1. Discuss the influence of idealism and empiricism on the development of modern sociological theory. – BEST ONE – make into an essay outline
Intro
-MST is a new field with roots in ancient philosophies
Body 1 - Idealism
-came from ancient Greece as an opposite of empiricism 
-views: theory > reality
-Plato’s Republic: Socrates’ ideal state (2 fncs)
-society is separate from god, has multiple parts which can be adjusted
Body 2 – Empiricism
-etymologically translates to experience
-view: knowledge can be generated from observation and sense perception
-popularity increased with natural sciences, transferred to social sciences
-5 assumptions: objects subject to observation, knowledge = comprehension of material, validity of observation/procedure, methods of measurement are reliable, tendency of error reduced by observation
Body 3 – Development of Hegelian Idealism and Positivism 
-HI came from Hegel who felt CI cancelled out study of material realm
-based of A’s teleology -> ideal and material fused together in process of development.
-HI forced philosophy to ask social and historical questions
-HI made society a separate topic but received criticism
-Positivism came out as a critique of philosophy
-2 premises: speculative philosophies (even empiricism) will be replaced by natural sciences and positivism = highest stage of development of knowledge
- human mind developed in 3 stages: theological, metaphysical and positive
-MST: shift from philosophy to science.
Conclusion:
- HI + CP > M + E work on MST
- M criticised HI – rejected idea of abstract theories being focus of Soc/pol thought, H ignored needs of humans because of focus on abstract, suffering was material not conscious. 
- M’s analytical theories and W were opposite of the positive approach by C and D, 
- Overall I + E -> HI -> CP -> MDW = MST


INTRO
· Modern sociological theory is comparatively to natural sciences a newer field. 
· It has its influences in ancient philosophies such as idealism and empiricism
· imperative to first discuss idealism and empiricism on its own.
BODY 1 – CLASSICAL IDEALISM
· MST can trace roots to classical idealism 
· I = opposite of empiricism (view that reality = senses and sense perception of physical)
· I = view that study of philosophy should be of realities/concepts which involve well-being and equality of social and political community since they are more important than physical things.
· Since ideals > physical, they can be understood thru theory rather than experience. 
· Created distinction between physical and human things – led to focus on political/social questions separately.
· In “republic”, Soc proposes ideal community with 2 functions: cover practical matters and ideal functions such as standards of society.
· Plato differentiates between ever-changing material realm and the constant ideal realm. 
· Led to society being thought of and studied independently of god and nature.
· Also led to state being separate parts which could be adjusted to find equity/pleasure.
BODY 2 – EMPIRICISM
· In contrast to classical idealism was empiricism
· Empiricism etymologically translates to experience
· holds the view that knowledge of the world must be based on straightforward observation and sense perception. 
· Gained acceptance as natural sciences grew in importance, therefore being adopted in social sciences as well.
· 5 assumptions:
· things in the material world remain the same over time and are subject to observation
· while a division exists between the outer world of things and inner world of the mind, knowledge is just comprehension of the object in the material world.
· accounts concerning the validity of observation must be given about the operations and procedures uses to gain knowledge
· certainty lies in the methods of measurement used to obtain reliable knowledge
· the tendency to commit error in formation of knowledge can only be reduced by increasing reliance on observation and measurement
· Together these assumptions led to the formation of the scientific method.

· Empiricism = opposite of I
· etymologically translates to experience
· view that knowledge of world based on observation and sense perception
· got popular with natural sciences -> transferred to social sciences.
· 5 assumptions:
· Things remain same and are subject to observation
· Knowledge = comprehension of objects in material world. 
· Validity of observations and procedures necessary
· Methods of measurement are reliable to find knowledge
· Tendency for error is reduced by reliance on observation and measurement.
· Together these assumptions led to formation of scientific method.
BODY 3 – DEVELOPMENT OF HEGELIAN IDEALISM AND POSITIVISM
· From idealism developed Hegelian idealism. 
· Developed by Georg Hegel
· based off his belief that classical idealism cancelled out the study of the material world and therefore he re-introduced it with his work
· worked off of Aristotle’s concept of “teleology”, the concept that the ideal and material realm were fused together in a process of development.
· forced philosophy to confront historical and social questions thus transforming philosophical ideologies into social ones.
