satisfy wants i3 ‘the ultimate material basse oF:tHe_system of

- production’ relations., The Fact that these relations are
aluays historically soecificggdoes not alter the detérminate
position the nroductlon ralatlons occuoy VLS-a-vls the netuorki

of social relat;ons. N
R X ...deflnlta social relations ,are just as much
produced by men as.linen, flax etc. Social
relations are closely bound up vith productive
forces. In acquiring new productive. farces
men change their. mods of -production and in
changing their mode of production...thsy change
dll their social relations. The handmill gives >
you socxety u1§m the feudal lord; the éigam -mill, -
socxety with the 1ndustrlal cap;tallst 74

The key polnt for Marx ‘in hlS debate with Proudhon 1is
that there are no social relatiﬁns uhich are eternal:#&peoole ;
make these relatidng ahd céﬁ unméke tham tﬁo.ﬁ H5uevef, the
-syatem oF soc1al relatlons Form a uhole linked to a defanlte
~mode of oroductlon (productlve forces.and production relatlons)
‘.JUSt as a patticu}ar social relatlon.cannot‘be isolated from

. . )
the system as a whole; (e.g. Proudhonon mqnny)?s neither can

. the sécial relations, be changed until the material- premises

. . " . ° ‘ * 2 -
upon which they rest are first internally transformed. The .
_system of wants "arises digéctly from a production: of from

" the state of affairs based on pfdductionl"76 Marx. argues in

The Poverty of Philosophy that with the advance of productive

o e Paad %
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forces in lndustrlal SOClety all neads, even "natural" needs
become social i.e. uants. The wants oF various soczal classes-
are comorehen31ble only in the contexg\§F Xhe totallty of
500131 Telations in the given soc1ety. ‘This is what Marx.
.meaﬁs'by the term "social being“. -Houwever, ghe specific
social relations only exist in tha contekt of a particular
division of labor, which is determinad by the giqen mode-oé
production. The system of ‘wants is the subjective pre- '
requisite oF_oracticéL acﬁivity; Praétibe‘is therefore
utimately dependent upen tha‘mode of prodﬁctipn.

The develoément oF‘the broduct;vé Forces-is;associated
~with the sstablishment of a particular social division of
labbr,' In this.division of labor feacp man has a particdlér,

. : - . . . oy 17
exclusive snhere of activity which is forced upon him",

"Marx in The Germari Idsoloay equafeé,private property and théf

division aof labor.78 -This division of labor .therefore implies

the qontradictiod betyeen thé interests of the ;eparate
'indididual.or the iédividué&?family énd the common fnﬁerest
of all individuals uho have intercourse uith each othef."zg
This common interest.has a real mgfarial base in the, "material
1nterdependence af the Lndxvxduals among uhom the labor.ls °

divided." Thare is’ thus a concrete relatianship béluaen the

corralling.of human labor 1nto one sphere (and thereby the
person's estrangemant form the "totallty of human manxﬁestatlons")

and the detachment from the. individual of his/her activity

¥

" -so- that it becomes "an alian bouér opposed tb him, which

enslaves him instead of 'being controllad byvhim."auj
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Human labor is botq éybjecfive and ohjective., The
internaliiatidn of the relationshic to nature within
soecific social relations meéns that bﬁth the productioq process
itself and the wants it satisfies are recisrocé{. A; a-
relationship in socisty, ;ork is a conscious anplication
of resources to producs a desireﬁ result. It is Ehis
_conéciqué dimension, the ability to conceotualiée a plan and
then execute 1t materia;ly; uhigh.disyinguishes pumaé fro@

anima; labor.81

Thea"gensuous consciousness" from which

issues both perceptions and activities is a social prodyct

and dependent ucon the grouth of.thé'producgivs forces. It

is upon thi§ material base that human beiﬁgs dsvelop i.el when

a cértéip denr%e of autongmy ﬁrom the Uirect“influencéAoF

naturalforcesexists:/‘This base fs, of course, the c&mmunity.
Ideas, beliefsa‘sentimentswgrou out of the gpecific

ensemble\ofﬂéocial relations: "tge‘5ame3med who eétablish:

_their sécial relations ih‘confofmity with their.materiai

producgiviﬁ; produce also princiﬁles,-ideas an&xqategories

in confaormity with their social ralations;.m éhqy ars

82

historical and transitory products." ‘The intégral’relqtion—

ship between social being and consciousness is only seyered

when the social division bf labor truly develops as such with
i ‘\ . . . " M
a split betueen mgntal~-and manual labor: "from this moment

onuard consciousness merely flatters itself that it is .some-
thihg'other than consciousneés qf existing practice ....
from now on consciousnpess is in a nosition to emancipate itself

from the world. and proceed to the Fgrﬁation of 'pure! theory...W8§



" in conflict with the existing productive forces.

74

21

The smancipation of ideas from their material roots

is only possidle jiven the transition to civi! society. The

N

E - v

croduyction of the guoerstructure‘(lau, state, religion,

government etc.) is therefore, decendent upon the transformation

>

of téa oroduciion ralations,BA in narticular Jthe fact that
intellectual and material activity, that enioyment and

labor débolve on d;Fferent indiviﬁuals."ss Contradictions
between the superstructure and ths actual gelations which -
sustain it only occdr when the existing social relations are

86

These
contradictions are ﬁérely reflécﬁaa'on the level of ideology,
and "changes in the economic struc?ufe lead sooner or latqr
to the transformation of the whole imqange superstructure."
‘The socia{ porder as a phole can never be replaced until the
métqrial premises for_its abolition have Seén fulfilled:

To brlefly summarlze, Marx is dealing with three
Q£iii£g&t ,Jets of problems. first, the formation of social
relatlons by the mode of productlon. Secodd the deveioo-
ment’ oF the Forms of con301ousness which arise out of the
totality of social-relations. Finally, the relationship

bhetwean actiOity)and these forms of consciousness on the ‘one

N

" hand, and the underlying relations of production on the other.

% .
Needless to say,- all three prablems are 1ntar-connected, and

espec1ally at the 1nd1v1dua1 levsl Lt is 1m00351ble to isolate

the»factors which determine beﬁav;our at any pne,noxnt. There

«

is ‘no ¢tr1ct monocausal materialist determlnatlon of .conscious~ °

nass or activity according to Marx. To comprehend uhy thxs

el

- e )
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is the case, we must probe deeper into his conceot of sogeal
being, and\ﬁh narticular, what exactly historically specific

social rfelationssare. ‘ K
-~ /
. . . ‘ .
On the cne hand,. Mar§/continues to see the/process af

N

humanization.as a universal movement, as the-production of a

’

"sensuous human consciousness", uhich in turn, is the result

‘\\—....»« N . ”
of the laboring orocess established through the-to-

ceerative interaction of the members of the community.
It is on this level of abstraction that Narx/pospulates

/ .
the need for various material premises to Pe fulfilled before

/

tfue wmans emerge. It is this context that Marx argues .that
the relationsdf production are determinaﬁt. When Marx

claims that it is only after the consideration of the "four

)
. . " . ) . .
aspects of primary historical relations, do we find that man

88 . . .. - > E
he is making a methodolocical

-

cdaim.” He makes this in response to those who say conscious=

also bossesses consciousness'

ness is "pure" and indeoendent of ‘matter. He argues that
. ! /F
< . . /., : v, . .
from the beginning consciousnass. is a "social product" and ///

89

"byrdened with nmatter." Language is practical consciousness
gquag ]

"that exist for other men as wéll" and arises frgom "the ?

¥
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necéssity of intercourse uwith other meh".90 ‘Therefore, con-
e S ' T

sciousness arissé out of the relationshin of humans te

each other and to nature/;s conditioned ultimately by their

s

physical organization. The forms of consciousness are

dependant uoon.t%a'lével of oroductive forces - i.e. they?

1

are detarminéd by the uay'in'uh ch humans satis@y‘their"uants.

Humans never -oroduce abs ractly, but only concretely,

- R
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"rejection of fauarbach,

76

in particudar cultu:al aituatidns, Though the thasxs that

human labor is both subjective and objecttve {a an abatractxon,

it is only realizad in apecifie product;va relatlons. The
r001procxty of uants and actlvlty randers tha projaect of.

aacertainino causal determinat1on imposaible to achieve
l

at tne,micro leval.. Houevar, the question is "[s Marx Lntar—

ested in the micro level per se?" The answer is no. Mafx is
Btk e ] ) ,
reappndinq t6 a different set of problems., Specifically, he

is axamining social bainq 1n ‘terms of clasa relatians,
Queastions af nraxis and conaoiouaneaa are invaatiqatad ln

© »

this context i.e., - as plaaS‘acblvtty anyg claaa consciousness.

"Tha'reaaon for this focus la ulttm;taly_poliéxcalz _tha

b

emarqenca of thp prolatariat aﬁd lts stregglaes aapatially in
Parlb in the middle 1840‘&.’ Marx. ia trying to undaratand,l -
and particinate 1n.gh1; process of aoclal. ttanafarmation. it
fa procisely his»undarutandinq nf thia pruresa as a collactiue

mouement, and nqt aimnly the reaponae nf indlviduala. &hich

reasuylts. in Lhe raﬁprmulation of hia vleua on aocial being, and his

]

Mqrx'é :xaminat}optof aocial being thus operates at

.

o : . .
P;//fﬁﬂ _ 'two levels, filrst, at tha "macra” lavel he ls concernad with

o .- , )
the amargance Qf ocial classas in the context of what ye have

térmad the procesa k¢ humanization, It is ab tnis lgvel that

ha jsolates the relatzghn of productlon as ultimately dotor=-

TN

" nfinant nf ‘the. supanetrurtura, conaclouanaaa etc, Lhia ie

Ve

Marx s‘mutthQlogicnl roapnnae to Fauarbach and P:oudhan.

apConu.‘ thara le the "micro" levol unich ‘is. ﬂounded uy the

v

AR
4 » ?

e
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"macro™, This is the terrajin upon which "“regal living

individuals™ actually make hiatory, . Although tha uweight aof'
k' . _— . . .
Marx's emphasis is on tho "macro" level, the tuwo lsvels are

interuuven,bﬁroughout most of hia wrti'inge, Aanacially n .-
historical analyses. Houever, it‘i the nrinritization

K

of the "macra" that results in the underdevelopment of his - o

. N R :
examination of-consciousness, . .o

The full 2xploration of Marx's theory of social glasses, ~

gven in The Gérmén ldeoloqy alane, would raquira a ma jor

investigation tn its owp right. For our purposes, ue ahal.l

Shrikefly éoncentrate on his unde:atandan of the prolatarlat,

in DdPtiCULdV uhat we shall tarm the anlhronolag[cal comp-
oaltlon of th1 classa. . By the use qf this term- uwe do not mean
"o squaut that proletariat is simply an abafract)on,'dkin
to,"apecies being", Marx very claarly inderstands classes

in the context of spocifle social formations, but as the
reault of economic tvanaformatLAnu which can,bé qbcirhctad e

fram their context and integrated into‘an intofnational Frama-,f

work .It is this "macro" level procads that links the amarqgenco

‘of the nrolutériat uith]a fundamentally Henqlian énthronoloqy.

Althouqh, Marx'q ocopomic thought {s by no means fully
davelunad at th!& noint, as he has not yet racoqnized ;ha
apacificity a* canitalidm in tnrms nf tho transformation of

labor pouar into a commodity, ha does 1¢ant1Fy the creation

of tha’ nrolatariat as the outcoma of two fPactors, <Fivat, the,
-y

davelonmant of tha nroductiVa Forraa to a cerbain lavel.

