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Abstract  

Money, throughout human history, was invented as a medium to simplify exchange and break the 

limitations of barter. From its initial equivalents like salt, seashells, and precious metals, to paper 

money and today's digital currencies, money has become a versatile tool, helping people coordinate 

economic and social activities on a large scale. With its ability to abstract value and facilitate wealth 

accumulation, money is considered a crucial turning point in social evolution. However, when 

placed at the center of social life, money gradually transcends its role as a means to become a 

powerful entity, dominating the perceptions, behaviors, and structures of human communities. 

Money, originally designed to serve humanity, now becomes the ultimate standard for valuing 

everything, overshadowing moral, aesthetic, and humanistic norms. Society no longer measures 

success by intrinsic qualities or contributions to the community, but by bank balances and 

ostentatious spending habits. 

Keywords: Money as a medium of exchange; Money and personal freedom; Money and the 

alienation of the community; Ownership, consumption, and power; Deconstruction of the monetary 

system. 

1. Money as a medium of exchange 
In the world of technocratism and financial globalization, money 

has transformed from a medium of exchange into a powerful entity 

hidden within digital systems. Automated trading algorithms, 

artificial intelligence in financial analysis, and cryptocurrencies 

have increased the abstraction and speed of money's circulation. 

Money no longer exists as physical coins or paper, but as a stream 

of data flowing through servers around the world. This 

dematerialization simultaneously opens up financial access 

opportunities for millions who have never owned a bank account 

and creates an ever-widening gap between those who control the 

flow of money and the vast majority of the population who become 

"users" controlled by the system. 

From a dialectical philosophical perspective, money embodies both 

a liberating and a dehumanizing aspect. On the positive side, 

money helps people overcome the constraints of direct exchange, 

opening up space for accumulation, creativity, and cooperation on 

a scale unimaginable to primitive societies. It facilitates complex 

economic activities, fuels large-scale human projects, and enables 

cross-border knowledge exchange. On the negative side, when 

money is worshipped as the ultimate goal, it erodes spiritual 

values, transforming people into tools for production and 

consumption, where all relationships are filtered through the lens 

of profit. 

In modern consumer society, this alienation becomes even more 

profound. People not only earn money to meet basic living needs, 

but also to define their self-worth. Values such as happiness, love, 

and honor – once considered intrinsic entities – are now easily 

quantified, priced, and traded. Personal success is measured by 

owning luxury goods and elaborately staged experiences shared on 

social media, where likes become a new form of social currency. 

How can we redefine the relationship between people and money 

in this context? The answer lies not in denying the role of money, 

but in restoring the understanding that money is merely a means, 

not the ultimate goal. Realistic human philosophy emphasizes that 

only by placing money back in its proper place – as a tool to 

support holistic development – can people liberate themselves from 

its enslavement. This requires a profound critique, where 

individuals and communities re-establish value systems based on 

freedom, creativity, and dignity, rather than simply chasing 

numbers and rankings. 
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In the technocratic world, money is becoming increasingly abstract 

and powerful as it is digitized into intangible data streams. 

Cryptocurrencies, credit cards, digital wallets, and automated 

payment methods have increased the speed of money circulation, 

transforming it into a global flow. A tap of a screen can transfer 

enormous sums of money from one continent to another, making 

transactions incredibly convenient. However, this very 

convenience and speed blurs the concrete links between labor, 

value, and products. Money is no longer perceived as physical 

coins or paper that we can hold and count, but exists as cold 

numbers on the screen of a smart device. It becomes a non-

personal, elusive entity, yet it deeply permeates and governs every 

dimension of human life. 

This dematerialization not only changes how people use money, 

but also redefines the relationship between people and financial 

systems. In the digital space, every transaction, every consumption 

behavior leaves a data trail, which algorithms analyze and exploit 

to optimize profits. People think they are freely consuming and 

managing their personal finances, but in reality, they are becoming 

invisible "data laborers," providing their information and behavior 

to technology and financial corporations to maximize the flow of 

money. In that environment, people's relationship with money 

increasingly loses its intuitive nature, leading to profound 

alienation as labor and life values are reduced to emotionless 

numbers. 