· While Hegel’s work brought society as separate field of study from history, it also received much criticism.
· Hegelian idealism became the theoretical background for Marx and Engel’s works, and was the basis for Compte’s critique of philosophy known as “positivism”.
· Compte’s work was based of two premises:
· all speculative philosophies of knowledge would be replaced by methods of natural sciences
· positivism was the highest possible stage in the development of knowledge.
· Proposed the idea that human mind developed in 3 stages:
· the theological stage in which humans explain causes in terms of gods, 
· the metaphysical stage in which causes are explained in terms of abstract speculative ideas
· the positive stage in which causes are explained in terms of scientific laws
· Differentiated itself from empiricism in the sense that it proclaimed to end all speculative philosophies.
· essential contribution to modern social thought was the shift from philosophy to science
· Positivism contained four central topics:
· stated the search for ultimate truths or ideals to be abandoned.
· all statements about the world would be based on observation.
· search for facts to support observation were stressed as they would lead to explanations of facts and relationships among facts would lead to laws
· certainty and exactness found in natural sciences is the ultimate goal for search of knowledge.

· I -> HI by Georg Hegel.
· Belief that CI cancelled study of material world, so he reintroduced it
· Related to Artistotles “teleology” = ideal and material fused in process of development.
· Forced philosophy to confront historical + social questions. Philosophical ideologies -> social ones.
· Brought society as separate study from history but received criticism.
· Became background for Marx and Engels as well as basis for Compte’s critique of philosophy.
· C’s work based on 2 premises: speculative philosophies would be replaced by natural sciences and positivism = highest possible stage in development of knowledge
· Human mind developed in 3 stages: theological (cause = gods), metaphysical (abstract speculative ideas) and positive (specific scientific laws)
· Different from E because it proclaimed to end all speculative philosophies. (KK)
· Contribution to MST = shift from philosophy to science.
CONCLUSION – FOUNDATION OF MODERN SOCIAL THOUGHT
· Together, Hegelian idealism and Compte’s positivism led to Marx and Engel’s work on modern sociological theory.
· Primarily in contrast to Hegel, Marx developed his criticism of Hegelian idealism.
· rejected Hegel’s idea that abstract categories were the ultimate focus of social and political thought
· argued that Hegel ignored the real physical and material needs of human beings which could only be satisfied by productive activity in the real world
· believed that Hegel’s focus on the reality of the abstract led him to overlook real human beings and their material needs
· rejected the view that human suffering and hardship was a problem of people’s consciousness rather than their material conditions
· believed that it was possible to change human suffering by altering the material conditions of society to eliminate inequality
· Secondly, in contrast to the positivistic approach by Compte and Durkheim, both Marx and Weber had a different approach to society.
· Rather than find scientific methodologies, Marx’s writings focused on devising analytical theories to understand social changes taking place such as the fall of feudalism and the rise of capitalism
· Overall, idealism and empiricism led to Hegelian idealism, which in turn led to the development of Compte’s positivism and works from other contemporaries such as Marx, Durkheim and Weber, all of which together form modern sociological theory.

· Together HI and CP -> M+E work on MST.
· In contrast to H, M had criticisms of HI:
· Rejected H’s idea that abstract categories = focus of social political thought
· H ignored real physical/material needs of humans, only satisfied by productive activity in real world.
· H’s focus on reality of abstract led H to overlook real human/material needs
· Rejected view that suffering and hardship = problem of consciousness rather than material conditions. 
· Possible to change suffering by altering material conditions of society
· In contrast to P approach by C and Durkheim, both M and Weber had different approach:
· M focused on analytical theories to understand social changes taking place
· Overall I + E -> HI -> CP -> MDW = MST
2. What is materialism? What is a materialist theory of history? – okay, look into the txtbk glossary for both to add to it, write in outline format.
Intro:
· M was introduced by M&E in response to idealist philosophy.
· M then developed this into his MToH
Body 1: Materialism
· M is perspective that humans produce needs through labour.
· Shift from I to M represents point where attention given to material conditions.
Body 2: Materialist Theory of History
· Created to explain historical development by identifying underlying economic laws.
· 3 premises: position to obtain needs, different from animals, and that we have consciousness.
· First thing humans do is produce, the manner in which they do creates social relations and class divisions
Conclusion:
· M and MToH make up M’s perspective of history and society. 