'bocondiy, tha disposseselqn af the maJority oP‘the populatfon




78

A ' : ’

[

/ .
from the means of production. Thasel two conditions-are
intertutned inthe. intringically ‘interdational tlevelopment &f

. . v2 . . . R
capitaliam, It i the unevannesas of these factors which

3

creates the Ygadical chains" of the proletariat,
In his .earlier writings Marx recognices that ''the human

being had to be reduced to asbolute ndveriy in order that he

might yiald his. inner wealth to the uérld.“ga The growth

—

of iﬁe productive fgrces resulted in tha'nfaduai éocialization
of preduction. I'sasants, for examble, weru forced off the

’ ) ) . !
land and into cities by the enclosuré movement, Tﬁere they
sprved as dn'aaéily gxnlogtéble resourcs, Negdless to say,
this was an uneven progess which took Qarious forms at
péfticqlar times, in differant c0un?§{as.. Navarthulésé,.thq;'
general movament ués onhe ofuqroﬁlnq dlspossessibn and loas
.of control over the production proceas by producers. Though

' .

the proletariat is still subject to tha social division of

labor, this dispossession connectod with the.socialization of

broduction”ultihately“dreataq a-social bond: '"Poverty is the

-passive bond which caugses tho human‘boing to axnanianco“%hq

. . 00
.napd pf the qreatest wealth - tha othor human baim).")b

N

€asentially, the prolutariat is raducaed Lohnofhlng'but\hié/her

] 4

hamanity: ‘ho/she in boing ripped from vossession is also

finwed from the:narrownnas ot havinn, - the sqqmontation of

'uartiqu)uf intaruakuf
| The crnati;n ot the brélhtariat is a process af human=

ization: It.diil be remamborad that according to Marx, thig

pqdc¢da ia conditi&nad‘by the grough of the productive ?prgés

i

L N
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and associated with the davelopment of a éertain degree of
control .over both those forces and qature.' With the de-
velopment of capitaliam, iL.bocomes increésingiy claar that
Eha caysé of this. absence of control is ‘puraly a ?ungtioﬁ df

the lack-of ownership ovprﬂz:;§g materia' resources i.e. it

e -

is connacted with thn relations of ° .
production. The ra:apfuring oF\control ovar the uroducgiva
Forcag is a‘dualitat{Qaly new stage in human svolution. Houw-
ever, this ﬂpnivarsal" interest is materialized in the-BBVGLOp}
ment of the proletariat, apacxfzcally, in the struggle for
the satisfagtion of thig glasses' uants. These wants ara,’ .
of course, constituted within. tha totality of ‘social re}apgons
of a-qgiven sociéfy.' Intpruoveé with the struggle for sub-
ai&tpnce is the fight for the satisfaction of "radical needs"
\\\m;/;j/e.‘thn wants connected with thB.BXDrDSSLOn, the raaliéatipn

of the proletarians! huménity. 1t is this which makes the

- social being of the nrolutariat intrinsically revolutionary:

In the fully formed prolaetariat the abstraction

of all humanity, oven the samblance af humanity

is practically completo..:.S8ince-nian has lost’
himgelf in tho prolstariat yet at the samg time

haa not only gainad the congciousnesas of that

losa, but through urgant, imperativo need...is = .
driven diroctly to revolt anainast this Inahumanity,
it fbllows that tho ‘prolatapiat can and must
emancipate ftself, But it dannot omancipate itself
uithout abolishing the condxtione of ita own liFo 96

b The nroletariat is differant from the bcurqeotsia not

4

only because it {5 not g@ hame in its nqtrangament, but also

. ~

bacause ita beinn. Fundamenr/bly confars upen it a dlffatent
species-character.. That tg, the composltion of the

. ‘
e
. . /

e S



B . ~ - :.._v:'
proletariat is not analogous to the composition of othar classes
. ; : U . '
and .estates ip other modes of productibon: In thase other
Dariods (For eXampla, Peudalism) the construction of thef" '
“« g - .

bourqaoxsla as a class, uhxch tharefore 1nvolves its expr35510n

as a revolutxonary force vis-a- vis both the foudal relatlons a

%

. of productxon and the political structure, is Fundamentally

''determined as a class both by its assertion aqqlngt the .
Fbudal.nobilfty,an§ by {ts desire to consolidate its position '@
against t%e'prolétariat. Membérs of the bourgeocisie thus act N
. not as ind1v1duals, but as class indivitduals., It is this ’
Dartxcular interest groundad 1n the exploitation of another -

section of humanity which limits thaxr,exprassion of the

¢

“intaerests of the species as,a'uholé.
However, the proletariat "ia A'clésa..,that'ﬁas no - -
longer any particular class intaerest to assert anainst a '
ruling clgss."97 This\is because its emancipation is the
liboration of all humanity. This locatas the nroletariat
as "a class of civil’sbéigty vhich is not a cléséléf G?Vil
'sbcinty..Ia aphare which haé a Qniyersal character by ita
' universal'aufforihq."ge- The proletariat is not simnly a
narticular elomant, it in a aynthosis of tho narticular and
the unxvarqal. Its actlvuty ia tha nrogrossxon of humanity,‘ ": §
tha expresaion of human activ1by at a now stgge of devnlqument.
Thatﬂspoaaassion of vthe proletariab combinad with the leval
of nroductxvo Farcaa has craatad xndividuals, uho, roduced
:to thair humanxty, ambady ‘the univaraality ("tha totallty of

humpn manifeatutions") of the_qpeqies. ‘Tha univa:éality is



-£
v

. ' . ' ) ’
.. hot an athréction,‘it has real material roots in terms of
the inter-penstratfon of-all.nativnal qconomies in international

canitalism, Tha prdlotaﬁiét is tth a clasa-”...uhich in all

. ¢ + Q
nationa maa the same lnterest and for which natlonallty is

dead, a class which {s already rid of tha old uorld and at
r ¥
' h>
.;he same tamp-s;ands plttad~§qainst.1t."99

' o . B . . P
It is at’tha level af the process af humanizat:on and
- . ’ l o) ¥ > v ' //
the creation of tho.proletariat that the boundary batueen
- class and individual disappears. . The objective processes

"which construct "the nrblqtari&t also forge the individual
. nrolatarian and his/har oewceﬁtion of-his/har being. . The

orolatarianQ, in thelr axpressxons “of thelr xndxvxduallty,

%

@mbody directly’ the progression of humanity as a uhola and

PRl . .

thﬂrnfore the Foruardmovamant of thalr cla L

Ty N

", ,..the contradxcnlon betuesn . the individuality .
" of egch separate prolatarxan and labor, the '
conidition of 1ife Forced upon him, becomes
: avident to him..,” (...] Prolgtarians if they ate .
L. to assart tham elves as ihdividuals have tg -
" abglish’ tha’ hitherto: prevailing condition of
thair existence, namely,labor, 100

’ Tho cloavaqa betuaoh bhe ntoletarian s indlvxduulxty
and the. condxtlons Qf hxs/har life and ‘the Fact that nro= .
latarxa*'s unity xn not datermlnnd by a‘cgmmon LnJarast in :‘.
-GxnIOLthQ a th'rd party, transforms the actxvxty of tho
.prﬂlatarian intOPdinectpolitxcal (i.eclasa) actigity The
prolatarian, "robbod oF all lifa content" becomes- an "abstract
*ndivxdual" ;Bdocan thnreby relate to others anly as an’
"indivxdual'; "only at thig’ staga does self—activzty coincide

with matarxal rife, uhich corrnspondS'to the develoomant of q'v
o ““_‘ ' '

. N e

P

\ * . ' » " P, ¢
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the individual intc a complete ‘individu. and the castina
of f of all material limitétions."lnghe orolatarlan sees

in its sstrangement "its own pouerlessnéss and the nature

,102

of an inhuman existence.. - Thorefore his/her self-activity

as’ an individual is directed‘touards‘reféauturin% control

of his/her conditiors of life. This. can only’bé réal{zed
throunh his/har frea'assoaiation with his/har Fellqu‘ o ®
proletgpians: -

With the community of revolutionary proletarians,..
uho take the conditions of axistence and those
of all members of sociaty under their control.,.
it is as. individuals that- tha individuals
participate in'it. - For it is the asspciation
of individuals (assuming the advanced stage of.
modern productive farces, of course).which puts

. the conditions of the free .development and
movement of .individuals under the:control conditions
which wdre previously left to chance and had )
acquired an “‘ndependent existence ovar, against
‘the senarate Lndlviduala...' 103, :

The fundamental aspec§ of this aéspciation'is'that it
is tho realization of thé communal ‘nature of humanity, The
.proletariéh as a universal individual; rewre°enting the oro~ .

qrasaxon of the specxes, is Forcad to braak throuqh his/hev
. ¥
partlcularxty and bacoma a true communal being. Thxq trans-.

formation is based upon the raallzatxon of the material pnamlsan

of dommunism.lp4 Thesa include the dovolonmant of La01tali®m

as an 1ntarnat10nal gystem and thuq the 1nternat10nallzation

[N

oF tha prolotar’as' "gpe llbaratlng oF aach SIDQlB in-

dLdeual will be accomplished in themeasureln whlch history
108
"

beconmgs transfonmaddintq world history. uorld hxstor:cal ‘

indivxdwals are “thus produced whose Lnnar haman uealth 13

an expressxon of his/her "raal connectioms“ uith tha rast

, v
5 . N P
, . . o



of humahiﬁy.- The rcgolutxanary actxvxtyof the oroletarlan

thus rasults in the acqu131tion of a "neuw need - the need

For soclety - uhat appeared as a means bacomes an end. "106

» Ce

The establlshment of the- orolebarlans' as’ Lndlvxduals

is 'only realized u1th the construction of a comnunlst 3001a;y,

and thus the abolltlon ‘of the prolatar:at as a class. Communlsm

» mgans é classless socxety in which’ the tima devoted

&

to the uroductzon of an artlcle is determlned by xts "socxal
‘ X '
utll;ty".. Both the wants’ anduthe procesq of productxon are

’

‘Consciously regqiatad by the bommupiﬁy as a whple. . The“‘
communal conmections of all individuals are not "illuscTy":
thay are matetiél‘and bé&ad 6n hﬁe common poassséion'by all
__producers of the means oF productlon. Each individual is no
lonqar conflned to @ sxnole anheta oF act1v1ty by the division

‘bf labor: he/she is able to participate ;n a ";otallty of

- human manifestations" in a real concrate uéy\lo7. ABolishing

%

the division of labor is "not possible without the community,
.v.only within the community has sach irdividual thé means’ of

]cultxvatgnq his. qxfts in all dlrectxons, henca parsonal free-

108

dom bacomes p0331b1a only u1th1n the community.," Thls real

\

'Freadom, and trua posaesalon, which aach xndlv;dual uill anjoy,

is only pb931bla given the realization oF ‘the materlal premisas

of commumom.109

Marw'a shift in focus to the specxfication of socmal
-being 1n terms ‘of class rulatxons results in tha raFormulatxon
of tna question of consciousness. The being of - tha proletariat

is d;rectly linked not marely to its posmtlon in the relations

«

e s e

S maa
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of production, but also to the possession.of class conscious-

nass. What prbduoeg'this unity of being and consciousneass
is the proletarfat's-anthroboldoical compasition, Marx

first differentidtes the proletarxat as a class in tarms of

the different Qay it "faals" and. "seas" its estrangamant’llo

The poverty of the pouquess and'dlsnossessed- aroletarian.is
a "poverty yhich is conscinds of its spiritual and physiéal_
bovérpy, dahumakization vhich is conscious of its de-human-

ization. and thersfors selF-abblﬁshihg," The proletarian-is
Walready rid" bﬁ/thg old uofld,fof éll na@ionalismlll'anq,tha

contradiction baﬁQeen hisyher individuality and comditions of

life is Mevident".’'? The proletarian is-not bound ta
S fllusions M3 . 8 . '

The develapment of cléss concioushésé and the nature ,

of” prol= tarxst's strungle .as expliCLtly political is a Functxon

v
L

“of the maturatlon of tha maberxal oramlses of commuhlsm.

»

The actual procass of consclentlzatmon is never really

‘analyzed. of course, Narx“doas draw a distinction batwaan
being and conscxousnasslla:as this is his central objedtion .
agal?st Hegel, that, the latter does not make this dlBtiﬂCthﬂ.

'Evanfln tarms of the proletarlat Narx allous that there may

A

sxist a gap betueen the sub jective axm of the prdletarzan "and

..ns

uhdt... he/ghe uill ba historlcally compeiled to do. ‘Marx* 's

) explorationfg\)tha relatlonahlp betueen the bezng and conscxous~

ness of" tha proletarxat, hOUBVGrp centras on the, content of

its qhalns‘ ‘i.eﬂ - as n00ted xn consclousness or in materxal Lt

» ‘:

"reality and thergfore uhat type of actiulty is raqu1red to RIS
. [ . . _\’k . , ‘ , . ° .

L
. e v

$



abolish them. Marx's answer is, of course, the chains

are rooted in the proletariat'sbeing»not its consciousnes-.
. e - v

The problem .is thus mot that the oroletariat is "deluded"

or entrapoed by ldeology. The. problem is one oF nraxis.

Narx in Tha Cerman Ideoloqy is attacklng Feurerbach,

Stirner, and Bauer. He is also criticizing a whale historio=-
graphic school Uthh had its or.ginsg in the French enl;ghtan-
men%, and is Flrmly~rooted in emoiricism., Its exponents wena
- termed "}daologues" and its principls propagandist u;3*Desthtt
'de'TracyllS who coinsd éhe tarm "ideology". The aim of this
'school was "to discect the human mind" zn order to reve;l

the contents of cohsctousness. [t had a critical OdeCthB,‘

but it remained 51nuly a mechanlsm*For classlfyrng ideas .and

for axamxnlng their interaction in abstraculon. Rs de Tracy
117 .

