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— Economic systems are often divided into
— production
— consumption
— exchange

— The "M word": Marxism
- the Marxist model was not intended to be anthrogio&d
- but as you will see, it involves some anthropolabideas
— some anthropologists have used aspects of Mairldnly as one way to show how
culture is integrated, how it all fits togetherara coherent whole
— Marxist ideas lend themselves to explanations péets of culture in terms of culture
as a system
— you can understand one aspect only if you undetdtaw it fits into the rest
— even though many aspects of Marx's work have bgented, his core ideas still inform a
lot of social science
- to varying degrees, depending on the researchethanglibject
— some people prefer the term “Marxian” theory, tstidguish it from the Marxist political
project
— means of production
- the land, tools, raw materials, infrastructure saghworkplaces, technical knowledge,
labor, and so on needed for production
— social relations of production
- the way people relate to each other in the corkgtoduction
— power, control, cooperation, class relations, etc.
— mode of production
— specific combination of certain means of producaod certain social relations of
production
- the idea is that only certain combinations of ¢artaeans and social relations work
together and actually occur
— Marx identified a series of modes of production
— we won't pursue them all here...
— capitalist mode of production
— capitalists own (or control) the means of productimore on this below)
— labor is paid for with money (or the equivalent)
- the relationship between those who do the workthase who direct them is
impersonal ("businesslike")
— owners and laborers become separated
- kin-based mode of production
— kin groups own (or control) the means of production
— labor is provided as a social obligation
— payment is not only unnecessary, but would be ir@ppate or even insulting
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— as within an extended family unit
— exchange of labor is just one of many aspectseofvtb of social relations
— Marx's model (more or less)
— all value can be expressed in terms of labor
— the value of an ounce of gold is the total of tigok that went into finding the ore
deposit, mining it, refining it, transporting itce
— subtle point for those who are picky: some labaghthbe worth more than other labor,
but we'll leave that aside here
— so the value of a product that comes out of a wamgsequals the value of the materials
that went in plus the value of the labor applieth® materials in the process
— a complete calculation would add in the value efriieans of production
- that is, the amount of labor required to set upnitbekshop itself, make the tools, and so
on, divided over all the products that will be pnodd there
— if one group controls the means of production, tteay take advantage of the situation
— owners of means of production aapitalists
— capital is wealth that is used to produce more wealth
— by allowing the capitalist to own the means of pttbn
— capitalists can cause the means of production ¢ocade by paying laborers
- this labor adds value to the product
- but the owner of the means of the production cartipaworkers less than the value
that their labor adds to the product
- he still charges the full value when he sells tbedy
— the difference is his profit
— this difference is thesur plus value of labor"
— the owner is said toekpropriate the surplus value of labor" from the workers
— Marx saw this expropriation as an unfair takingubfat rightfully belonged to the
workers
— capitalists can get away with paying workers |laéssitthe value they add to the product
because
— they control the means of production
— laborers can't work without it
— and they don't have it themselves
— and capitalists can get away with owning the medupgoduction because they control or
influence the state to set up rules that allow it
- by
— requiring payment of debts, limiting escape throbghkruptcy
— limiting or banning strikes or other labor orgariaa
— prohibiting vandalism, theft, etc.
- these are enforced by the state's police, couds, e
— using the state's monopoly on the legitimate uderot
- the capitalists could not do this themselves
- although they have sometimes tried, with privaticpdorces, strikebreaking thugs,
etc.
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— this enforcement of a system that favors an el#es; in this case capitalists, at the
expense of the majority, is calledlitical repression
— in order to keep laborers from trying to changs #iuation, capitalists try to control the
ideology of the society
— ideology: system of beliefs or world view
- the capitalist tries to create ateology of class
- the idea that classes (i.e. laborers and capgpksé natural, right, normal, and a
necessary aspect of reality
- that lower classes are undeserving
— that upper classes deserve their status
— so that workers will go along with being exploit@ad won't resist, refuse, sabotage,
revolt, etc.
— the capitalist class can do this through control of
— private media channels like newspapers, TV, radio
— which present events in a light that supports deelogy
— which are obliged to disseminate leaders' speeeleghat emphasize that
— there is equality of opportunity
— authorities are always striving to ensure a "lglaying field"
— and that anyone can get rich
— the system is good - it gives you hope
— public channels like public schools
- that teach Adam Smith economics, which claims that
- the "invisible hand of the marketplace" and "supotg demand"” always lead to
the most efficient allocation of resources
— efficiency is the most important goal
— not even considering other possible goals, like
— maximizing employment
minimizing ills such as hunger or disease
maximizing economic equality
maximizing economic status of the poorest persothe@median person
maximizing lifespan
— maximizing happiness
- that is, the main goal itself is an arbitrary sbcanstruct
— that just happens to benefit the capitalist class
— that separate children into classes accordingaaldss of their parents
— that demonstrate that education is necessaryrdhei upper class, but do not make
it available to laborers
- that teach people that the system is good andtaisgi
— and through control of the church, that promotes&like
— a hierarchy of gods, saints, etc.