· 3 essential concepts make up MToH: means of production, relations of production and mode of production.
Materialism was introduced by Marx and Engels in response to idealist philosophy and its abstract views of the world. Materialism is a theoretical perspective that states that human beings must produce their everyday economic needs through their physical labour. The shift from idealism to materialism marks a point where attention is given to material conditions of human beings. 
Marx and Engels used materialist theory of history to explain historical development by identifying underlying economic laws. There are 3 basic premises of materialist theory of history; First that, before anything else, humans must be in a position to obtain food, shelter, and clothing in order to live. Therefore, the first and most important historical act is the act of production of the means to satisfy human economic needs. The second premise is that humans are different from animals to the extent that our existence consists of producing the means to satisfying our primary needs. This is different from animals because we are entering a conscious relation with nature in order to survive. The final premise is that humans, unlike animals, have consciousness. This means that they truly comprehend their situation and feel distress when economic needs are not met. Therefore, humans reflect on their circumstances and compare themselves to others and to society, and are encouraged to act on these needs. 
The first thing that human beings do, says Marx, is produce the material means of their existence. This production is so central to their material well being that the shape of society always coincides with the way they produce. The manner in which this production is carried out determines the system of social relations which tend to arise from it, so much so that it creates the division of society into two distinct classes, one of which is dominant because it presides over the means of production, the other subordinate, because it is subject to the will of those who rule over them.
Materialism and materialist theory of history both lead to Marx’s main theoretical perspective for understanding history and society. There are 3 essential concepts that make up materialist theory of history: means of production, relations of production, and mode of production. Means of production is the material things humans use to produce their economic needs. Relations of production refers to the relations a class of non-owners must enter with a class of owners in order to have access to means of production. These relations of production turn into relations of domination. The mode of production refers to how the way a society produces actually shapes its social relations.

3. Clearly distinguish between: the means of production, the relations of production, the mode of production, and the forces of production. How are they related to each other? – good but needs to be in essay outline format
INTRO
· M + E developed materialism from which Marx developed MToH
· The 3 essential concepts of MToH are: MEP, ROP, MOP
· Along with FOP, these 3 make MToH more understandable.
BODY 1 – MEP:
· Opportunities to use productive forces to produce economic needs
· MEP = physical things humans use to produce economic needs.
· Humans only
· Only one class owns in – causes division in society.
BODY 2 – ROP:
· Economically binds one class to another
· Class of NO compelled to enter into ROP and perform economic maintenance for O
· Creates social inequality
· Able to transform into ROD, become restraints and to be backed up legally
· Different names: slavery, serfdom, wage labour
BODY 3 – MOP FOP:
· How the way a society produces and enter into social relations.
· 4 main MOPS
· MOP = ROP + FOP
· FOP = tools put to work to produce livelihood
· NO + O of MEP enter into ROP -> FOP is how the MEP is used. FOP + ROP = MOP
Conclusion:
· They all come together to form MToH
INTRODUCTION:
· M + E’s concept materialism marks shift from focus on abstract to concrete view of human conditions. 
· M develops this concept to materialist theory of history
· In MToH, M discusses 3 essential concepts: MEP, ROP, MOP.
· Understanding these 3 along with FOP is key.
BODY 1 – MEP
· Every stage of history, humans have opportunities to use “productive forces” (land animals, tools, machines)
· These have been used to produce material means of survival (food shelter, clothing)
· MEP = any physical thing humans use to produce economic needs. 
· All humans in all societies must use MEP to satisfy basic economic needs.
· Only humans are reliant on MEP
· Historically, only once class of people own/control MEP
· ^ leads to division of society into economic classes.
· Division between owners and non-owners = MEP
· Existence of classes implies dominance and subordination.
· Non owners = in able to get access to MEP for purpose of satisfying material needs.
BODY 2 – ROP
· ROP is what economically binds one class to another. 
· Relation = connection between way a society produces and social roles allotted to individuals in production. 
· Roles person assumes in production = social class they are from.
· 2 characteristics of ROP: 
· Class of NO compelled to enter ROP to satisfy economic needs.
· Compelled to perform economic maintenance of class of O 
· ROP -> social inequality. 
· ROP has tendency to direct the way NO use MEP to satisfy economic needs.
· NO = unable to freely produce with MEP since no access to it.