}’\\

_said: ideolfogy ‘is part of zoology ‘It had as its ultimate

goal the revelation of the complete "phyéioldqyﬁof consqioﬁgness."
In a'similAP ua* "Qarmaﬁ<idé§}ogy" abstracted_{daas ﬁrom their '
social coptékf, a&alyz@d fndividuals,apart ?roﬁ the social
relatioﬁﬁ uhichUGroducod them, anHZQnderstooé emé%cingtion
'aslibaratlon from the domlnatlon of a concapt Narx's crlthue

oF 1daology ig a ~critique of the class Uhlch bearg it° it is-

not an abstract theory of consczousnass. Narx's attack is
pol&tlcally motivated: he is linking up Feuerbach's BmplrlClsm,.

his conceot of social belnq ds 1solated abstractlons called

individuals, u1th the ldtter's purely thaoretlcal understandan

oF.oractlce. He 1sthanconnectlng Feuepbach's ideas to his

kol
)

class, saylng that llka all 1deallsts - ha‘lswcomoelled-;o
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Wghare in .the illusions of the enoch". Thereby, he is deny- .
ing that the-bourceoisie has any revolutionary-cotential,

It is in thi$ framework that Marx, in The German .
!déolodx, develons his thesas on the relationshic betueen

,

being and consciousness in genera Marx at-this o2oint is

‘onseratina at the "macro'" level for tNe purroses of the debate

with .Feusrbach.. Marx's general ogifts are as follous. Firse,

consciousness is at first directly interuoven with the
"material intercourse" of humans. Sccond, thxs "materlal

lntercouroe" is conditioned by a "deflnlta davelopment of

-

the productivse Forces.f Third, ideaélare “phantomsg" or .

"necessary sublimates of their LLQ. - humansa material life-

crocesses"ti8, Fourth, in idBolooy "men and their

t

relatlons appaar upsldaudoun,as ih a camsera obscura." Thig
inversion is thus not regl. Fifth, the cauJe of this inversion
'"ari§as...from théir ﬁistorical life-process"llgi The distqrtidn
+is caused by reqlit}. S&xth, the substance of this invars@bn
15 that "morélity, religion, ‘metavhysics, and all the rest
of ideology... ratain the semﬁl%néb of\independence."lgoq That
isy they do'not anpear to'be diraétly conditioqed'by the
material life-nrbcoss. Seventh, this idébLuny;this illusion,
\ is "the result af the;r limitéd'material mode-bf activity -
and their l;mitad social relations arising Fraom it, ni2l
Elqhth, the full developmant of xdeoloqy only occurs with
the dnuelopment of the p;oductlve Forces and populatiun and the
transxtlon to civil spcxety i.0. the soc1al diVISLOH of labar,

e and, in particular, the lelalOﬂ batueen mental “and manual

1 ' +
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a
labor. Nineth, the "ideas aof the nuliﬁn class are in every

u122 °

eroch the, rulina ideas. This is not merel. an expression

. of the inter-relationship of tne conirol oJer tne means of
méterial_producfion and iceoiogical'prdduction. It is an
éxnression of'fhe fact that the unrootinn of ideras from their
"matgrial life processes" Snd their nropagatiorn by "mental
iaborers" is a product of qlass society.

finally, ‘the transitiun-to civil society involves

-

the dissolution 6f the "common interest". An-illusory "common
interast" is formed to maintain the dominatisn of the ruling

clas: . The "independent form" this interes+ assumes is the

" State. This is the "illusory.communit\,~éluays based, however,

123

on the rea)l ties existing 1in éyary family. The "autonomy"

of the State, likeé the "autonomy" of iceas, serves a coercive .

LY

end. Though they have a-social oriain, the social ocivision

. e . . . )
of labor which produces them is That voluntary, but has come
~about naturally." Thus the éuperstrucﬁura.appears'ﬁas'anx

alian force éxisting outside of ,them, of the origin and gpal

of which they are ignarant, which they are thus no lonqer

A"
12 .

able to control." It appears eternak, maturals outsida
history, - |

Illusions are thys.carried by social classes which are
conditioﬁed'by ﬁhe lbval’of the‘dayqlopmenf of the productive

. ) . e
'Forcqs.- This is simply‘uhat Marx means when he says:

e L R P

"It is not consciousness that de@ermines life, it is life that

12%

detarmines consciousness." In particular, idsology is,

borne by the bourgeoisie. This.does not mean-that all members

LI -

CNY

N
N
\Q"



88

of the ruling class believe at any one roint that they are

actually expressing the common interest, although Marx does
say this is generally the case.126 It is, a nsre-condition of

o
<

a class which is revolutionary and seeks power tnat it is abien

tb present its particular interfest as the common interest.

Thxs is the case Ulth the proletar*at as well. 127

~

But ideology
is not simply a question of belief. Tt is a question of
being. The bourceoisie bears ideology because it is incapabls

in practice of overthrowing the material, conditions which

sustain it,

It is the befng of the proletariat which ‘necessitates
the abolition of these material condi&joﬁs énd thus ideology.
fhe coincidence of "self éctivity ...uitnmatgrialiife“’only
odcurs :n revolutionary praxis. "The oroducts of conéciqus-

ness -cannot be dissolved by criticism'" and the earthly fam:ly,

which contains the secret of the holy family, must be

destroyed in theory and oract;ce."l28

The immediate quéstzo#,‘
of course, 1is hou is the proietériat emancipated fram idgology’
prior'tq the abolition of these material cogditionsg .In short,
how is the educator him/herself educated in order to "change

c1rcumstances"”129

. THere are a Aumber of poiﬁts involved Eere. first,

Marx 1s continuing to operate_ét the "macro" leval._ Hé is
concéfngd with delineating the béing of tha“proletariat as
objectively revolutionary. As ‘ve have ssen, this is a function
of the anthrooologlcal composxt‘on of the proletarxat ‘Secénd,

the proletariat at the txme Narx was uriting, wvas not SUbJect'vely



A
revolutionary.’ Marx understands this as -a nroduct of the ¢
immatufity of material conditions-which will eventually
create a fully formed proletariat and a fully developed

canitalist system. Thus the struqgle BF\the develooing

130

nroletariat may tak: "il'usorsaPorms" and be ‘reflected .

’ . N ”
as, a religious war, ’ Third, the comoqsitigp of the

rroletariat as a neuw stage of .humanity, and its activity as<part

LG
of a universal movement which leads to-'its self abolition.

as a class, transforms the particular struggles into expressions

of a universal political .struggle. This is an uneven procsss

[

as the proletariat is not formed all at once as a homogenous

mass, but .is disnoséessed\by'degrees. ‘As a universal strugagle

)

this therefore acquires theoretical axpressionZ,

[

" inter-secgts uvith the division ‘betyeen mental «aYy manual labor.

Certain reople oF_petithourgeois class ogigin (duch as Marx),

The develop- .
@ent of this theory is not merely the product 6f the-advanced -~

actlvity of certain- layers of the proletariat It is also

caught up_in the movement of the proletariat, may become
theoreticians‘oF‘the:prolatariat. The thepry whigh "captures"™
the struannle of the oroletariat as a_"univarsal" ovemant is

commynism,

The Fiﬁal goint Marx makes is the mast important

praletariat i; tHe-author of'its ouwn Emancipationt' The
synthasis of the.éért{cular'and,;ha universal in the indfvidual-
‘Droletarian‘is only accﬁmplished by th9~Lattér's selfvactiéity.
Or, as-Nar# urifes in his parody of Feusrbach:  the "being"

of the proletarian is brought into harmony with his/her .essence
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\
\ '

thrauqﬁ revolutianary oractice. The Eealization of hueanlty
in- the sroletarian is the mani Festatxon of humanlty in ,ts
total ty r;é: as both~sUbJective and objective. The labor
oF the proletarlan which expresses hls/her humanlty (1 e. re-

volut onar oraxis) is thus conscious from th° very beglnn ng.

e
The ;evolutlpnarv act1v1ty, houeuer, is the product of his/her
association witn fellow proletarians., It aims .at. gaining

T

control of the productive forces., This

_ end.is only realized g&tenxthe fulfillment of various material

premises. .

’

5

The production of ‘consciousness in the proletariat is
therefore very uneven : it mirrors the u%eVeness of the actual
production of the class. As long as the struggles of the
proletariat are apolitical, the‘communists as theqretEEians
remain ‘mere uﬁooians.lSl Houever,‘éa the struggle matures,
science, as the theoretlcal "grasping® of the process of

hlstorloal develoonont and Uthh §s produced by the h15tor*qal '

movement, "ceaseLs] to be doctrinaire end.; beogme[%] revolut-

2 /
132 The oroletariat "no longer needs to see sci enﬂe’///

\-m..—....—--h'~

ionary.

inxtheir dind™: they realize it through their praxis. Theory
N9 ) - : : o

is on]ly ¢onfirmed and devalosed by the sractice of the

oroletarlat. The division betwsen mental and manual labor

'Falls away 'in the prodﬁction of the new human being. Needless

RN °

to say, this process is only Fully:naterlallzed with the
estebllshment of commumism.- At this point both

communism as an 'idea and the prolstariat as a class are
abolished. This is what Marx‘megns‘when he says: - "Philosochy
{

™ <



cannot be made a reality without the abolition of the oro-
letafiat, the oroletariat.cannot b= .abolished without

philosoohy being made a Peal)'ty."133

Marx's examination of the reiationship betueen'soc;él
beihg and consciousness is fundamentally determined by the
specific~pfoblem3'he;§s addressing'himself ta at any .ohex
point. In‘barticular: aarx throughout his formative period
(1842~7) focuses on‘thg concretization of soc;al éeing,

] esoecially devélooing his unﬁersfandfng of the concéot on
L the ."macro" level i.e. dealing with the oroductlon of social
classes and the determination oF bcth sonsc1ousness and
actlvzty in this lzght; T:e theme of‘human products, in-
clud.bg ideas, assuming an independent and domlnatlng Dosztlon

v15-é—v ls thelrproducersruns throughout Marx's uorks. Houw-

\
‘eve
parti
Marx is not interested in ideas per se' he is. concerhed

it 13 incomarehensible exceot in the context of Marx's
/////“\ 1th the practlcal DrOJeCt of human emancxpatlon 1 As hls'
* /

research direction at the time of writing.

»

thought develops, it becomes clear to him that the proletariat

’ '

through its revolutionary nrax1$ is the agency of -this
liberation. Marx's understanding of ?he“sécial being of. the
proletérist borrows heavily from various  Hegelian anthro-
pological premises. It is this being which conditions both
the conscicusness and tée activity of the proletariat., These
two aspects ;re interfused in the "unfolding" of the "essente"
of the class aé universél,'as a staée of humanization. 'Thisr7

¢
x . / ,
"unfolding" is the result of the fulfillment of the external
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‘its conjunction with fde universal movement of humanization

92

.
]

cremises of communism in inieraction with the dévéloaing
s%}F-activity aéd self-consciousness of the proletariag.
This process, houever, 1s uneven énd aluays historically
snecific.’ The wanis of the prpletariat are constituted in’
the context oF'the totalit& of social relatians. .The éctﬁél

"on the ground" production of the oroletariat as.a class and

’
@

. is never fully analyzed. fMlarx g%mains at the "macro!" level -

v - ' .

.

for the most opart.
The problem of dissecting the gradations.of consciousness

within the working class, and their comolex interaction.with

the struggles of the individuals Wt\large which constitutés

W

fhesproletariag, becomes_simdly a problem of translation.

a

The process of mystification becomes a reflection of the

saocial being of the individual or group that is deluded.

o

N ‘- ©

This process rgmains on the level of apétraction because Marx.
is interested in deménstrﬁting that the proletariat has a
qualitatively different social being_ﬁhan the, bourgecisie,
for examolé; and this is undersﬁood in terms of the former's

revolutionary notential. This class's mystification, or .
. ' : &

lack thefeof, is thus simply a function the maturation of the

\

1

material conditions which produce it.
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CHAPTER THREE K \ .

In every society ‘there i3 a given quantum of labor-tide.

L L

Tﬁe,prbduction relations are an internalization of the inter-

bbange with nature. The production of an article which will

1§atisfy a definite want, is at all times the r<oroduction of

a social relation. The system of wants -is constituted within
the network of social relations, which is in turn develooed

within the framework established by the system of production

‘ relations. Marx's research in the 1850%'s, which leads to his

elabordation of the theory of value, is primarily directed
towards locatihg the "anatomy of civil society" through an
analyéis of politidal ecdnomyu After his\experience in the

1848 revolutions and their aftermath, it becomes clear to him_

L ¥

‘that the complex interactions of the various social classes

. , ‘o
engaged _in a political struggle have to be placed in the

~context of the fluctuafions and development af the system of

‘ production relatiofds. The problem Marx is addressing in this

period is Fundamentallyk hou does the system of production

relations work in capitalism? As we have seen this involves-
examining the vay -in which labor is equalized and-diétributed
thréughout the ecpnomy: This is effected through the pro;
duction of comﬁodities;

The commodity is the economic ce}l-farm of capitalist
. - ' t Ty .o
society. As we have seen, Marx investigates .the internal

. ° N

,Astructura of the commodity on an abstract level :-first in order to

99
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examine the qzeration of production relations within capital- -
ism, The reproduction of social relations-is only compre-
hensible in termg of the oroduction of commodities. and' the

. 7
specific chaqﬁga§ghich occur with the transition to c?oita}ism.
The question of social being is ultimately déoendent uoon the
ramnuork establlshad by the vay in which production éelations
{/ a totality within a given soc1ety.‘ ‘ .- '
Fetishism is a form of mystification M"which attaches
' it;elf ;o the products of labor™ aﬁd is "inseparable from

the oroduction of commodities."1 Our investigation into

~

I3 . ) : : : 'i'
fetishiem centres on the production of an article as a commodity,

k a&d its.relationshio to the production of consciousness.