Money, as a medium of exchange, contains both the potential for 

liberation and the risk of alienation. On the positive side, money 

helps people break free from material barriers, disrupt dependence 

on direct exchange, and open up possibilities for cooperation and 

development on an unprecedented scale. Modern financial systems, 

if designed and operated transparently, can become a driving force 

for efficient resource allocation, supporting innovation and 

improving the quality of life. Money, with its ability to accumulate 

and circulate, was once a crucial tool that helped humankind build 

structures, educational systems, healthcare, and scientific 

advancements beyond the imagination of pre-modern societies. 

However, the negative aspects are equally evident. When the 

means are confused with the ends, money can reverse course and 

control people, turning them into cogs in a vast financial and 

technological machine. In this context, the value of an individual's 

life is reduced to the ability to consume, own, and accumulate. 

Values that are inherently human – love, compassion, creativity – 

are only valued if they can be quantified in terms of profit or 

expressed through material standards. Dependence on technocratic 

financial systems erodes freedom and transforms people into 

entities controlled by algorithms and data streams, where every 

choice is suggested and optimized to serve the goal of maximizing 

profit. 

The question is: How can we reaffirm the instrumental role of 

money, preventing it from becoming an ultimate end and a 

shackles that binds people? Answering this question requires not 

only reforms at the socio-economic level, but also a profound 

awakening at the level of awareness. People need to learn how to 

shape financial systems so that they serve the real needs of life, 

instead of being caught in the endless cycle of accumulation and 

consumption. 

Reaffirming the instrumental role of money means placing it in its 

proper position as a tool to support the holistic development of the 

individual. This is not a call to abandon money or deny financial 

progress, but rather a reminder of priorities in the value system. 

Money must serve freedom, creativity, and community cohesion, 

rather than becoming the sole measure of success and dignity. Only 

then can new financial and digital systems be redesigned to 

encourage equitable distribution, protect human dignity, and 

unleash the inherent creative potential of each individual. 

Realistic human philosophy emphasizes that liberation from the 

cycle of money requires not only action at the policy level, but first 

and foremost a spiritual revolution where people dare to confront 

their dependence, thereby recreating their relationship with this 

means. Only when people recognize that money is merely a tool, 

not an end, can they escape alienation and restore their ability to 

live as free, creative subjects in a technocratic world. 

2. Money and personal freedom 
Money has long been considered a tool to support personal 

freedom, helping people expand their choices, satisfy their needs, 

and assert themselves in the material world. In modern society, 

money seems to have become a prerequisite for an individual to 

exercise basic freedoms: movement, education, creativity, 

communication, and participation in social life. From a superficial 

perspective, it is easy to see that money provides capabilities that 

are difficult to achieve without it. An individual with sufficient 

financial resources can access high-quality education, modern 

healthcare, unique cultural experiences, and cutting-edge 

technologies. In this context, money also allows people to reduce 

their dependence on others, increase their autonomy, and control 

their own lives. In a consumer society, wealth is often equated with 

freedom: freedom of movement, freedom of consumption, freedom 

to choose their lifestyle and personal image. 

However, behind this seemingly ideal picture lie profound 

paradoxes. When money transcends its role as a means to an end 

and becomes a measure of human value, it not only supports but 

also restricts freedom in subtle and invisible ways. The wealth gap 

in modern society leads to a form of unequal freedom: the freedom 

of a select few is built upon the restricted freedom of the majority. 

Individuals with limited financial resources are easily excluded 

from spaces of power. While theoretically promised freedom, in 

reality, that freedom becomes abstract and almost impossible to 

exercise when confined within harsh material conditions. A person 

lacking money cannot easily choose a safe place to live, a quality 

school for their children, or even time for rest and self-care. They 

become victims of the material limitations that consumer society is 

designed to reinforce. 

In the technocratic world, the relationship between money and 

freedom becomes increasingly complex and obscured by the glitz 

and glamour of technology. Digital platforms, while offering "free" 
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services, exploit users' personal data to maximize profits. Users, 

believing they are enjoying freedom in the digital world, are in fact 

becoming products whose consumption behavior is tracked, 

analyzed, and manipulated. Recommendation algorithms and 

sophisticated marketing campaigns shape what people "want," 

narrowing the range of choices to a pre-designed space. Money, 

once considered a means to expand choices, now in turn shapes 

those choices, diminishing true freedom. 