· To understand ROP, necessary to put into context. In feudalism: 
· Feudal lord controls MEP, Peasant = NO. In order for P to put MEP to work and get their needs, they must enter into ROP with landowner
· ROP giver O right over labour of the NO and their agricultural production.
· 3 elements that make ROP key to MToH:
· Ability to be transformed into RODomination.
· Ability to become physical/economic restraints for NO and advantage for O
· Ability to be backed up by coercive sanctions in politics and law.
· ROP appears in many societies with different names: slavery in ancient society, serfdom in feudal and wage labour in capitalist. 
BODY 3 – MOP AND FOP
· MOP = how the way society a produces shapes its social relations.
· Way people produce and enter into social relationships with one another.
· Encompasses total way of life of society, social activities and institutions.
· 4 main MOP = Asiatic, ancient, feudal and modern industrialist/capitalist. 
· MOP is determined by 2 things, FOP and ROP
· FOP = instruments, equipment, land, tools that are put to work for purposes of creating a livelihood
· FOP are used to create MEP.
· O and NO of MEP enter into ROP -> domination and subordination. 
· FOP + ROP = MOP
CONCLUSION
· MEP, ROP, MOP and FOP all come together to play a part in M’s materialist theory of history.
· M is essentially the idea that human beings must produce their economic needs through physical labour. 
· MToH then, states that the way this production is carried out determines the system of social relations that arise out of it. 
· Essentially humans must use MOP to satisfy their needs. This leads to entering into ROP between two classes. The ROP and the FOP together create a MOP.		
4. Compare and contrast Marx’s analysis of feudalism as a mode of production with his analysis of capitalism as a mode of production. – okay, needs to be essay outline format, maybe instead of doing 2 pp describing then one comparing, do one pp comparing, one pp contrasting
INTRO:
· Need to individually analyze both before they can be compared.
Body 1: Feudalism as a MOP:
· Landowners vs serfs. 
· Countryside
· Owner > serf, can legally take some of their produce
Body 2: Capitalism as a MOP:
· Industrialists vs wage labourers.
· Cities
· Owner makes profit by taking the SV of workers.
Body 3: comparison:
· Upper/lower class
· Wealthy class owns MEP
· Forced to perform for the upper class to get basic needs
· F exploits lower class less
· Country vs city
Conclusion:
· All fit the model of a MOP, but capitalism is more exploitive of the lower class.
In order to compare Marx’s analysis of feudalism as a mode of production with his analysis of capitalism as a mode of production, it is necessary to first understand completely Marx’s analysis of both.
In Marx’s analysis of feudalism as a mean of production, the general idea is that while feudalism had it flaws, it wasn’t as immoral as capitalism. This mode of production is categorized by an influential class of people who play the role of landowners. These are the friends and family of the aristocrats, who are given rights to the land on which agriculture can be created. The feudal mode of production begins on the countryside where there is an absence of cities, and abundance of agricultural land. The land owner holds large bodies of land as a means of producing economic necessities. This leads to a system of class relationships in which the landowner watches over the production process and the serf cultivator who produces the physical labour. The serf is subordinated under the land owner by labour obligations such as the corvee right, which allows the landowner to force unpaid labour, to take the serf’s agricultural production and to impose levies, dues and taxes. Furthermore, the serfs are dependant of the landowner for their economic livelihood. Overall in the feudal mode of production, the means of production (agricultural land) is concentrated in one class, the landowners, and relations of dominance and subordination emerge between the landowners and the serfs.
As feudalism went out of style, capitalism filled its place as the new mode of production. Capitalism as a mode of production starts off in the cities. It is categorized by a class system of: the capitalists, who have private ownership of the means of production, and the wage labourers who sell their labour for money. Essentially as feudalism dissolved, the means of production shifted from agricultural land holding to a factory. Serfs were forcibly removed from the land and therefore were compelled to become wage labourers and sell their labour to receive material needs of food, shelter and clothing. In a capitalist mode of production, there is a lot of private property, a developed class system of labourer and capitalist, and a division of labour with trades and commercial activity. Capitalists get their wealth from the wage labourers who perform surplus labour and create surplus value that they are compensated for. Overall, in the capitalist mode of production, the means of production (industrial factories) is concentrated in the capitalist class, and relations of dominance and subordination emerge between the factory owners and wage labourers.