* The problem h;nées on the internalization by thé oroducer of
the.internal structdre of the commodity. Marx understands _
mystification as rooted in social being, not consciousness.

o

However, the actual srocess of .tha generation of wants and

*

tha percention of interests by the nroducers is not

simply a reflection of the structure of the commodity. Never-

theless, the thebry’ of fetishism understcod in isolation does
contain elements of a reflection theory of knoulé%ﬁﬂ. Problems
arise when ﬁétishism i's abstracted from its- context to form
a theory of ideuiogy in general.2 '

'The theory of fetishigm is dévglqped onfuhat we havs
termed the "macrpo" lewefiv Th thaﬁry of value is é resdonse
to the ocroblem of the internalization in society of ‘the relat‘on-

ship to nature. Marx argues that production relations medxate

-
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this process, and he focuses on consciousness primarily in
. this.context. Oue to the ty-a of nroblems he is responding

.to, the political situation, .Marx is not particularly. -
" . . -
inéérésged it consciogusness on the "micro" level. In short,

‘Fetishism dé a type of\yygtihication which specificglly arises
from the form social labor assumés in ofdap that prpluction -
relations within a commodity economy‘can constitute a whole
(i.e. the Qay in which labor is equalized.and Eistgibuted).nl
The law of value'jis the expression of this. Formally
autonomous producers are connected to‘each‘other through the

« ]
exchange of their products. Fetishism refers not to the

fagt that i this process there is a.social relation between. . ' '

things, but to\the wiy in uh?ch this relation is represented
i.e. as a direct rélationship betusen thingsvinstéad of an
indirect‘relatidnship“uhich is mediated by the .relations oF’ﬂ
) exéhange. The form production relations take (i.e. as things)
in order tg effeaect anheguglization and distribution of labor
is falsely squated Qithﬁghe sub;tanqs of -the process itself
(i.e. human beings producing). This'misreprese;tatibn is
intrinsic to the form of vaiue which is aﬁtabhed to the product
of labor, .
The internal structqté;ofkthe commodity economy has
already'bean exémineb ip Chapter qu., A pre-condition of
fha "enigmaticlcharacter" is.éﬁa fact that bhe.laﬁor timae ‘of.
the froduct only manifests itself Lﬁ the aexchange of tha,brodgct.

. * The wants of the producer can only be satisfied through

‘the equalization of his/her cancrate labor Co
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with other producers' labdr as fbstract labor. Hodqver,

this equalizatign only otcurs through the e vualization of?
14 ' ) ‘ S ' « *
their products as values. It only results from the establish-,

ment of an exchange relation betuwsen different 9§e-values.

It ié in this relationship that the'or@ducts of labor acquire

a soczal Form (i.e. that .the oroducer s individual .labor is
:expressed as part ‘of a sbcxal.JﬂE’ . In the exchange relatlon

commodities stand to each other purely as valuea i.e. as embody=

ing abstract labor. In thisﬁrélation, the phyéidal properties

of bHa articles are comoletely’ipmateria;,z The. relationship

e

s

is wvholly, social.
In the slementary Form of value the relative and the
equ1valent forms are polar ODDOSlthﬂS. No use-vaLue can

31multaneously be /‘the expression of.its own vaer. Its value

v

can only be expressed in the exchange-relation. qus, the

. ) ! . t/ . 4 .\ "-
relative form of valye (in our example, the lineh) manifests T

b
R . L > . . . .
its value in the coat.. The coat maintaid% its bodily for&,

- >

:_yet in this relation, exists Durely as_.equivalent i.e. it
officiates as the form oF_Qalue. It doesc not exoress its ouwn
value at all. It serves -a purely.social function and thraugh

this squates weaving with tailering, and connects the %ailor_

with tﬁe\ueaver.' In the exchange relation, therefagre, besides .
. w . I ,) §

its natural" prooertles, the coat is endowed with a purely

soc1al ‘attribute, the. Form of exchangeabllxty. Howsever, as
the linen, %xoresses 1ts value directly in the bodily form of

) <
the coat, it appears that nature .has bestoued,uoon th()latter 3

valu?“as uall as various ohysical characteristics.. Thus "the

-

- M . J :
, .
- W ' 1
f " . . e T '
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social'charac%or'oﬁﬁpen's labor anpears to them as an objective
character stamced-upon the oroduct of that laoor.”

The commodity relatgén is thus ; spciai relationsni;
betueen things..voroducts relate tg cacn rther .as Qalues
'tﬁere are no bi;ect social relat}ons betueeﬁ produc;rs;ﬂ
The vay in uhich oroducts relate equalqes is through the

Nassuma tlon by a use- vgiue of a Form of value in the context
of exchang_./_This tesresentation of a any51cal ob ject as
having the 9§D§r¥%q per%og:‘ cial Functian is direct

‘ i{e. in the exchange-relation the body of the coat is the

direcf exoression aof the equality of tailoring and ueavinﬁ‘

‘as fan labgr. The exchange transap?i;n, thergfore, appéars
o be possiéle becauge the coatecontainé an in%r!%sic social

oroderéy.and therefore is able to éngage in a direct social
relationship with the linen. in other words it seems the.
linqn‘is able ‘to be e<changed for the coat because the coat
is a coat, not because it is a product of human labor.

The coat exists as a form of value Durely in ag
exchange relation. . The social farm talloplng-aCQUL;es is
thus detaéhed from Ehe actual process oé tailorihg; Houwever,
'the bodlly form of the toat in the{gxchange transaction

serves as the way 1n Uthh tallorln; is expressed as part oF

@

a system of production relations. uhen vieuved in isola@ion
from: the oroduction d?BQg&s\ thé exchanée relation thus | i
recresents the social relati'on bétueen things a%:)hé aroduction'
of value itself. T;e form is.equated with the content. The

social relation betueen things acpéars as a direct social’
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relation because use-values directly embody values. "This
4 1
1s the mystery of the commodity, which arisegs from -"the form

itself." )
E Fetishism is inhe}ant in the égchapge—relétion: it is
a misgébfggentatiod which must exist for a commodity=-economy
to/function; because it is attachea*to the nreoducts of labor
'aé saon as they ars produced as cammodities. As long as the
Q;oducer only :érceiqes his/her labor in terms of its "yisible
expregssion" in ths exchange of his/her froduct (i.e. given
nemlse ﬁQEE]thls perception occurs in complete isolation
From‘any other "erceptlons) he/she uf}~ be nystlfled Marx is
thus examining the crocess of mystificaEion at a very abstract
level. He is simply saying:’ if you looﬁmat'thg excﬁénge—
relation alone, you are simgly looking at the form in isolation
’rqm the production of value. From this pe;}oective it is
inevitable that one would conclude that the Fé%m is the
‘cgstent, because this is.precisely what the\commodities in
théir social relationsare reoresenting is the case. Houever,.
this is Sot the casg. The assumétion by.Droducts of, a social
Férm is not etprnall. It is not one of their natur§} procerties. -
Products'on}y assume a social form when production relétiansr
are o&i%ﬁf?bd'in a certainlan, The carrsctmethod of political
economyARs not to take the form Fof granted and.then analyse
why producers éxchange'in a giQen proportion. It is to derive
the forms fhings assume from thg way oroduction relations are

organized. This is why the law of value has both a qualitative

and a quantitative side. h ‘
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Fetish;sm is distinct from, yet connected uith, re-
ifitatioﬁ[' Reification is the result of social relations
assuming a material torm. Human beings are Tetfied in" beth
ori%itive and civil seciety, thouéh this occurs in different
ways in the rescective.societies. In primitive socigty; re-
ificatioﬁ occurs srimarily on the level of religion. In civil
society, the secaration of the units of procuction aﬁd'ton-
sumotion necessitates‘thé establishment of social ‘relatiens
.thrdugh the‘excﬁange of things. Thus, reification in civil
socliety is sociélly organiied. The orodqcers who labor for
others are engaged in social labor. The cont1nu1ty of labor
is eFFected throuoh the reckon‘no of labor tlme in abstract
units. This conti nu1ty as abstract labor 13 ooposed to the
discontinuity in concrete labor. This solit is.further esx=
5re§sed in the ocposition aof labor as a process (Living'labor)
and its end orocuct (dead labor). The social laborer_recéiveé
dead labor in return for his/her living labor. fhg trans-
formation 6F the laborer into a oosttipn of. equality with
dead labor is a ore-condition of the exchange reiation betueen
prquttsls The relations of exchange then mediate the
relations BF crodu;tion and reéroduction. :Human beings;must-
first be reduced to things, in order that they ‘may be socially
connected thrdqgh tﬁe exchange of thinas. Thué_linked with
the social }elation between things is the conceotually dis-

|

the devalooment of the solit between the‘oublié and the privatg,

tinct moment of the material relation between rersons i.e. ,

and the formal and the informal, ‘These Formal.connections are
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articulated. orimarily through the juridicial relatdons of .

civil society, . .o ‘.
\ Reificakion‘in the. specific fecrm it develops in civil Q‘

society is®the degradation of ;He,orocess ofzobjectificatidn.

-Unfree social labor is. airectly reified; free social iabor
is reified through the sale SF a part of its labor time.8
Labor éné labor nower from the QersaectiQe of the Zoroducer
are one: they are only separated through the arocess of
reification, Labor pouer becﬁmes‘a commadity jést like any
other: it ig‘a directly thingly relation., Reification thus
dfffe}s with ressect to sacial class, Though both the buyer
and the seller of labor power are reified in the.sense'that
their relationship to oroduc%ion.is materialized in things,

. the seller of iabor Douef of fers livihg iabor. The ouyer

'extends.dnly dead labor.
| .Pérsopificégiop is connected with rerficat;on,> Houever,
in a commodi£9 economy all exchangergér? transformed into
persons. Houwever, they personify difFeéent things. The
assumotién By production relations in a commodity economy of
a material form means that‘"the characters who appear on the
économic stage.are but the‘oersoﬁificationé of the economic
relations that exist betugén them."7 "The persons exist for
one another merely as represpntativessbfand therefore owners
of commadities."® The F;agmentation of the product of labor

(i.e. as value and use-value) is internalized in the producer

as the fragmentation-of the squeét of . the 2}§CBSS of labqr.9

—— -

This internalization involves the split between dead aﬁB living

.

A
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labor, in which the former.comes to stand abart FroT and

~ ! J

rule ovJ/<;he latter. Human labor which is both subJectlve
and objective is divided into abstract and concrete labor.
The wants of the producer are satisfied only through the

formal -1links established between producers as exchang of

S

commodities.

The substantigl connéction b;tuéen human beings becdmes
‘a "matenial relation betueén berédns."lo ‘HUMan§:§ecpme'
‘juridicial ngrsons who bear masks of commodities. Tngy tand
tn each other‘in a reiapéonshio in which the subjectife” an
objective dimensions‘of tneif labor are only connect d thrgugh
this exchange transacti?p. They stand to each otns _as
formalities, divorced from their substance. In this wa
huméns gxchgnge as~%ormél equals, as formally free indiyiduals -
who are allégedly able fo contract in or out of any production.
relation if they so chose.

However, as humans 1n a commodity economy are only able
to enéane in~product10n relations as ouners of commodities,
in their relations fo gach other they bersonify these production

-

relations. ‘In the relstieonship.of capital and labor, the

capitalist bears the mask“Nqf capital, the uaget}abnrer, the
mask of labor-aoower. Thgy both t%anéact as formal 'equals:
"each duwning diFFgrnnt' ommodit{es, Both the capitalist and

tne worker internalize the sénaration betuween tnéfsubjectivé
gnd objective sides of their humanity,: the split'betueen the
public and private soheres, the fpfmglland the informal. The

difference betueen the two rests in the substantial .process

\
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of production which is exoressed in-the different commodities .
the; advance in the exchange trahsectioh.. .
Fetishism is the‘mystiﬁﬁcatfon_of reificatron, and-.it'.
is ccincrdent with the establishment of an éexchange relation
between things. What the-specrfic production relation is

uh%ch'aeeume{/a material form in:exchange'is'irrelevant to
the fetishization of the relation. Both the cgyer and eel}eru(
of labor couer,_?or exanple, -are equally mystified as long
as both carties perceive the exchange, relation in ieolation
from the production of valye as a whole. The degree. to ‘
which they do so is a function of -their reﬁ}ication,'or
their socia; being in a commodity gconomy,., Fetishism in it-
self is not deoendent.upon the existeqce.of social classes.
Houwever, it.is h;storicaliy connected with the relations of
pelitical ecanomy. Mystification Kntersects with the~acpro-
priarion of surplus value by the class of non-producers. gj_
In the exchange relation tﬁere‘are a number of realities
uhicc underlie-the process of mystification. First, there
really is avsocia} relatiog betuween things. and productian
relations must assume a material farm. Second, in.a commodity -

econony the social dlv’szon of labor requxres the separatlon
of abstract and concrete labor, and the allenatxon of the
product from the oroducer. Third, exchange does constitute'

a separate. moment Formally 1ndeoendent of the process oF

”productlon ds a uvhole. The equallzatlon of labors really

occurs throuoh the equalrzatlon of oroducts as values. Houw-

evér, the exchange of qroducts is an indirect felation of the
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,roducers, and 1£ is medzated by the system oF productlon
relations of the sécial economy. Fourth, -

a use value is the Form.in uhich value is ﬁan Fested, can=-
cfete l;bor is the Form.vn Uthh abstract labor is exore;sed

nd tﬁe same :elatlog‘nolda for Drlvate éabor vis-a-vis s6Elal
\

ol
SN .

labor.