From a dialectical perspective, money inherently contains a 

contradiction: it is both a necessary condition for people to escape 

dependence and achieve a certain degree of autonomy, and it can 

also become a controlling force that distorts free will. When money 

is placed in its proper position as a means, it supports people in 

building a rich life, expanding knowledge, and creating 

opportunities for diverse choices. But when the means are mistaken 

for the end, money reverses and controls what people consider 

freedom, turning freedom into a commodity that only those with 

sufficient financial means can afford. 

Another paradox arises when society glorifies individual liberty 

linked to consumption. Liberty is defined not as the ability to 

determine one's own life based on intrinsic values, but as the right 

to access goods and services provided by the market. In that 

system, those with less money are limited to a minimal range of 

choices, while the wealthy are empowered to shape not only their 

own lives but also influence the lives of others. Liberty becomes a 

privilege, not a universal right as Enlightenment ideals envisioned. 

The question is: how can we reaffirm the instrumental role of 

money, preventing it from becoming a determining factor and a 

constraint on human freedom? The answer lies not in denying 

money or the conveniences it offers, but in developing a profound 

critical consciousness. People need to identify the ways in which 

money limits freedom, thereby reshaping the financial and social 

systems to serve the real needs of life, instead of drawing 

individuals into a cycle of accumulation and consumption. 

Realistic human philosophy emphasizes that true freedom does not 

come solely from possessing wealth, but from the ability to 

proactively define one's own needs and transcend the invisible 

control of financial and technological structures. 

Only when money is placed in its proper role as a means, and 

social spaces are reshaped where people can access basic needs 

without being constrained by financial conditions, can humanity 

restore its capacity for free choice. At that point, money will 

become a tool to support freedom, rather than an invisible force 

determining every dimension of existence. 

From a philosophical perspective, freedom is not merely the ability 

to do what one wants, but also the capacity to perceive and shape 

the conditions under which one makes choices. A free person is not 

someone with unlimited consumption options or opportunities for 

enjoyment, but rather someone capable of understanding and 

influencing the structures that govern their choices. In modern 

society, where money has become the central axis of all economic, 

cultural, and social activities, the relationship between money and 

freedom becomes extremely complex. Money is lauded as a tool to 

support freedom: it opens access to education, healthcare, art, 

travel, and countless other experiences that are difficult for people 

to achieve without it. However, if an individual is caught in an 

endless cycle of earning and consuming money, their freedom 

becomes merely an illusion – a passive response to social and 

economic pressures, rather than an active state of life creation. 

In the context of technocratism and financial globalization, money 

has become a universal energy driving all systems. Digital 

platforms, from social media to shopping apps, transform 

consumer freedom into a supreme form of freedom. The more 

money a person has, the more welcome they are to luxurious 

spaces, access to more "exclusive" services, and enjoy a kind of 

freedom that most of humanity will never attain. Conversely, those 

lacking financial resources, while theoretically granted the same 

freedoms as everyone else, are in reality confined within material 

limitations, forced to choose between the bare minimum for 

survival. This wealth disparity gives rise to a form of stratified 

freedom, where one person's freedom is built upon the reduction 

and restriction of another's. 

From a dialectical perspective, money is both a support and a 

constraint on freedom. On the positive side, money helps people 

overcome material barriers, escape dependence on direct 

exchanges, open up new avenues of action, and increase their 

choices. A financially secure individual can decide where to live, 

their profession, how to educate their children, and even their 

personal creative space without being compelled to submit to the 

urgent demands of survival. However, the negative side is that 

when money transcends its role as a means to an end, it enslaves 

people. At that point, every action, dream, and relationship is 

viewed through the lens of money. Freedom then ceases to be an 

inherent ability and becomes a commodity: something that can be 

bought, sold, exchanged, and determined by those who possess 

more wealth. 

