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To what extent is labour under capitalism always alienated?

It has been argued that before societies developed, in the state of nature ‘men "order their actions, and dispose of their possessions and persons, as they think fit, within the bounds of the law of nature, without asking leave or depending upon the will of any other man" (Locke,2002 [ 1690 [: 269).’
 In contrast, Karl Marx, commenting on 19th century industrialisation, described society as being increasingly divided into ‘two great hostile camps, into two great classes directly facing each other: Bourgeoisie and Proletariat’ (Marx and Engels:2006). The proletariat was in a position where all his or her hours were sold to the bourgeoisie for wage-labour. The workers had no choice over what, where, when, or how they worked or what they produced. The worker was not attached to the product and had no control over the process of production. This separation of the workers from the processes of production led, he argued, to alienation, or separation, of the worker from his or her product. Further, the worker would also be alienated from themselves, as they have no time to themselves or for their family; they become an instrument of the bourgeoisie, they become less than human, they become objectified, or commodities. The worker is also separated from their fellow workers; they have no time to socialise, the factory may be too noisy to socialise, and the owners will want the workers to work as hard as possible and the workers will be in competition for hours and wages. Marx used the term False Consciousness to describe how the bourgeoisie have control over the proletariat, but if the workers only see themselves as individuals, they do not realise this. Marx developed the concept of class ideology. He describes  it as an instrument of domination by the bourgeoisie over the proletariat (Rhis 2003).  That is, the ruling dominant class imposes its own values  ​​and rules on the whole of society. The dominated class, in turn, accepts this oppressive regime because it believes it has no options (false consciousness).
This situation was described by Friedrich Engels (Marx and Engels: 165). 
[bookmark: _Hlk3297573]In the Communist Manifesto, Marx and Engels describe that the children were employed in terrible conditions to carry charcoal or minerals in buckets to and from mines to where they could be transported by horses and then to the final destination. Working in the mines, the smaller children were preferred, due to the minimal space of movement (Marx and Engels:165). The wages were appalling, and the workers had to work daily for 12 hours without interruption in an atmosphere which was humid, without ventilation and darkness (Marx and Engels:165). This is an example of the trap of capitalism (Alienation). 
 Marx was describing the very early stages of capitalism and it is possible to suggest that what he said no longer applies (Marx and Engels:165).  In the UK, governments introduced legislation to protect certain groups of people, thereby interfering with Free Market capitalism. Some writers have argued that even in Europe there are at least three different types of capitalism. The British economy is characterised by market capitalism, the German by managed capitalism and French by state capitalism (Schmit:2003). However, I would argue that fundamentally all three models are capitalist and have the same problems of alienation. I would argue that the relations of production, and the resulting alienation, have changed very little, others suggest otherwise. 

[bookmark: _Hlk3405655]Marcel Mauss explored the idea of gift exchange (Carrier.1992:541). When we give a gift, we transfer an object to a person but there continues to be an abstract connection between the giver and the receiver (Carrier.1992:541). This is an invisible bond, often involving obligations. Mauss described this as a gift being inalienable. However, when objects are parts of a financial transaction, they often become alienable; they become separated from the donor (Carrier.1992:541).  If we compare this to Marx’s idea, the individual is committed to producing objects to which they have no bond. At the Dunbia Factory in Cross Hands, employees are forbidden to give each other gifts. If they do, HR will issue a written warning to them. In this way, they stop individuals from becoming attached or obligated to other workers. 
 Mauss argued that the rise of industrial capitalism has not resulted in the wholesale transformation of society to conform with a commodity logic. Instead, that rise has resulted in a greater differentiation of life into more personal and more impersonal spheres. He argues that as employment has moved out of the home the personal and the impersonal have become differentiated (Carrier.1992:541). This differentiation can be described as having two separate spheres with two ways of describing the relation between objects and people, people and people. In the first sphere people are distinctly separated and conceptualized in terms of abstract and impersonal structures and forces, such as utility, cost, and value. In other words, there are no sentimental relationships, but pure business (Carrier.1992:541).  Secondly, in informal work, objects and people are not so separate and are conceptualized in terms of their personal relations with each other (Carrier.1992: 541). I would claim that in impersonal work it can be quite difficult to have control because the individual is seen as an object, and their actions  are controlled, and the situation is manipulated around  them (Carrier.1992:541). For example, in Dunbia the employees would try to gain some small control by jamming the assembly line in order to get a break, but the manager would try to resolve the problem as quickly as possible and also be very vigilant to stop it happening again.