‘ Houevér, thé form in Uhich'the social relationé betueén"
the oroducers becomes visible 1is ‘ntrlns*cally mystlfy’ng. *
The soc'al relation betueen thlngs is presented as a dlrecc
social relation.w The indirect relation betueen the products
in exchange is Dresénted as a direcl relation, }he farm of
value appears to be an'"objective character" of the prodyct
itself and is thus isolétéd from the nfocess of production.
It seems to be natufal; and this naturai property fulfills a -
Social function. Thus, things act as if they have a life of
theif owun, an.in this-"tggsy—turvey world" the products act
as hﬁman beings. This inversion of }eality,'houevgr, is not
.simoly ; distbgtion of reality. Tothe extent that the exphanéed
rel;tion is" isolated.from produckion, the products feally‘do
aSSQme human characteristiés.. These "éstrangeqiforms" are
Yat home" in éhese "forms oF.illusion" precisely becduse
these are the forms "in which they move about and find thair
daily.occuoation,nll’ Tﬁe key g}ement in the qystification i;
therefore the isolation of the exchange relation. - |

‘The attribution of human cha;aqﬁaristics to things by

the exchangers 1is ;cc;mpanded by the éecoﬁd moment of fetishism

which is cennected uith the transformations the human beings

themse{veé undergo in the rélgtién. A fundamental condition
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" of this mystification is that the connections betueen croducers

"in g social division of labor are spontanecusly organized.
¥ ' ' 3
The ex{¢hangers exist ir a relation of formal autonomy and

“

‘.éguality.. These formal relations mediate the relations of-

oroduction and reoroduction. The immediate oroducers engaged

2

in social labor whao sxchange their comﬁodit} (labor-nower) for
deaq‘laﬁbf are boumd in a'réléiionsnio of formal ieciorpcity.
" There is ?hus a real mpferial relation between persons. |

The fetishism arises from the form social labor acquirss,
The .producerts labor as part of the total social labor is viéible i

thé form it takes in the relationship betuween things. This
£ ¢ «

. formal relation is taken for the substance of ﬁ?e system

‘Bﬁ\ggoduction relations as a whole., Part of the production
\\ . . . ~

proqesg\is.thus substituted for the whole. The formal inter-
change is taken from the material interchange. In this way,-

the "outer mask" the human being wears to exchange his/her

goods is represented as the whole human being, -the formal

\
¢

public pergon is split from the iﬁformal Urivate'berson. The

substantial human.being uho'is actualiy engaged in-‘productiaon,
and wiéhin uﬁom,the ﬁubjective is never comoletely divorced

from the aobjective, is'thus.sucpr?ssed brbind the Fiqtitious e

juridicial serson. )

\ . Ry
Historically,; this fetishism of substituting the part
for the Qhofé coincides with the relations of political economy.

\
The formal relations of civil society, which operate through

the netuork of public institLtions, unite the production

relations of a given society in a totality. The reality of
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the interﬁal opposition of classes is bgcured in the formal
,’leg;l equality of citizens. The State is the relfxcatlon af"
society. Thibugh it formally proclaims 1ts independence From

the afﬁédrs or privats persons, and  represents the public
intergst as the intereét‘of the 'community, .its material base

in the relations of po}itical gconomy indicates otherwise.

Thué, the $t§te is the "iilusory communéty".. The reoneséntétio;
of civil‘society as an updiviaed whole: is thé,fetishism of .
society. It is the identification oﬁ the form ui£h the form
plus .content.

’ _Fetishism is a mystification which affects, in the”

L 2 : :
first instance, the way in which the producers pérceiv% their

oun labor. Commodities are "social things,iyhose qualities are

at the same time perceotible and imperceotible 5; the senées.t
. They are, mysterious because in the cdmmodity "the social
chaf%cfer of men's labor appears to them as an objective )
character stamqed‘uoon the’ product of that labor." The

mystification is the result of the Usy in Jhich their labor
is "présanted to thém" as pért.of.pheﬁsocigl‘hhole. Though

varle is wholly social, the producer's perception of value is

/

\\Fha fantastic form of a relation betwsen thlngs nl2 Marx

'V?édiated by the social relation between things. Therefore "a
d

efinité social relation betueen men assumes, in their eyses,

gklfts from the examlnatlon of the exchange relatlon per se
<
and its Decullarltles, to the way in uhich it is rnternallzed

‘in the consciousness of the;exbhanger. The fetishism which is



112

[
i

i a . ' N . .
in the internal structure of the commodity relation

is reflected the oerson’ ,-‘ccmsciousnesi\a

r is actlve in the exchange of hls/her
/ L4

In so'd01no, he/she equalizes his/her

The exchanys

o

oroduct for” another.
la r with that of others through thesequalization of hls/her
‘oroduct with other products as values. Houever, he/she is

not aware that this equélization of labor is occurring.l3

A2

"The conventions of our everyday life-make it appear common-

rlace and ordinary that soqiél relations of production should

.

assume the shaoe of things."

The two-fold character of the labor of the
individual appears to him, when reflected in
his brain, only under those forms which are
impressed upon that labor in everyday practics
by the exchange of products. 15

The exchanger reproduces his/her ouwn m&stificatfon.
While he/she is active in exchanging, he/she- is passive in
-receiving the imorint of the fetishism embodied in the social
{

relation of things., The equalization of labor in exchange

."ig a primordial and hence unconsiously:instinctive operation

of their brain, uhlch necesser;lx ‘grows and of the partzcular
mapner of thls materlal productlon. 116 "The way in which,,,.
[this social relation of thingé] exists for them or is

reflected in thexr brain, arlses From the wary nature of the .

"17

relatlonsh‘p. Whereas the dlstlnctlon betueen value and

use-value in the commodxty is c0moarat1vely easy to make, it
is "different with the value-form which exists enly in the
relationship of ‘commodity to commodity" ang "the opposing

determinations of the commodity are reflected against one

e ’ N (e . N
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anotha’r,"la N o
‘ ’ .
THe coint remains that the shift from the internal

®
-

structure of the commodity to the exchanger's conscinusness

sicnifies an intarnalization in the latter of the formgr. .

N L4 - . )

This barallels the crocess whereby the divisions in civil !

society are reproduced in the split betueen oublic and orivate,

formal ang‘informal, subjeétive and objectibe sides of the
human being. MNevertheless, fetisnism as it is reflected in

0y

‘ EonsgiousneSS is significantly different from this latter

-

drocess., It is not internal to the way in‘uhich‘production
relations are orcanized in a comm;dity economy. Fetishism

is internal. But the premise that this mystification is
reflectad in the brain?of the exchanger is that the exchanger
Aﬁerceivas this relg}ion éﬁd nothing else. This is a glaimf
abqut the orocess of perceation, not agout the étructure of

a commodity econpmy. ' . |

. It is in this context that Marx's use of the anaiogy
of teiigion to fetishism can be analyzed. Marx compares "the
fantastic form of a‘relatiOn betueen things" to the dmist

enveloned regions of the religious «world,"'?

There is thus
a shift iH terrain. On the one hand, mystification is
internal %o the structure of the commodity relation. Un -
the other hand, relicious mystﬁﬁicatiqn is intérnal go,the_

prpcess .whereby humans produce their consciousnsss, Using

the table as an example, Marx argues that as a commodity it
' 20 '

"svolves out of its wooden brain grotesque ideas." The

mystification is oroduced within the commodity relation itself,

.
.
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Houeveg, in the religious world "the Q{Pductions of the numan
brain anpear as indenendent heings endowed uith,life"Zl and
then ent;r into relations with themselves and humans,
Religlious m}sxification is produced uiihin the Hu%an bra:in.

! The similarity between the two types as mystification
lie in their common cause i.e. the way oroduction relation;
are organized, "Tpe feligious wvorld is but the reflex of

. 22 ... . ‘ .
the real world"™": it is an inversion of the uorld becauss

it reflects an inverted world. The same with fetishism:

nrivate labor .(for example) manifests spcial labor in the

exchange of productsﬂhﬁcaﬁsa there are no d{rect social
\

relations between humans in commodity relations. Marx's

focus in-his examination of both fetishism and religion is the
way -in wnich the neséectivé'mystEFicatIons are derived from
the production relations which Droduce'them. He is not in-
terested in the mystiFic;f}ons per se.

‘ Nevértheless; there are similarities in the mystifica-
tions themselves. Both religion and commodities are human
products. The attributes af both gods and commodities when

the latter are nplaced in an exchange relation seem to inhers

in the gods and commodities respectively. 'They both assume
‘ ¥ "

an independence vis-a-vis their producers. However, there

is a-fundamental difference betueen the tuo types of products:
the social relation betueen'thiﬁgs connects the autonomous

producers of the commodity economy in a social division of

labor. It is the mechanism uhereby the relationsnio to nature

is internalized in society inthe commodity economy. Ffetishi'sm

. . i
’ L

2
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is a fundamental igtérnal element {plihe way‘nroductioh re-
lationé are organized,

In ééntrast, religion is not internal to the system
of nroduction relations. It is internal to consciousness.
Houevér,“this means it is constituted in the context of the
totality of sociél\¥;lations within each society. }hus, to
say as Marx does that "the religious uorld is but the reflex

- of the rg;l uorid" is not £o say it reflects the' inversion -
present in the system 6f production rélatiqns. Religion in
itself has no direct connecéion with pgoduction. The Church
may, but religious ideas in themselves do not. Thus, the
examination of the development of reliqiosity can only be r

.properly done on what ueoiave’termed the "micro" levei.

Houeve;,'becauée he is not intesrested in reiigign cer
se, Marx does not analyze religion at this level. He explores
it on the ™macro" level. It is this which allous him to
cgﬁsfruct the anology betuween religion and fetishism in terms
of their common base in the way production relations are
organizédf, This lsads Na}x later on to correlate the type
of religion practiced within any giveq society Qith the systed’
of production relations; He focuses. on the state of the L

ﬁﬁroductive forces and the degree to which tﬁe relations of
production are transcarent as relations Qgtueep humans. There -
is an exnlicit correlation between 'the degree of fetishism -
(i.e.-as a.result .of the extant oF'comeAity'producPion) and

£ge tyde,oﬁ‘reiigioni23 - l

"Christianity becomes.the "most fitting form of religion"
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for the economy of generalized commodity oroduction.2a. In

the commodity, abstracé labor, as the substance of value,

is ‘manifested as concrete labor in the‘oody of thes commodity.
The unlvargal (abstract labor) i{s incarnated in the irdividual
(concret:;>ab0t). The human ripped from the community is

the 4ividéd individual: objectivity is ooposed to subjectivity,

A
T

formal tbinformal,nublic to private. Christianity is the
cry of thls creatures
The Full develooment of the cummod ty economy results

.in the. complete SUbStltUtldh of form for form plus content.
, L4

The universal form detached from universal ‘substante is re-

presented as the complete human being. The visible expression
) . ) N .

of this universal form is the bodily‘Form of .the commodity

in tne exchange relation. In the same way, Christ is theA
incarnation not of Cod, but of. abstract humanity rioped from
its substantial base. [hrist is form become content. Christ-
ianity is‘thoréfore the q%pression of the fullest develooment'
of civil society: formal relations between humans are

represented as material relations. The.relationship bstuean

14

persons is one of formal autonomy and equality. This is why

¢

Drotestaniism is the most fully evolved form of religion. It

is the gxpression of 1nd1v1dual*ty in c1v1l saciety.