In the technocratic world, this relationship becomes even more 

sophisticated. Digital financial systems, with their ability to collect 

and analyze user data, not only track but also shape consumer 

behavior. Social media recommendation algorithms, targeted 

advertising, and strategies of artificial scarcity constantly stimulate 

demand, making it difficult for people to distinguish between what 

they truly need and what the system wants them to need. Freedom 

of choice – considered the soul of modern society – is manipulated 

by profit-optimizing mechanisms, undermining critical thinking 

and plunging people into a state of passive consumption. 

The question is: how can money be restored to its rightful role as a 

means of freedom, rather than becoming the standard by which it is 

determined? The answer requires a profound critique of economic, 

social, and cultural systems. People need to identify the ways in 

which money limits freedom, not only at the individual level but 

also at the community and global levels. Social structures need to 

be restructured so that human value is not reduced to the ability to 

accumulate wealth, but is measured by the ability to live a creative, 

connected, and meaningful life. 
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Realistic human philosophy emphasizes that true freedom cannot 

exist if individuals are merely cogs in the machine of production 

and consumption. To restore freedom, it is necessary to redefine 

needs and values, break free from lifestyles driven by money, and 

learn to view it as a tool, rather than an end in itself. Only then can 

individual freedom be restored as a capacity for creative living, 

transcending the invisible constraints of money and technocratic 

systems. 

3. Money and the Corruption of the 

Community 
Money not only impacts individual lives but also shapes the 

structure and dynamics of entire communities. In modern society, 

where money is considered the ultimate measure of value, 

community relationships – built on connection, trust, and sharing – 

are gradually being replaced by cold, calculated economic 

relationships. Community alienation occurs when money 

permeates every aspect of life, transforming values that cannot be 

converted into commodities into things that can be bought, sold, 

exchanged, and priced. Analyzing this phenomenon from a 

philosophical, dialectical, and liberal perspective helps us identify 

the inherent contradictions of a consumer society and reveals the 

possibility of rebuilding a humane community within a 

technocratic world. 

In traditional societies, community is sustained by direct, human 

relationships. Family, village, friends, and non-market social 

institutions serve as supportive structures for individuals, helping 

them find meaning and a sense of belonging. Values such as trust, 

compassion, honor, and duty are core to community cohesion. 

Money, while existing as a medium of exchange, typically plays 

only a supporting role in coordinating material activities without 

encroaching on the spiritual, moral, and symbolic dimensions that 

give life to the community. 

However, with the rise of consumerism and financial globalization, 

money has transcended its role as a means to an end, becoming a 

dominant force shaping community relationships. As everything – 

from education, healthcare, and culture to personal relationships – 

becomes marketized, communities lose their natural character and 

transform into networks of individuals pursuing their own self-

interest. In this context, each community member is no longer seen 

primarily as a unique individual, but as a transactional object, 

where their value is measured by their economic contribution, 

consumption level, or appeal in digital spaces. 

The intrusion of money into social relationships has also led to the 

"calculation" of emotions and obligations. Actions that once 

stemmed from voluntarism and compassion, such as helping each 

other, caring for the elderly, or supporting those in need, are now 

easily replaced by paid services. People hire caregivers for their 

elderly parents, hire people to organize parties to express affection, 

and even buy likes and shares to reinforce their virtual social value. 

This calculation gradually erodes the humanity in relationships, 

turning the community into a space for exchanging benefits instead 

of a place where people meet as free and creative individuals. 

From a dialectical perspective, the relationship between money and 

community contains both the risk of alienation and the potential for 

liberation. On the one hand, money has the potential to weaken 

traditional community connections and distort spiritual values 

when everything is quantified and converted. On the other hand, if 

placed in the right context, money can also become a means of 

strengthening community: it helps people mobilize resources, build 

networks of mutual support, and develop new forms of cooperation 

that transcend geographical and traditional boundaries. 

In the technocratic world, technology and digital financial systems 

play a dual role in this process. On the one hand, they foster a 

deeper commercialization of social relationships; on the other 

hand, they open up the possibility of connecting and organizing 

new communities – from local self-governing groups to global 

movements for justice and human rights. However, to prevent this 

liberating potential from being assimilated into the profit-

optimizing logic of technology corporations, people need to 

develop a reflective awareness of how money and technology 

shape community relationships. 