These separate colonisations of the realm of production and of economic life more generally has characterised industrial capitalist production ( Carrier.1992:541). Carrier’s study focused on the assembly line because it  was a good example  of modern factory production. The employee on the assembly line has only a small part in the production process and they lose sight of the final product (Carrier.1992:548). In the assembly line, the co-workers do specific tasks without needing to be involved with  any other worker. In his article, Carrier includes Halle’s 1984 study of the Imperium plant because he wanted to compare different production methods. Halle found out that the workers had some control in the plant because they had expertise (Carrier.1992:548). However, even though they had more control than the assembly line worker, they actually had very little power, and were still alienated from their co-workers. I would argue that is not a surprise that they were still alienated because they were still limited in the amount of control they had. 



Susan Rosenthal (2015) argued that capitalism is invading all parts of our lives; she is particularly interested in the patriarchal family structure and says that:

“The family is a violent institution that serves a violent capitalist society.” 

Massimiliano Mollona’s work shows how the economy affects the family, who are pushed into the informal economy as they cannot survive in the formal economy, which has collapsed in the area in which they live. People survive between a mix of formal and informal activities. Extended families pool resources, but in effect the eldest male becomes the ‘boss’, taking the money off his wife and children, often using violence (Mollna.2005 :542-543). 
Mollona’s discussion emphasized informalization  and that hard labour is mainly done by females: 

“Thus the informatization of labour and the dissolution of factory walls entail experiences of labour subsumption  fragmented along gender and generational lines, To the young and female labourers, the elder kin are the capitalists due to their control over the labour  process, the firm’s machines, and the household finances. To the elders, the youngsters are the capitalists due to their drive for money and independence and their lack of respect for ancient values and family-based bonded labour (Mollona.2005:544).”


As we saw earlier, Carrier argues that there has been a differentiation of the self. 

“On the one hand is the impersonal self, an autonomous entity linked by external necessity to impersonal institutions like the state and the firm; while on the other is the inner self, a relational entity linked to and defined by personal others (Carrier.1992:553).”

 He goes on to say that while one aspect of this differentiation is alienation, on the other hand we need to explore how people reduce their sense of alienation by ‘appropriating the impersonal things around them’ (Carrier.1992:553). I would argue that one cannot appropriate the impersonal and to believe that you can is an example of false consciousness. To take the example of mobile phones – we could change the case, personalise the wallpaper, choose our apps, but without a sim card we have no phone, but even with a sim card we have no control over all of our personal data. We live in a society in which we are trapped by consumerism, and we cannot escape. The ideology of capitalism traps us into consuming the commodities which capitalism, to survive,  needs us to buy. 


[bookmark: _Hlk3314341]Thus, I would argue that under capitalism even in the family each individual is alienated. Carrier and Mauss argued that for the individual life has become separated into two spheres: the impersonal and the personal. The world of work  is seen to be impersonal and regulated by abstract forces such as 'the market', while the second is seen to be personal and regulated by personal forces like 'affection', 'creativity' or bonds between people. I would argue that under capitalism even these personal forces are often reduced to the form of a commodity. So, I would argue against Mauss and Carrier, and suggest that there is not an increasing differentiation between the two spheres. Capitalism permeates both spheres: ‘In reality there is only one sphere, capitalism, an all embracing, thoroughly destructive social system’ ( Rosenthal,2015).  Rosenthal claims that as human kind we have been changed as everything is manipulated, such as the environment, the economy, and the family, for the benefits of capitalism. Whether or not we are aware of it, the world will be destroyed by capitalism (Rosenthal,2015). Why have we become slaves of the system? Are we all always going to being alienated by capitalism? 

“Capitalism has made the world a terrifying place. As a shield against the horrors of war, exploitation, oppression, slow death through climate change, or quick death through nuclear holocaust (Rosenthal, 2015).”    
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