Marx, in constructing his analogy of - Fetlshlsm and

v o

religion, is, to a degree, directly connectlng together the
content of the two types aof mystifiCation. ‘Religion becomes
a form of fétishism. This is, of.course, not at all surorising

. .- " : A
givgn the genesis of the concent., Nevertheless, the rigour

o
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of Marx's examinatior of commodity fetisnism is mot at all

. : ' ‘ : 7
carried over into his analysis' of religien, nor indeed into

e foﬂere of consciousness at ail.v The.term Fetisggfm is
,_J///~:?;;ly tranacosed from the terrain of consciousness. &IF
. . TN
<T religion is a form of fetisnism, by extension, ;he’fhéé}y
of fetishism became a theory of ideology. If th%s is accected
‘then,the reflection theory‘of koouledée mgst:be accepted.
The only way obt‘oF this corner is ta place. Marx's
formulations on the relationship ‘betueen being and.conscious~ .
. ness in the context of the develooment of his thought. It
(-// then‘becomes clear'thét if fMarx is "guilfy" of conceotual.
slippage, such as in his use of the religion, analpay, .it iér -~
because he is ng;.oarticulérly interested in qoésciousneés_as
a topic of'investigation. His‘fopus 15 30 ine nystification
of social,relaiions in commoﬁity economy. How exactly
fetishism affects the consciousness of the exchanges is bnly
délineated in a highly‘antifici;l context (i.e. on the ;mac}o"
level). Con:cibusnesslon this level is a reflection of the
ﬁk - way production relations are drganized. When this Framéuork N

is transposed to the examination of religion, this mystical |

$,

)

of everyday life_offer to man nonme but perfectly intelligible”

1 ":\‘ ) . 25
c}y///z;nd'fgggénable relations to his fellowmen and .to nature."

Marx is concerned witn deriving the .form of value from

>\ veil can only,"Fiﬁally‘vanish,uhen the practical relations

’

the éyséem of oroduction relations. Fetishism results: from
\ - the isolation of the form from production, and its substitution

for the orocess as a vhole. To the degrée to uvhich the ,
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Droducef perceives his/her labor exclusively“ia terms of the
exchanée-relétion3 he/;he is mystified. M@r& is outlining a
metnod of studying politfical economy. Thus, the fetishism
" he'is pcarticularly.concerned with is the mystification of
" bourgeois oolitical econpmy. The ideas of  the bulgag‘economist
are constituted both by the system of production relations
and by their relati;nshio to it i.e. as mentai laborers,l
. non-producers. "The cateqories of bourgigis"econmﬁ}...are

‘forms of thought expressing with social Pljdity the con~

o

" ditions and relations of é definite, historically detefmined
mode of produétion’uis; the production of commodities."20

The investigation by the menzgl laborers into the
Wforms of social life" occurs only after the process oF'
h*s»orvcal develo:ment is completed. In.the commodity .economy-
.."the characters that stamp products as commodities, and uhose
establlshnnnt is a necessary orellhlnary to the c;rculatlon
of commodlt es, hava already acquxred the stability oF natural

7

self understood forms of. social life,‘bfjore man seeks to
decicher...theair meaning."2 The forms~production relations

acquire thug apcear to the eéonomist.tc beléng naturally to
the croducts‘théméelves. He/she starts from the }orms as
giveﬁ. From the price of Eomﬁodities the economist derives
ihe magnitude of Qalue,.and from thé expression of all
bommodit&és in money Be/she derives their common character as
values.28 Houever, the forms themselves conceal rather than
reveal their derivation F;om hiséorically soecific production

relatiens.. In the exchange-relation viesuwed 'in isalation from:
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croduction, value aarades‘as tne'naturél nrocerty of an
object. The myst:7ication of bourgeois solitical economy
is therefore excressed in its emciricism: tﬁingé are viguwed
as 'isolated facts, the form a socﬁal'relaxion takes is sub-
stitlted for .the relation as a whole.

Adam Smith decisively‘disnels the illugion genéraﬁed
byltheyﬁhysioerats thgt rent éraws out of the soil and re-
cognfzés iaborlas the source of value., The reason he is

able toitheoretically grasp the reduction of ‘all concrete

labors to. abstract labor is because of the degree of develoc-

. -

ment of the commodity economy itself. This process of the
equaliza£ion of labors "Fpgcibly asserts itself 1like an over-
riding lay of ‘lature.m" Jét he is unable to derive the form
value assuﬁes in a commodity economy from the organization of.’
production rélations; He and tﬁe‘oolitical economiats who-
follow him degive these Forms~from the nature of the objects
sfoduced the&selveé. In their eyes..then, the proportion in

ich commodities exchange (the magnitude of.value3 is de-
rived not from thé‘téchnicalJ;Fructure oFlproduction (i.e;
-oroduﬁtivity of labbr) Qut the operations, of the forms thém—
selves. The economic céteéories of political econcmy are
endowed witp human a;tribdte;'(i;e. hynostatization). Capital
becomes résponsible‘?or the grouth of the productive forces.

3 ThUS,Dol;tiéal ecénomisté are~ideologues wvho, "remain-

n30

in the drip of;ﬁhe.uo}lﬂ af illdsion, They are "at homse

-
«
~

in the gstrangec outward appearance of egonomic relations.”

It is their belieFSquicb constitute ideology in the nraozer

N

[\l
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sense of the‘uord.3 They are simoly unable to rlace the

0

cresent in a historical context. The %&r, gengralized the

form production relations assume, the more complete is

their mystification. Thus,they are most deluded when it |
‘ . . - i3 L
comes to dealing with money- The reason vulgar .economy °
dozs not investigate the.qualitafive side of value is, because

The value form of the crocuct of labor is not
only thé most abstract, but alsoc the most |
pyniversal form, taken by the ~roduct in
bourcgeois nproduction, and stamns that pro-
duction as a ocarticular species of social
production, and thereby gives it its specific
historical character. If we treat this mode

of oroduction as one eternally fixed by Nature
for every state of society, uve necessarily over-
look that- which is the differentia 50901F1ca

of the value form...34

Marx Eounteraoses'thé mathod of palitical economy to 
the method of vulgar economy, In the Former, the subgﬁance
of value is derived from the form of the commodity. Then
the Form of value is derived from the uay*aroduction relat;ons
. a}? organized. Science_muét probe the relatjonship bethen
form and content as 3 histéric;l'process, as the product of
the 1n*eract ons of 11v1no humén beings. It is not simoly
the doscrlatlon of facts as 1solated events. Socisl facts
are the Forms social relations assumg at a éluen oaint,

Thern are no "natural" soc1al forms uhlch exist in a static
'relat'on to each other.- Forms may conceal rather than reveal
the totallty of social relatlons which underlie th This,
is why it is the task of 301ence to place forms 1n th~s '
hist0r1cal context | As Narx saysi’ "all science uould'be

suoerFluous if the outuward appearance and the essence of

—
—
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things coincided."35
¢ o . The géne;alization of cp&ﬁodity production,‘its
’ﬁéxtension éo all soheres of the economy, results in*the'FOE%s.
crocuction relations assumg.éecoming the visible exsressions
of the oroduction orocess as a whole. The-traces of the
histor;cai generation of these forméhﬁanighes. Thef'becomp,
"natural". This.is'tu Marx aroues Ehat the only correc£'
method o6f political economy is to examine the system of
production rélations ds it form< a totaii%y i.e. Hou theﬁé'
relations are interngllgartiéulaiéd in terms of Mabstract
general relétiéns“ e.g. value, division of labor.® This
is the movement from abstract to concrete. The abstract‘categbrie§
remain tools of investigation for the puroose of reeling back
. the sﬁbstance of soéial ﬁféguction. Tfhey.do not Droduée ’
the system of production Ee;ations, The revelation of. the
substance of the.categories as the.laSow of huéén beings in
‘thé given'eéonopy allous one to examine why prodyction ‘re-
lations assume differént sgéial forms at different times, in
- dLFFérent countries. o . .
Thus, thdcgh political.economy does nat analxée
economic cétegories in the order they anpeared historidally;
(isj . .its results in the historizatioﬁ 66 these forms. YThe whole’
mystery of commodities vanishes.therefore as soon as we come"

37

to other forms of o;oduction;" In the feudal mode of'oro-

duction, for examole, the producers are not formally autonomous:
| 8 ' e '
sacial labor is bound.3 The social divisian of labor is an

internalization in society of the relationship to nature.
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. This is articulated  in‘tne relations of political economy.

The oroduction-of things and the appropriation ef. surplus

.value undergirds the system of croduction relations. Houwever, .

>

, . . A
because "personal dependence farms the grounduork of society, ’
- .

there‘is.no necessity for labor and its croducts to,assdﬁe a ~
Fantaséic form différent from the}f-réality."zg Surdlu§ value -.
is extracted thfough services or payments. in k;ﬁa.gr:dues.
However, there is no‘exchanéa relation. Therefore, there is

na social relatian bétueen'th;ngs. The producer's labor is

. {
directly social. L . : o

The limitea Qeéree to,uaich commodities are produced
in the feudal moge'gf production means that Fetisﬁism is
éorrespondingly limited. The forms pgodudtion relétions assume
in.comquity production are only DerceiQed a;~6atural'uith
the_generalizatioﬁ of tﬁis production. Until this noint, the
primary sources of ﬁetishism.are interest and money. Never-
theless, ‘though the,soqfal organization of production in -
other modes of oroduction méy bé‘éompaéativ y "extfemely
simple and tfaﬁgga;eﬁt"' as loag as the forcds of production
'remgin at a lou level of development, '"the soc'{l;relation&
ui;hin the sphere of material life, bgtpeen man and mén,'
and betugen maﬁ5andrngture, are corres'-pondingly-narrog."40
These relatigns are ther;fore "foynded, either on‘the idma%u}e
develooment of man ﬁnﬁiéiduall?;..or uoon dgrect relations
of subjection.wa% .This,%ﬁderdevéfoom;nt is reflected in

¢ the  oresence of other tyqe§ of mystification, especially- .

religion. The process ‘of oroduction ‘itsalf .remains outside

» L. .
i
Y M .
1 .
N A i .
' ,‘ Lt .
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- the conscious confrol of the immediate Droducers. v
Mystificadion is 1nt1mately related ‘to the orocess

vhereby the oroducts humans produce‘come to stand over and

dominate them. The inversion in' the sphere of consciousness
reflects an inversion in the d¥phere of @roduction relations.
"The fact that humams are not ., in control of the process of

sroduction signifies they are neat fully human, A specific

e
. B
< y ‘ . i -
. . .2 .
~——
.

form of mystification is connected to a soecific way if which

oroduction relations are‘organized. Demystlflcatlon is

therefore the result of the abolltzon oF the condltlon which
2

# . requires the illu‘}jo‘;?1 The 'llusiop cannot be disnelled'

» 1 until the social b ing of tfle person if first transformed.
o . . N .

This requires the maturation of varibdus material cremises.
£ ' e :

In - the commodity economy:
° ...the behaviour of men in the social orocess
" of production is ourely atomic, Hence their
relations to each other in production assume
-a material character independent of their
control and canscious 1nd1v1dual action._ 42

o

The key reason why humans are domlnated in this society

is that labor is 'soontaneously' organized in & social =
division of labor. Rroducers depend on- % e social relations

between things to cohnect them together. The forms pfoﬁuction

relations take "make the actual relation(s) invisible". 43 d)'
rpducers are thus bound to the systemlot wants by "invisible
hreads" though they remain:formally autonomous. Because the
d sitibutidn and eQUalization‘oF.labop is not consciously

7 o o éanized, but is eff @ through the exchange’ of oroduc‘ts

af |\ the Droportlons in which the Droducens' products, exchange

Rl flu tuatee independently of this control. -In this way, the
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products come to rule over their orqducers.aa Thege&flﬁctﬂ
. uations "aopsar to them as overuhéimingly natural laus th;t
li;resistibly enéorce'théir will over them,.and confron; . ‘
them as blind necessity."45

Fatishism;-becauée‘it involves the recresentation of R
a %@gial process as the oroserty QF a thing, produces’ the
iilusidn of oermanence. The isolation of the exchange
rela%ion From_thé process oF.qroducfion‘necegsarilw\j._nt lves
the detachment of the form of valuz from its historical ;ontext.
If only the-soéial relafﬁpn ef things is pgrceiv:E?\pot oql/
is tﬁe way praduction relations aré ofganized seem as eternal,

A2

but also of course, the exchanger feels pouerless to‘do any-
‘ thing about it.

" Demystificatiop only occﬁrs Qpen th%Uafoducens them- .
'selves -consciously control the distribuﬁio;iof labor, and
thereb? the orocess of afpdqction as a vhole. The material
conditions for this "community of free-individuals" is the
develooment of the produqtiveaquces.to’a certain levél,énd‘
theirioossessioé by'all.broducers iq common. In this society
of associated producers the sociai relations between human ‘
belngs are "perfoctly 51mﬂle and intelli gxble .;.u1th renard
not only to oroductvon but also to dzstrxbutlon. 46 Both the
producer's labor and hxs/her prddupt are directly sqplal;w
Thére is no fétishgsm or mystification of any type.

