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“[D]efi nite social rela tions are just as much pro duced by men as linen, flax,
etc.” (Marx, Poverty of Phi los o phy); in con di tions of com mod ity pro duc ‐
tion, these rela tions of pro duc tion are their own self- mediation. Social rela ‐
tions as such do not accord labor sig nif i cance — labor accords its own sig ‐
nif i cance and social rela tions are con sti tuted by this fact. The analy sis of
pro duc tive activ ity as the mover of his tory is essen tially bour geois; pro duc ‐
tive activ ity is “bound up with” social rela tions, but its unique and sep a ra ‐
ble sig nif i cance is a prac ti cal abstrac tion per tain ing only to the bour geois
his tor i cal epoch.

“In order to attain a com plete cri tique of the neg a tive sub stan tial ity of
the cap i tal ist fetish rela tion ship it is not Hegel’s objec tive ide al ism that
must be stood on its feet instead of its head, it is rather that the head of
real abstrac tion must be guil lotined. Only that would be the lib er a tory,
tran scend ing praxis that no longer forcibly shapes the social and nat ‐
ural world, but itself destroys the essen tial prin ci ple of this destruc tive
praxis” (Kurz, 22).

This is the real mean ing of the “abstract” and “con crete” dual ity expressed
by labor in cap i tal ism: labor in this way pro duces not sim ply mate r ial
goods, it pro duces a unique form of social medi a tion spe cific to cap i tal ist
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rela tions.

“[L]abor itself con sti tutes a new form of inter de pen dence, where peo ‐
ple do not con sume what they pro duce, but where, nev er the less, their
own labor or labor- products func tion as a quasi- objective means of
obtain ing the prod ucts of oth ers. In serv ing as such a means, labor and
its prod ucts in effect pre empt that func tion on the part of man i fest
social rela tions; they medi ate a new form of social inter re lat ed ness”
(Pos tone 44–5).

Labor as a self- mediation is an essen tially mate r ial rela tion of dom i na tion,
and as such it “sec u lar izes” soci ety and fetishizes its own rela tions. It could
not be log i cally con ceiv able that these rela tions are in truth any thing other
than social ones, but as social rela tions medi ated by mate r ial ones they
appears iden ti cal to mate r ial ones them selves. This is how cap i tal ist rela ‐
tions are veiled— the unique social char ac ter of labor appears as a sim ple
mate r ial rela tion of the nat ural neces sity of labor ing activ ity; the unique
social char ac ter of the prod uct of labor appears as a self- evident rela tion of
util ity through mate r ial prod ucts. This log i cal process is extended into the
notions of money, cap i tal, exchange, etc., and are imposed upon the logic
of pre- capitalist soci eties, because they appear to be sim ple mate r ial rela ‐
tions that are sub se quently onto log i cal and ahis tor i cal.

Mate r ial rela tions of dom i na tion at once appear to facil i tate “sci ence,”
“progress,” and wealth, but do so in a nec es sar ily abstract way. Soci ety is
sec u lar ized, but its quasi- scientific façade exists only to facil i tate the self- 
proliferation of its own logic. Pro duc tion for its own sake appears tau to log ‐
i cally “pro duc tive” and mate ri ally innocu ous, but in fact con sti tutes the
essen tial form of social dom i na tion char ac ter is tic of the epoch of cap i tal ist
moder nity.