Now that Marx’s analysis on capitalism and feudalism as modes of production are completed, similarities and differences can be picked out. In terms of similarities, first off, they both are categorized by a class system in which a wealthy or powerful class dominates the lower class. Secondly, in both scenarios, the wealthy class is the one who owns the means of production. Thirdly, in both modes of production, the subordinated class is obligated to perform for the economic well-being of the dominant class, and in turn they receive their basic material needs. In terms of differences, the primary difference is that in feudalism the upper class seems to exploit the lower class less. While the landowner does take the serfs agricultural produce without payment, the serf has the opportunity to directly earn their material needs. On the other hand, in capitalism, the wage labourer will make what the factory owner wants, and is left with a very little amount with which to receive their material needs. Another smaller difference is that feudalism takes place in the country while capitalism takes place in the cities. 
Overall while feudalism and capitalism have similar class systems, ownership of means of production and, relations of production, capitalism is far more exploitive of its lower class. 
5. Outline and discuss Marx’s theory of value and his theory of surplus value. What are the implications of these theories for the analysis of society? – one of the top ones, make into essay format, make stronger intro/conc
INTRO:
· Discusses them in critique of capitalism
· Political economists view of capitalism
· M’s critique of it and how that led to theories.
BODY 1:
· Commodities
· Use value
· Exchange value
· Commodity fetishism
· ^transformation of social relations
BODY 2:
· Answer to what makes a Commodity valueable
· Value is not intrinsic
· Value originates in social relations – it is relative to another commodity – relative value
· EV is a social framework, didn’t exist in natural economies. Only comes in relation to another products value and becomes dominant over UV
BODY 3:
· SV = SL
· In all MOP SL is taken from workers
· In CAP it is different: there is NL and SL
· Worker thinks they are getting paid but really they’re only getting NL and CAP takes SL
CONC:
· ToV – V is not inherent, it is determined in relation to another CO
· EV is a creation of exchange economies, when introduced took over UV
· Led to COF.
· EV also leads to abstract labour which becomes a CO
· Leads to ToSV – CAP buys labour CO and overworks it
· All MOP have SL but CAP has SV
INTRO
· M discusses ToV and ToSV primarily in his analysis and critique of capitalism, “Capital”.
· Political Economists believed C = market economy which brought together money, commodities, labour and industrial production.
· M criticized these views in the following ways:
· Only Money + commodities do not equal C. M+Co transformed into a system of social relations based on division of social classes.
· C is not a system of fixed eternal laws, rather it came into being at a stage of historical development, therefore = historical phenomenon.
· System of social inequality based on dominance of one class over another.
· M’s analysis of C led to his development of ToV and SV. 
· By discussing the ToV and ToSV as well as the concepts seen in it, one can see M’s overall analysis of capitalist society.
BODY 1 – CONCEPTS 
· 3 concepts to understand before discussing theories: commodities, distinction between use and exchange and commodity fetishism.
· Commodity = thing whose qualities are capable of satisfying human needs.
· Use value of a CO = quality a CO has to satisfy a unique and non-interchangeable human need (UV coat = warmth)
· EV of a CO = dominant in capitalist societies. = ability of CO to have values quantitatively expressed in relation to the value of another CO
· CO Fetishism – F = act of assigning powers to material objects to point where power is believed to reside in object. 
· CO only have UV and therefore COF occurs when CO are assigned powers beyond use values, which happens when value of CO is believed to be part of its nature (Gucci belt vs a belt – same but prestige).  
· COF leads to transformation of social relations from being between person, to between things in CAP
BODY 2 – ToV
· Much of M’s work = an analysis, critique and response to his contemporaries work
· ToV = answer to “what makes a commodity valuable”
· AS and DR believe that value = substance found in CO created by human labour during production process.
· M believed CO has a UV but in C, EV prevails. 
· M believes the idea that EV was part of the CO is impossible. 
· M’s response – V originates in system of social relations.
· V = expression of something else in relation to which it has value
· ^ called Relative value, as no CO can have V in isolation, V of any CO is expressed in relation to another. 
· Since no CO is valuable in itself, EV must belong to a social framework, rather than existing in the CO itself.
· M’s proof was that EV came into existence during development of economies of exchange and did not exist in natural economies.