Through the conscious control of the nroductivé forces

to satxsFy the a53001ated producers' uantsd:jpans "ratxonally

reculate their Lnterchange with Nature, bridging it i.8. the

£
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realm of oroduct‘on under their common control instead of
47

being ruled By it as by tho blind forces of Na uure'" How-

ever, - the sphere of oroduction, no matter houw 1t is arganizéd
reméins a realm 5? necessity.. Veuertheloss, 1t is througn
thLSWOPOCESS that ‘the gorklno day can be reduued, and the
true realm of freedom.can develoo.

- The material pre-conditions’ for the establishment of

a society of associated oroducers are developed in the

L~

capitalist mode of ‘prodvction. Capitalism involves a soecific
. ’ ' - . . 'Y
type of fetishism.,”" It is excressed in the valorization of

capital. Capitalism is the fullest development of the features

of civil society which ‘are oﬁly implicitly ﬂevelooedxin other

modas of production. The formal freedom ©f labor allous for
P
the sale of lacor-oowsr as a commodity. This freedom co-exists’

with the freedom of capital to expang to new spheres of cro-

duction and exnand ft;elf. The formal recigrocity of exchange;

masks the diFFerence betueen livino’and dead labor i.e.. that

14

lxv'nq labor alpne oroduces new value, ﬁjhe wage relation is

a phenomenal form uh*ch canceals the oroducer s exploxtatlon

by the capitalist (i.e. the appropriation UF surplus value).

It is sure illusion becausé the exchange of living labor for

-

|

dead ,}abor conceals the fact that‘unpagd[labof has been‘ex-/

" pended by the croducer. _ ! .

- MCapital is nét a thing, but rather a definite social

Y

relation, belonging to a definite histof*cal formation of

soczety, uhlch is manlfested in a thlng and lends this thing

~

4
a specific, sooial character" 8 In the Qroductlon relthon
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of caaltallst and worker, money assumes the socxal Funcbxon

.

of Lndustrlal capital., Capital is tnen the s;ec1F1c form

. , .
assumed by the means of oroduction. Capital assumes variocus

-

forms dependlng upon the soecl i¢ croduction relation invblueq.
Value lS only produced in the process of social Droduct*on.°
Houever, the surolus Yalue uhlch is oumaed out pf the oroducars
is unevenly'distribut throughout ‘the other %ectprs of " the
economy through the establlshment o% other production rel;tions.
Surplus valus, though it has qne.soufce,g;akes

\different forms as Droflt, rent, and interest. Interest-

bgéflng capital is the most "fetish-like form" it involves

thé selﬁ-valorization‘of t:a::n'.t:‘al.a9 It is money that expands

its value "without the intervening process that creates the

-
»

value.":e Interest bearing capital is thus a social relation

which iz 'tonsummated in the relation of a fhing,,of moneay,
51.
n

-

It is dead lahor that "contains within itself
52

to itéelf.

a portion of present or Future living surplus laber.

b ) .
The auner of the means of oroduction exoends capital,

:hmt labo: to gensrate valorlzatlon. He/she Durchases not
only varlable caolval but also con,Lant canital. Tha con-
nversioh of surclus value into the rate of préllt is determxned
by both circulation and Droduct'on.s3 The‘sohere of circu-

. latlon is zncr3851ngly saoarated From the sohere of Droductlon
as caoltallsm develops. The result is that the snhere u1th1n

A

which value is actually produeed becomes .less and less visib

The divergence of prices from values contributes to thit

mystif{;ation.- ‘ f p
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'Caoital,conFrontg living labor power as formally
aptonomous from it, It expresses the Fact tﬁat the means of
Droduction have been monggoiized by a minority of non-sroducersfﬁ
yet ‘juridicially the ouner of .the Factory and the oimner oF“
laber-power exchange as equalsg. Cao*tal is sxmo‘y dead lavor,

“éxisting in a social relation, which conFronts the worker

. . . 54 . .
as an alien:power standing over him/her. In the valerization

of bapitai, the productive pouers‘of labor seem to belong

. to dead: labor. Capital employs labor. Capital sets in

motion the development’ of the productive forges. Labof—pouer
appears as but a "factor of production", ‘one input among

many.

-

The participants in the process of production (wage-
' .

"labof, capital, aod ian@ed property =.Trinity Formula) as
fofmally autonoﬁous ipoufs, drqw ;ndependégggy théir s;oarate
revenue;. The personifications of- these economic categérieé
(yérker, capitlalist, and -landlord respectively) ouwn their

different éommodities and oerFofm different Fuhctions. The,

~

N

valua created 1s transformed lnto separate DOtthﬂS and dis-
trlbuted as a wage to the uorker, proflt to the capxtallst
.and rent to the landlord. However, becpuse the commadities.

they contribute to tGE\procéss of production are formally
- . .. ®
-equal (i.e. as dead or living labor) it appears as if the

sources of revenue are equally sources of value. Cabnital

and land'@host~ualk“‘as social charécﬁers and as.mere thiﬁgs.ss
"This mystificatio§ results from the fact that value appears

to a progarf& of the product nraduced. The Tr}nity Fofmula .
hw“ .



S

€™

- . 128

is thus a formof fetishism as it is manifested in capitalism,
and is '1in fact fetishism in its most develooed form,
)

The mystification of capitalism is reproduced through

_the isolation of the exchange relation {(the sonere of circula-

tion genefally) from the sohere of oroduction. }he wage-form
is the specific mecnanism whereby exploitation is cloaked
in the veil of formal equality and freedom. '"The wage laborer
is bound to his ouner by iévisible threads."56‘ These lﬁreads
mediate the relations .of production and reproduction, and tie
the warker to thz system of wants. ¢ ThHe exclusive Foquse
on the sohére of circulation creates the illusion théf humans
parficioate in the process of productions as a whole as free
and equal individuals. The mask the worker wears as an
ouner of the dgmmodity labor power is taken for ' the whale
human being. .

The shift from the sphere of cfrculation to the sahere
of production reveals that humans in capitalist society

engage, in production not as individuals but as members of

®

classes. They ate constituted as individuals anly in. the

context of historically specific production relations. In

" the society of oolitical economy these relations are organized -

-

around the extraction of surplus value by a tlass of non-

producerg. | The canstruction of the D;oletariat as a class

»

is conditgoned by the development of the productive forces.

. The fuyndamental ctontradiction of capitalism is the

<
duction process,

sacialization of these forces, of the p
The premise of* this

A

combined with nrivate appropriatio
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develooing as a conscioﬁs conéraditiqn is fhat the traqsgof-
mation of the social being o the proletariat (i.e. being
thrown together in a common workolace, having an. objective
common interest in limiting the ektraéfion of surplus valee,
combined wvith Fhe develoomeng of the oroduégéﬁn farces) will
generate Qléss cogﬁciousnéss. According tgzihe scenario,

\

this collective identification in the sbﬁére,of production

will submerge‘the atomigatioa repraduced insthe sonefe of
circulation (éna,also the sphere of reoroducfion). The form
that is represented as form 5lus content will then incrgasingly
lose its "hold" over the class of producers. They will

cease to internalize completely the divisions betuaeq‘public‘
and opiyate, formal and informal, subjective and objéctive.

In shoft}\ﬁhey will gradually Form‘é new stage of humanity.
This develooment will intersect with the struggle to limit

the gxtraction of surplus—-value. As the crisis-iq capitalism

1 : : . - .
hﬁ%ensifies, this struggle will mature into a political

S
struggle and the proletaridt will emancipate itself throuch

‘a social revelution. ’

ry,

. . § L
Needless to say this scenario is orecisely that: an

abstrad; scenario, Narx.concentra;es on‘examining the sytem
EF"produttion'relqtions which cbnéition the davelqomen? of
spcialiclasses. 'The proletariat is cénstituted as a class

whose social beiﬁg is‘revélutionary_ when it is fully develozed
through the grouth in't;e DroddctiQeAForceé; The premises

of this argument in terms of the énth;opofogical compasition

of the croletariat were outlined in Chapter Two, The théory
. :\ « .

/ ’ )

[ 4
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of value (and by extensign, the theoéy of fetishism) simply
orovides the context within which the 'specificity of the '
proletariat as a social class can be undersfood.'

_The' construction of the croletariat invglves*t%e

movement of consciousness from the sphere of circulation

to the sphere of production. Marx's articulation of the

£

relatively illusion-Frgg consciousness of the proletariat

o o

when it is formed as a class operates at the "macra" lazvel.

It is the social being of the oroletariat which frees it

v

in the final analysis from fetishism, The othef exchangers,

the bourgeois economists, are unable to pierce the "material"

i

veil"™ which cloaks the process of production because they are

not dispossessed, forced to sell their labor-power as a

commodity and throun into a socialized procuction process
with-fellow workers. Or at least if they are subject to
these cond;tions, as mengal laborers they are suﬁject:to.them
in" a qualitatively aiﬁferent vay, It ;; the material con=
ditions of production which do not allow the proletariat to
isolate the exchange-relatién from the process of oroduction
a; a whole, or to identify'the mask thsy wear as‘a~Formal
equal of the capitalist as anything but a'chtioﬁ. As

Lukacs aragues léterr‘ the reduction of the pfoletarian to a
éommédity."forcés him to surpass the imeQia;y of his con-~"~
dition,"57 and to act and to identify Qim/herséif‘a;'é‘mémber
of ghe class. Moreover, it-is a clags Jith 'radical ;haiﬁs"
and "radical needs". ‘ U J |

f W
There' is no doubt that Marx understands the actual .



~rocess of the develocment of class consiousness (and by

extension, class actbvity) as an enormously complex and un-
! . [

sven ~raocess. Yis nistorigal camnnlets The Eioh*eenth

Ty

3rumiere and The "iyil Uar in france are analyses ~hich, to

<

a docree, attemct to inte

<)

;rate the "macro" and "micro" levels
0° analysis. There is no question that variocus layers of
ghe oroletariat in their struggles "conjure:.un the soirits

w58

of the cast. "The.tradition o6f all the dead generations

uelghs like

)]

nizghtmare..." upon the brain of the proletariat

. . ‘ / .
ng just as it doss ©n other social classes.

velos

3]
[}
yore
ot
'
(9]
L
w

-

However, the reciptivity .of the proletariat to these chosts
is ver} much conditioned By f%e uneven and combined'Qevelo:-
ment of cacitalism‘as a wnole.

The oroietariat, when it is fully formed, and therefoge
ready tdimake a socfg}\{?volution, will have'"striéagd~off .
all superstition in regard to the past¥ -and will "let\ﬁhe

199

dead bury the dead. This 1s what makes theg proletarian

-

N -
Eeyolution_piffefeﬁt from other revoluéﬁons: qips ?egnee of
Conaciousness. -The proletarian enters the‘revolugion with:
no illqsiqns, no ideals, and he/she aims ﬁonly" at the clacing
of fhe croductive forces under ;hé :opscioué control-of ﬁhe

~

asspciated producers. /
. . L
However, the distance betueen a "fully formed"
proletariat anad an "incompletely formed" prgletariat is
~ S .
. . . 1Y . .
immense. [t mircers to a de-ree, the d?@kﬁnce betueen the

"Full develoament™ of the procductive forces uhich it is

"~os$ible to achieve uhile still maintaining the relations of

s
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A Y
of. cazitalist creoduction, and the 3ctual deve

60

P

oament of thesa

farces at any cng zoint. The tnecry of value exolains hou

a commgeity eccnomy in general, and capitalism in rarticulary

werks., The theoretical cremise of Tanital is a hypnthetieal

state of aquilibrium which is used to exslain how the system
functions under octimal congitions. Th; fact that in capitalism
crises are endemic 1is besiqe the ooint.

~ Feti hism is a pre-condition to thé accumulatizn of
capital and the dévelopmgnt of the productive fogces.k The'

rate of sccumulation i1s connected to the rate at which surplus
value is extracted from the immedi?ta Droducefs. Thus, thef;
is no gues}ion in the -~gurse of tnhe develooment of tne.pro-
lefariat, large iayer- of tge class, if not the class as a
wnoley are mystified ‘and lock uoon the conditgons-of capitalist

61

production as "self=-evident’ laus of nature." Uhen capitalism

as a whole 'is orogressing, and is revolutionizing the productive

forces, its advance "breaks doun all resistance" in the

.praletariat, 'Using the equilibrium nremise Marx argﬁss that

: . ° . .
with the comzlete organization of casitalist croduction direct:

force need rarely be invoked to keep the arol8tariat in line.

-

N .

"In'the ordinary run of things; the laborer can be left to

the "natural laus of productior{?."62

The key to-uhether the proletariat is able to break

<Q

“from theqillusimns‘g ed ijH the srhere of circulation

appears to be ultimately dependent upon the presence or absence
of crises in the .sphere of production. In the final analysis, -

however, it is not solely the objeétive factors wvhich determing
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the limitation of the extraction of surclus value. It'is'the

-

degree to uhicn tme changes in tie oroductive sphere affact

.the nrooucers' consciousress and activity. How exactly

this uwould develop at the microglevql is unciear. .The‘s;stem
of wants ilednstituﬁed in the coﬁtext.of the totality of
sééial relations}.not just oroductive relations,

The imoortant point is that the mystification oroduced
by fetishism operates uhenever thgre is é serceotuéi isolation
of the. exchange felationsnfrom the productioé-q?-value.
Demysfification is depen&enﬁ’upon transformations in the -
social. being of the perceiver. This then has an eFfeét on
the latter's cpnsciousnégs. Fetishism itself,'as internal
to the-structﬁré’of_exchange relaéion§, continues to operate .
as long as the relationship betueén pfoducefs,tékes the form
of a socidl relationship betugén things. It .lasts as longz

as commodity oroduction continues.
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L CONCLUSION V
. ’/ ’ / .
The theory of fetishism is not a tHeory of ideology.