— which makes the hierarchy in this life seem noramal appropriate
- low status in this life is rewarded in the nexe lif
— poverty is a virtue, the rich won't go to heaven, e
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— economic standing in this life does not really matspiritual things are what count
— God works in mysterious ways, so a worker's stiatlife is God's will
— even that God rewards the virtuous with wealththey deserve it, and the poor
obviously don't
— eftc.
— this is what Marx meant by the famous phrase "R&ligs the opiate of the masses
— The down side
— all these aspects of capitalism resulalirenation
— thealienation of labor: separation of labor from social relationships
— work is no longer organically embedded in a webatfial relations that exist for
other reasons
— it is simply paid for by an employer, and is peni@d apart from any social relations
the worker has
— alienation of production: separation of labor from its product
— workers are no longer connected to their product
— they feel little pride in it, responsibility for, ietc.
— alienation of products. separation of products from their producers
— products are not connected to individuals, but bezeimply commodities
— alienation robs labor of social meaning
— alienation also facilitates abuse of labor
— which is the inevitable result of capitalism
— Marx felt that expropriation of the surplus valuddabor by capitalists was unfair
- the workers will eventually develagass consciousness
— different from class ideology!
— class consciousness is the awareness that all iaake in the same boat
— and that their class interests conflict with thoséhe capitalist class
— as the workers try to better their situation areldapitalists resist, conflict will arise
— the capitalists control the state and means of ségiression
— so the only solution, eventually, is to overthrdw state
— which can only be done violently, because the statethe capitalists behind it won't
give up their status willingly
— that is, the result igiolent revolution
— Marx prescribed a fix: collective ownership of theans of production
— collective ownership means that there would ncd bass of capitalists to use the state
against the workers
— Nno one to expropriate the surplus value of labor
- the current system is not the only system thastate could possibly support
— private ownership of the means of production arddleal of paying workers less than
the value they add to a product are just arbitcaffural constructs
— we can imagine a state that did not allow privat@ership of the means of production
— or that allowed capitalists to keep only a smaltgiraof profit
— of course, such a system might not work well
— who would bother building a factory?
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— Marx proposed that the state itself would do spttie good of the people, rather than for
the good of investors
— just like it builds roads or runs the police
— this would end the expropriation of the surplusueabf labor
— and would reconnect labor to the production process
- rather than payment for labor, laborers would bepensated according to "from each
according to his ability, to each according toreed"
— of course, this form of compensation is not cone@d¢o the value that the worker adds
to the product
— but since there is no capitalist skimming off afgpyan theory there will be more
compensation for all the workers
— and it will be distributed fairly by need
— President Bush prescribed a different fix: the "evahip society"
— August 2004 speech
- http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2004/0812809-9.html
— President Bush proposed a different way to retoaemteans of the production to the
workers
— (well, as long as we don't look too closely at die¢ails)
— by making workers all stockholders in the compatt@s$ own the means of the
production
— specifically by giving them control of individuabeial security accounts that they would
invest in corporate stock
— also health care accounts, etc. to be investethaks
- this idea does not seem to be going anywhere these either
— Evaluating Marx
— some aspects seem to be wrong
— industrialization of the developed world got mosnign over time, not worse
— in part due to unions
— and patrtially democratic control of government, evhiegulates against the worst
abuses
— and it does produce a lot of cheap goods, raisiageneral quality of life
- so far, workers have not generally developed aassciousness
— nor overthrown governments without a lot of proddoy non-workers with their own
elite interests
— instead, many of their grievances have been plgrtradt through peaceful
negotiations by unions
— and through politicians who want workers' votes
— Marxism neglects the concept of risk
— capitalism sees risk-taking as necessary, and wewhrding with a profit
— as you know, attempts to substitute state confrti@means of the production simply
have not worked well
— people seem to be motivated better by hope foelpegsonal profit than by desire to
help the group as a whole
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— it seems to depend too much on people adoptinffeaeht set of cultural values
without any material incentives to do so
— it is based on an excessive faith in people's éasrand commitment to their group
over their own interests
— Marxism seems to make some false assumptions abown nature (or culture?)
— Capitalism assumes that capitalists are basicaltgit, and so automatically would
not take too much advantage of workers
— as in Ayn Rand's books
— or that some state regulation would be sufficierrevent abuses
— even Adam Smith felt that state regulation of besgwas necessary
— Marxism assumes that workers are basically deeentso will work hard for the
collective good, not just their own
— Neither one is realistic
— both fail due to the assumption that individual humaxehcy will reliably
overcome self-interest...
— some aspects are clearly correct
- the capitalist class clearly does protect and ekiesninterests
— using the state, schools, church, etc.
— there clearly is an ideology of class
— even if it is so hidden that many Americans datbgnize it
— Whatever you think of Marxian theory, many of thedeas are very useful for
understanding certain aspects of society as arsyste
— labor and capital
— means of production and relations of production
- the importance of how labor and economic exchangé€ar are not) embedded in social
relations
— ideology of class and how and why it might be ardand maintained
— alienation
— and others...



