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example, temple building in Egypt. India, Mexico: and
the product of that effort belonged to the gods. But the
gods were never the lords of labor. Neither was nature
ever man’'s task-master. What a contradiction it would
be if man—as he more and more subjugated nature by
this labor, rendering divine miracles superfluous by the
wonders of industry—if man were then to renounce his
pleasure in producing and his enjoyment of the product
merely in order to continue serving the gods.

Hence, the alien being to whom labor and the product of
labor belong, in whose service labor is performed and for
whose enjoyment the product of labor serves—this being
can only be man himself_ So, if the product of labor does
not belong to the worker, if it confronts him as an alien
power, this must mean that it belongs to a man other than
the worker. If the worker’s activity is a torment to him,
it must be a source of enjoyment and pleasure to another
man. Neither the gods nor nature but only man himself
can be this alien power over men.

Let us consider our earlier statement that man’s relation
to himself first becomes objectified, embodied and real
through his relation to other men. Therefore, if he is re-
lated to the product of his objectified labor as to an
hostile, powerful and independent object, then hcn%’
lated in such a way that someone else is masier 5

object—someone who is alien, hostile, poweriul and in-
dependent of him. If his own activity,is not fiee, then he
is related to it as an actvity in the under the

domination, coercion and yukedfﬂler man.

The alienation of man from himself and from nature ap-
pears in his relationship wi men. Thus religious
self-alienation necessarily aj in the relationship be-
tween Iaymen and priest or, since we are here dealing
, between laymen and intércessor,
tical world, however, self-alienation

manifests itself only through real, practical relationships
betw . The medium through which alienation oc-
curs is Wkelf a practical one. As alienated laborer,

establishes a certain relationship to the
rocess of production as to alien and hostile

he also fixes the relationship of other mes
duction and 1o his product; and the
himself and other men. Just as he tum Jﬁwn pfr.duc-
tion into a real loss, a punishmentoanddns own product
into something not belonging o w-m he brings about
the domination of the non- over production and
its product. In becoming from his own activity,
he surrenders power over the activity to a stranger.

pm-

So far we have considered this alienated relationship
only from the Wr"s standpoint. Later we shall also
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consider it from the standpoint of the non-worker, since
through the process of alienating his labor the worker
brings forth another man who stands outside the work
process. The relationship of the worker to work also de-
termines the relationship of the capitalist—or whatever
one chooses to call the master of labor—to work. Private
property thus is essentially the result, the necessary con-
sequences of alienated labor and of the extraneous rela-
tionship of the worker 1o nature and o himsalf, Hence
private property resulis from the of alien-
ated labor—ithat is, aliemated d life and
alienated man.

We took the concept of
life from polincal
movement of priv

labor and alienated
and from an analysis of the
v. But analysis of this move-

the consequence—just as the gods are originally not the
cause but the effect of man's intellectual confusion. Later
o howgver, this relationship becomes reciprocal. /

Only at the final stage of the development bf gAlate
property is its secrel revealed, namely, that one
hand it is the product of alienated labor, and g the other

hand it is the means by which labor bec estranged,
and by which the estrangement is ated.

This development illuminates ‘geveral unresolved con-
flicts. Political economy startSwvith labor as the real soul
of production, vet attributés’nothing to labor and every-
thing to private Faced with this contradiction,
Proudhon dmcﬂedb*:mr of labor and against private

property. We 51, however, that this apparent con-
tradiction is y a contradiction within alienated labor

lmw litical economy has merely formulated
the A dlienated labor,

3:!“0 suggest that wages and private property are
ientical; when the product or object of labor pays for
labor itself, wages are only a necessary consequence of
labor’s alienation. In the wage system labor does not ap-
pear as an end in itself but as the servant of wages. We
shall develop this point later on. Meanwhile, what are the

consequences?

An enforced rise in wages—disregarding all other dif-
ficulties, especially the fact that such an anomaly could
only be maintained by force—would therefore be noth-
ing but a better payment of slaves and would not restore,
either for the worker or for work, human significance and
dignity. Indeed, even the equality of wages demanded by
Proudhon would only transform the relationship of the
present day worker 1o his labor into the relationship of

393

.

i)



10

Ll

FOUNDATIONS OF BUSINESS THOUGHT

all men to labor. Society then would be conceived as an
abstract capitalist. Wages are an immediate conseguence
of the alienation of labor, and alienated labor is the im-
mediate cause of private property. The downfall of one
means the downfall of the other.

From the relationship of alienated labor to private prop-
erty it also follows that the emancipation of society from
private property and hence from servitude takes the polit-
ical form of the emancipation of the workers. This is not
because the emancipation of workers alone is at stake,
but because their liberation means the emancipation of
all humanity. All human servitude is involved in the re-
lationship of the worker to production, and all forms of
servitude are only modifications and consequences of
this relationship.

Just as we have derived the concept of private property
from our analysis of alienated labor, so every calegory
of political economy can be developed with the help of
these two factors: and in each of these categories—irade,
competition, capital, money—we find only a particular
expression of these hasic factors,

o solve two problems. First, we wish 10 ascertain
general nature of private propeny as it has ted
alienated labor and as it relates to truly , social
property. Second, we have taken as & fact analyzed
the alienation of labor, We now ask, man come
to alienate his labor? How is estrangement rooted
in the nature of human deve We moved toward
solving this problem transformed our question
mnlh:empnufpmfﬂw}w into a question about
to the course of human de-
ing of private property, one may
something external 1o man. But

Before considering this framework, however, Iet!

its ution,

first problem—the general nature of

and its relation to truly human

have divided estranged labor into two
condition each other, or rather constitute
sions of the same relationship.

alienation, or as estrangement; and estrangement appears

to be appropriation. the adoption of one's product by
someone else for his own use exclusively.

We have considered one aspect—alienated labor in re-
lation 1o the worker himself, that is, estranged labor as
it affects the working man. And we found that the nec-
essary consequence of this relation was the property
relation of the non-worker to the worker and to work.
Private property as the conc i

non-worker; and the

who appropriates nature by his
appears as alienation, his own
belongs to another man, vitality be-
ce of life, and production of the object
becomes nt‘ﬂmcbjncttnanmenpuwctmpumﬁ
us consider the relation of this alien man to
i

labor, and to the object of labor. V

First, it must be noted that everything ?l:l'tl:l:'ﬂ]
mrbemmsanalimﬂedaujvil}ufcr&m
becomes an alienated state of mind. §
worker is a highly practical aui
and the product of labor

mere theoretical attitude. non-worker does ev-
erything against the ch the latter does against
himself, but the non- does not do against himself
what he does agai worker. . . [The manuscript
breaks off, i

what for the

production
the non-worker a

1. o Marx, what is the sole motivation nec-
by economics?

\’ What are objectification and alienation of labor?

3. According to Marx, what is the role of work in hu-
man life?

4. What does Marx mean when he says that human be-
ings create “in accordance with the laws of beauty™?