1
..

Marx never inﬁended that it serve tO‘expléin.the'process
uhereby consciousness is actually produced. Fetishism is
simply a mystlflcatlon which attaches 1tself to the products

of labor whenever they are exchanged as eommoditbes.‘ It is
internal.to the structure of exchange rélations. In exchange,
a usg-value Lsuths.mode ofrexpression of yalue; The‘sociel”
form| production relatlons assume 1s‘represented directly as

a property oF the producE§ themselves. Fetishism is the re-
presentation of the process of reification as if it had not
.occurred. The transformation of humen beings into things is
denled and the thingly relatlon be;;een personst is presented

as a soclal relation betueen thingly beings.The form productlon
relatlons acquire is substltuted for the process- oF production

.'

as a unole, Thereby, things are endoued with human attr 1butes,
end ghost walk as both social characters and.thlngs. Human -
beings wear the masks of persons and their formal infbrcpenge¢
. is presented as a marerial interchange{

Fetishism is necessary-in an economy wherein the
division of /labor (or a port@on'thereof) is "spontaneously!M’
organized. fhe social reletion betueen thinos is the-uay in
which productlon relatlons in a commodlty economy are const1~ .
tuted as a totallty. Ths relatxonshlp to. naturse is lnternallged
in society thrpugh the causal link betuéan ths?distributron
6% labor in‘production and the aqualiration of the’produoés y
/ - ‘
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A .
of labor im exchange. ' The theory of value is the synthe;i;é—
tgon oF the\relatlon to nature and in soc18ty in terms of thas r’//
qualltatlve and quantxtatlve 51des of value. Marx examines

~ hou this_ works in a commodlty economy, first, through the
s;rlvatlon of the content of value From the farm aroductlon

relatlons assume, and second, by trac1ng the dev=lopment of

the form itself from the way in which productlon is organlzed.

s -

However, the discovery of the lawu of valug in no way
dissipates the mist generated by the social relation betueen
things. As iong as_the exchange relation, is isolated from
the process of production as a whole ‘the producers will per-
ceive the sqcialicharaétgr of their labor‘"ns an objeétive )
character of ‘the producfs theﬁée}ﬁes."% The hrgmise of this
'nystihicahion is th? isnlaﬁed characterAbF the perception
'b:pcess. ‘As long as this holds, the appearanceiof value as
'alnatural<p;strty.will be réflécted in:the'peréeivef'&
consciousness. This is only aiﬁered uith the tramsfaormation
‘of his/her socxal belng -
The theory of Fetlshlsm must be understood in the con- v

.text of the development of Marx's thought and his standpo;nt

as a political actor. His early uritings are focused on the

battle against idealism, the.plgin ﬁha being andlih;nking‘

are identical, and that estrangement has‘its origin in the way
people think. Na;; is .not mereiy uriting toprove that Hegel

or ﬁaue; are urong. He is fundamentally debatin§ the po%}tinal
_Egncluéioné which are draun by tHese men.  1F chains_are?sinply

~mental in their composition, they can be abolished in thought..
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-in hlS earller urltlngs. ‘The. process of. the formation oﬁ

139

This Marx denies: i}lusiéns are only a symptom of an estrange-

ment taat has its roots in material reality. It is this.

reality which must be practically overthroun.

| Marx's later thought is an elabofatidn and clarification
. Thus, the prablems which are posed for him
centre around th’ question of soéial.baing.; This developslin

his examination of the historical specificity of.sociad re-/

‘lations, the constitution of the individual in this context,

and the composition of social classes., Ths quest for the
anatomy of civil society, which is'aventually io%ated in
political economy, is conditioned by Marx's understanding

of ‘the proletariat as the revolutionary class iﬁacapitalish.

His delineati

on of the formation of the class as the product

‘I!

of a ‘mode-of jction, and hot just a social formation,

opérates at acrd" level of analysis. Marx centres on

the causal determlnatlon of" soc1al being as.a uwhole by the

_system oF productlon relations in ordep»to demonstrate the

-

prlorltlzatlon of class analysis as opposed to examining
individualsl ?used with this spacificatidn of social baing

are a number of anthropologigal ‘premises which he develoos

[N
!

the proletarlat becomes a process of humani?aﬁion. ,

Marx is interested*in the guestion of consciousness

only in tarms bF social being.' The formation of consc;ousness

is linked to practlca, and by practlce Marx undarstands
prlmarlly class act1v1ty or the constructlon of hxstory by

the process oF class struggle (1 8. 1n the era of c1v1l SOC1ety)

“ v

,
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His elaboration.of the relationship between being and
consciousness thus opefetes at the "macro" level primarily.
On this level, consciousness becomes a reflection of social
being. Houever, flarx by ho means accepts this 31mpllst£f

L

causal scheme as an indication oF haow con501ousness and
act1v1§y actually develop. It 15 en uneveﬁ'process uh;ch
ie constituted within £he eysfem of uands as a whole. UWants"
are generated in the:Fremeuofk'oF the totality of social
relations, not simply production relations. It is the con-

) st:uction of the proietariat by tha development of capitalism
which generatee.in it "radical Teeds"vuhich can only be |

. , S
fulfilled with the overthrou gfﬂthls syetem. The uneven

rhythm'of the cqnsoiousness of the‘proleteriat is thus

.

t

~ . r
.ultimategly a function of ths fulfillment of various material

“ - . -

premiseg, ‘ “

The "mlcro" level is underdeveloped in Marx's writings.

IS

" Marx! s general understandlng oF consc1ousness borrous heav1ly

from the 1deas he develops in his earlier period. Thls is

indicated in his ose of the word fetishism to describe a

specific form of mystlflcatlon. Marx understande mystificatian

3

a whole as 1nter-related uxth the domination of*humans by

either natural Forces, or the productlye Forcesuthey have .
creeted. .Demystificetion is a function oéithe aboiiiion of

' the condltlon in which humaps are dominated. The progtesszve
;control of humans over thelr env1ronment, the advante of the

-

productlve forces result io a tranéformation io the type

.Mgﬁxmystification; Consciousness 1is a,reflectiqg\j;‘soqiel'

* ! ’ .
¢ ‘ . . ﬁ ) L , e
4 * 4
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being. 1In his elaboration of this positivist schema, Marx

is. at one uith De Brosses., However, Marx is by .no means a

oositivist: rhis whole eritique of vulgar‘economy‘demonsggates

this. The problem lies in the attempt to transpose this

critique to the level‘of the aqtoal,development of consciousness.
The mystification psoduced by the social relation

between things is onty reflected in the consciousness of

the perceiver to the degree that the exchange relation is.

percefyed in fsolation from prodUction.. Insoéar as tnis 5

occurs, the theory of fetishism 1s a reflectlon theory of

knouwledge. . Among other inadequacies of thls latter theory

>

is that it provides no explanation of error. The percelver

¥

ls purely pass;ve. there is no selectivity in uhat is and

uhat is not percel ed ‘This contradicts Marx's understanding
oF humans as both uﬁjectlva and objective, active and pa351ve,

ne matter how estranged they may be. The explanation of th=s

,discrepancy is simply that Marx develaps- the theory of

ﬁetishisn at the "macro" level. 1t is a deliberately abstract
There i's never ancase in which the exchange-relation'

is perdeived in isolation. The act.of percsption is aluays

medlated by the totallty of soczal relatlons in uhlch the *

person is engaded (and in Uhlch he/she has been engaged).

There is aluways select1v1ty in perceptlon. The unconscious

as uall as the conscious portlon oF the psyche plays a part’

in thls process.. If the théory'of fetishism is correct, it

is only one element .among innumerable variables which contributs

[y
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to the composition of human beliefs at any one point. The

degree to which fetishism dominates an individual's conscious-
ness, of course, fluctuates. HoueJer, fetishism 'in no way
"structures™" c00301ousness: Exchange relatlons, even in the
~most highly developed capltallst society, are but a part of
the totality of social relatlons. '

To coeCentreEe‘on the exchange traneagtione as the
determinants of ideology $h the society as a whole -is simply
to engage in fetishism: it is the substitution of the form
for the Ferm plus eontent. The exchangerslstand as abstract
indivieuals, and.they uwear the masks of persons. Fetish¥sm
is the mystification of the mask, not the whole human being
which stands behindfit; To identify fetishism with ideology
(i.e. as the actual belief system borne by theihuman bging)
is to abstract the/ﬁumans who participate in exchange from .
Otheir social contexr. ' ' | |

The positien that fetishism is a theory of ideology
turns‘oe the question of social being., Even to broaden the
,de%initiop beyoﬁd production relations to the totality af
social relations in no uag really aids in elarifying the
actual process whereby bellefs devel;E» If the coneitione
which require 1llu31ons cannot be separated from the illusions
themselves, then, of course, it:becqmes very difficult tb‘
acthall* dgstingu;sh'beteeen illusion and rsality. ;Ihe sig-
.niéieance of this is brimarily'pblitiEal for Marx i.a. the
elabura;ion of a pelifieal straregy requires a bridrigization

; ) , - » )
- j \\H : . : ‘
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of energy, a selection af where to direct one's forces.

Thus, maré's battle against idealism $ignifies that inevitably
the stuﬁx‘of religion és a phenaomenon in its own right will

be dounplayed. Religion and belief systeﬁs in gene;al"are

3

thus vieued-as utlimately determined by social being.

‘DiFFerences‘in the p}ecisa latitude allowed by the word

¢

"ulti@é%&}y" signff& no more than degreés of acceptance of

. the thesis of mechanical causdlity.

Marx is not a/simple. mechanical materialist. He
begins F;om‘a ;undamehtally differant‘staanognt, which on
the level of abstraction translates into the assertion- that
humans are both subject;ve and ob jective. However, this
thesis iS,énly concretized in the context SF the "gacrﬁ" ﬂ
level. ~Consciousqess is linked to praxis; and this in tu#n
is a function of social being, and this is determined by the
composition and development of social classes, This is the

axis of Marx's opposition to the "old. materialism", Subject-

ivity and objectivity in the "neu materialism" are only linked

B N\ ) .
in terms of the determination of consciousness by t!social

being. Exactly how this. can occur when most human acts are

,
-1

conscious ‘from the very start is uncléar.

©

The composition of belief systems and their relation-

ship to social being remains largely Gnexplored. An examina-

tion of the inter-relation between the'"macro"'and "micra"
levels ;argely'hinées on the relationship betueen th*‘:bstract
and concrete maments of human society. Nao society is composed

of abstract imdividuals, who incarnate a "human natudre" that

¢ -~
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is purely biologically derived, or who constitutes a culture
'that'iéuébstracted‘from ifs system of production relations,
0n the other hand, the catch-all phrase "historical«saecif~&
icfty" when applied to cuigﬁres is equally inappropriate.
Taken to its logical conclusion, it implies éheréais no -~

continuity betueen cultures.‘.The integration of the abstract

@

’
-

and poncreQe moments must be affected in térm§ of a develop~
mental scheme."The maturation of the individual within a
specific culture deyélops within £he F£ameuork of the process
of hominization as a whole. To employ the psychéanalytic
phrase: ontogenesis rEcapituLates phylogenesis. ,
‘In our opinion, future research in this area must employ
as one of its tools the psychoanalytic develodment;l scheme.
In this regard,'the concepts of secondary idenﬁificatiﬁn and
the elaboration of the significancé of the conflict~free
"sphere .of the ego are pdrtiquiérly important. The process of
hominization would be located in the context of thé t%ansition
from the prihitive community to civil soc;ety. In this way,
many of Marx's ambiguous Fofmulations on the anthtopolagical
comdosition of the proletariat and the State as an "illusory
community"” could be examfnad. The composition of belief
systems in terms of the hominization procéss as a whole could
then be‘ékplorgai | s
. The theofy of fetishism will be one"éf the tools which
Qill aid in this research. However, as it stands the theory

has a limited use .in the analysis of bslisf systems. It has

far more validity as a weapon against vulgar economy or empiricism
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of any form. -This is not surprising, -as it ‘was for this
purposezthaﬁ Marx developed the theory. To compretend the
theory of Fetisgisg, it is necessary to,loqéfe it in terms of
the dévéiopmenf GF Marx's khought. Any other auproéch is
bound to be as ﬁystifying'as thé proéess it is tryiné to

‘ égplain. y | .

¢ »
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