· EV emerge only at moment when value of one CO is brought into a relation of exchange with another, and EV becomes the dominant form of value over UV.
BODY 3 – ToSV
· Deriving from ToV, M discusses ToSV
· SV = concept M used to identify form of value created by SL of worker.
· In all MOP, productive relations are formed in a way to extract SL from workers. 
· In ancient societies, slaves compelled to perform SL for bare necessities.
· In feudal societies, serfs compelled by corvee rights to perform free unpaid labour.
· SL goes to those who own MEP, and it is through SL that ruling class receives wealth.
· SV however is specific to C societies. To explain this, M makes distinction between necessary labour and surplus labour.
· NL = part of work day worker takes to produce in wages cost of their maintenance.
· SL = part of day worker expends labour power but creates no value for self
· SL adds value to product -> only provides benefit to capitalist.
· While worker works all day, only part of their wages go to worker.
· SV = the SL created by the worker and like other societies that they are unpaid for. There is a slight deception here because the workers believe they are getting paid for all their work.
CONCLUSION
· M ToV = value of CO is not inherent, it is det. thru its relative value to another CO.
· Since EV are also not inherent, it must be a creation of society and must have come into existence during development of exchange economies (particularly CAP)
· EV then emerge when a CO is brought in relation to another, and comes to dominate its UV.
· Leads to COF – stage in CAP society where dominance of CO and EV reached its most powerful manifestation.
· Because EV don’t take into consideration different kinds of qualitative labour, labour becomes abstract labour, which itself becomes a CO subject to exchange.
· Leads to M ToSV. 
· Cap makes profit by finding CO that are able to create more value than their price. 
· M argues only CO capable is human labour. 
· CAP buys labour power -> overuse it -> create SV. CAP takes SV while leaving worker with less than deserved.
· All MOP have SL which owners forcefully take, however CAP is only one in which SL is taken without labourers knowing.
6. [bookmark: _GoBack]What is an ideology? Marx said that “The ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the ruling ideas.” Why? – too short, look at glossary to add meat. Make into essay outline.
INTRO:
· 
An ideology is a system of attitudes, conceptions, ideas and beliefs that justify existing social inequalities originating in the class system of society. Marx wanted to show that there was a clear link between beliefs and economic activity. He believes that ideologies originate from economic activity. He believes that the shape of society coincides with the way individuals produce because the first act of individuals is always economic. Therefore the system of social relations always reflects the social relations of production. Additionally, on top of the economic foundation of society, there is a legal and political superstructure tied to it. From this, Marx concludes two things: first that economic production shapes social relations and therefore the structure of society. Secondly, that economic production gives rise to a system of ideas and beliefs which in turn represent the productive relations of society. 
When Marx says that “The ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the ruling ideas”, he means that the ideas that are prevalent are created by the ruling class. Essentially he explains that those who control the means of material production also control the means of mental production and therefore their ideas become dominant. His belief of this lies in his explanation of how ideology alters an individual’s internal perception of the outer world. He believed that we don’t perceive reality directly but rather through prevailing ideas and conceptions of the dominant class. These prevailing ideas distort our view of reality. The reason we perceive reality upside down is because the dominant ideas always reflect the dominant material relationships (relationships that cause divide between the two classes) and this happens when the ideas reflect only the wills and interest of the dominant class. 

7. Outline and discuss Marx’s theory of alienation. How is his theory of alienation related to other aspects of his theory? – good, needs intro and conc, make into essay outline format.
INTRO:
· Alienation used to be state of disruption and change taking place in society
· Alienation now defined as overall separation from society and others.
INTRO
· In order to discuss M’s ToA, it is important to discuss what alienation is and how he came about this theory.
· AL originally described a state of disruption and change taking place in the system of social relations as a result of the development of modern society.
· It has evolved to refer to overall separation of the individual from society and from others.
· M’s ToA comes out of Hegel’s
· H used the word estrangement to outline a framework for the development of human consciousness.
· H put forth idea that humans strive of self-realization (actualization), but constantly encounter obstacles (oppositions) acting against them. 
· Oppositions negate the individual by shutting out their existence.
· H recognized humans can experience their activity as something external to them, something not human – i.e alienation.
BODY 1 – THEORY OF ALIENATION	
· M developed his ToA in response to Hegel’s.
· He conveyed 2 ideas about alienation:
· Humans make society and at some point, society is a natural extension/relection of them.
· As modern society develops, humans feel that society is not their making, it no longer reflects them, rather it is alien and stands against them.
· M’s ToA is that society stems from humans and ends up being something external. 
· In terms of human nature, M believed the intrinsic nature of humans throughout history is their labouring activity. 
· Labour defines humans in 3 ways:
· Through it, individuals exert control over nature and natural obstacles -> feel active rather than passive in history
· It produces material necessities (food, shelter, clothing)
· Through it, humans control their circumstances and feel confirmed in their activity.
· Labouring activity connects human beings to existence in 3 ways:
· Connects them to nature because they are reliant on MEP to fulfill economic and survival needs
· Connects them to means of self-affirmation by helping them gain control over nature and obtain well-being.
· Connects them to the product of their labour by giving it a use value which is used as a means of existence.
· AL breaks the essential connection that humans have to the self-defining aspect of their labour activity.
B2 – ALIENATION FROM PRODUCT OF LABOUR

According to Marx’s theory of alienation, there are 4 types of alienation: (i) alienation from the product of labour; (ii) alienation from productive activity; (iii) alienation from the human species and (iv) alienation from fellow human beings. The first type of alienation occurs from the individual’s relation to the product of their labour. This occurs when humans become separated from the things they produce. This type of alienation doesn’t occur in feudal societies because what the labourer produces there belongs to them directly and they consume it to satisfy their immediate economic needs. The product directly satisfies them and sustains their life. In capitalism however, what a labourer produces enters into a market. What they produce no longer belongs to them, it belongs to the capitalist. Since the means of production is concentrated in the capitalist class, both the object of labour and the labour itself confront the worker as something not of their own, rather something alien. This alienation leads to an altered relation to the natural and physical world. Because the means of production is privately owned, they now stand against the worker as an alien object. As exchange of products become the dominant social relation, product alienation rises, as the worker cannot directly use the product they produce to sustain them. Product alienation leads to alienation from self, as their products don’t belong to them or reflect them.
B3 - ALIENATION FROM PRODCUTIVE ACTIVITY
The second form of alienation is from one’s own productive activity. In this type, humans lose ownership of their own labour power since they are required to sell their labour to the capitalist. They are no longer able to dispose of their labour as they see fit. This type of alienation alters the individual’s relationship to themselves and their own powers as the worker only feels human when away from work. Essentially “what is animal becomes human, and what is human becomes animal.” There are 3 specific senses in which this occurs: firstly, workers only feel free (human) in those functions that they share with animals (eating, drinking, sleeping, procreating), since it is these functions they do alone and unsupervised. In their true human functions, they feel themselves to be like animals because of the lack of freedom. Secondly, though functions such as eating, sleeping, drinking and procreating are human functions, they become restricted to animal functions once they are separated from functions that serve human ends only. Finally, since humans define themselves through productive activity (labouring), the alienation of this activity breaks the link between the worker and the self defining nature of their own activity.
B4 – ALIENATION FROM RELATION TO HUMANS
The third type of alienation is of the worker from their relation to humans. Marx believes that humans live in an active relation to the natural world and thus are different from other species. The key difference between humans and animals according to Marx is that animal’s only have a physical being while we have a conscious being. Humans break the connection with its own species when labouring turns into a physical act – rather than consciously labouring in order to create means of production, humans now labour only physically. According to Marx, individual’s relationship to nature differs from animals in three aspects: first that animals live directly off natural material and don’t create use values by production, while humans labour upon it to make it useable. Secondly, humans have conscious life activity (in which they reflect upon themselves, their lives, and their powers), which contrasts to animals who only have physical life activity. Finally, animals only produce to satisfy their direct physical needs, while humans create an objective world by their social action. This leads to producing social institutions and creation of social history.
B5 – ALIENATION FROM FELLOW HUMANS
The final type of alienation Marx proposed in his theory was alienation from fellow human beings. This comes forth when the aim of social life is competition and all social relations are transformed into economic relationships. This occurs in two aspects: firstly when individuals are isolated from one another and pursue their private interests for personal gain, they enter into competition with one another. While humans were once collective beings, this leads to them being individual. The second aspect in which it occurs is when society makes another class the only benefactor of the product of their labour.
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