The question is: how can we rebuild a humane community in a 

world dominated by money? The answer lies not in completely 

denying the role of money, but in redefining it as a means to serve 

human development, rather than allowing it to become the ultimate 

measure of value. Economic and technological systems need to be 

redesigned to place human values at the center, encouraging forms 

of sharing, cooperation, and mutual support instead of competition 

and solitary accumulation. Only then can the community return to 

being a vibrant living space, where people are not reduced to 

economic tools, but are recognized and valued as free, creative, and 

compassionate individuals. 

The consequence of this process is the alienation of communities – 

a silent but widespread phenomenon that erodes the humanistic 

foundations that once bound people together. As social 

relationships become increasingly driven by profit, qualities such 

as compassion, sacrifice, and mutual support weaken, giving way 

to cold, calculating actions. Charitable activities, which originated 

from humanistic values and a sense of responsibility to the 

community, are now easily transformed into tools for brand 

promotion, tax optimization, or personal image enhancement. Even 

in close relationships, market logic permeates how people evaluate 

and interact with each other: love is industrialized through online 

dating services, where algorithms "match" based on data and 

benefits; friendship is measured by the number of likes, shares, and 

comments on social media. 

This transformation not only changes the form of relationships, but 

also their depth and quality. In cyberspace, people can easily 

connect with thousands of others around the world, but these 

connections are often superficial and lack genuine engagement. 

Virtual communities are organized around short-term interests or 

benefits, while fundamental values – patience, tolerance, the ability 

to listen and share – are gradually losing their place. When 

everything can be given a monetary value, the intangible aspects of 
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life – such as trust, loyalty, or genuine emotions – are also at risk 

of being devalued. 

From a dialectical perspective, money is both a cause of alienation 

and a potential liberator. On the negative side, it can divide 

communities into increasingly widening social strata of rich and 

poor, creating isolated living spaces where the less fortunate are 

marginalized. Luxurious residential areas with strict security 

systems stand in stark contrast to crowded slums; high-quality 

healthcare, education, and cultural services become the privilege of 

the affluent, while the majority of the community struggles to find 

even the most basic necessities. This polarization is not only an 

economic issue but also a moral and humanitarian one, as the 

community loses its capacity for tolerance and compassion towards 

its vulnerable members. 

On the other hand, money can also become a means of supporting 

community recovery if it is used in the right way. When used to 

build social infrastructure – from education, healthcare, and 

transportation systems to community welfare programs – it 

facilitates access to development opportunities, helps reduce 

inequality, and rebuilds relationships. Sharing economy models, 

cooperatives, and community-based initiatives have demonstrated 

that money, when separated from the logic of maximizing profit 

and focused on shared values, can become a tool to foster 

creativity, solidarity, and trust among people. 

How can we prevent the alienation of communities in a world 

dominated by money? The answer lies not in completely denying 

the role of money, but in restructuring social systems so that 

human values – instead of profit – become the foundation of 

community relations. This requires change from many sides: 

technological designs need to respect the diversity and depth of 

human relationships, instead of just optimizing interaction time for 

profit; social policies need to be oriented towards narrowing the 

gap between rich and poor and strengthening shared spaces where 

people can meet and cooperate on an equal footing. 

Above all, this requires an awakening at the individual level: 

people need to reaffirm their presence in the community as free, 

creative, and interconnected subjects, rather than as "consumer 

units" driven by algorithms and market strategies. Only then can 

the community be restored as a space of trust, where money serves 

only as a tool, not a dominant force. 

4. Ownership, Consumption, and Power 
Throughout social history, property rights have always been a core 

issue, intertwined with concepts of freedom, status, and power. It is 

not merely a legal or economic matter, but also possesses profound 

symbolic significance, shaping how individuals exist and interact 

within communities. As money became central to economic and 

social systems, property rights and consumer behavior transcended 

the individual sphere to take on a broader dimension of power, 

impacting not only the lives of individuals but also restructuring 

the entire social order. Analyzing this relationship from a 

philosophical – dialectical – liberal lens helps us better understand 

the mechanisms of the technocratic world and the potential for 

liberating humanity from its vortex. 

In its traditional sense, ownership is linked to the right to control 

and use property. It was once seen as a condition for an individual 

to assert independence and autonomy in the material world. In 

feudal societies, land ownership was synonymous with political 

power and the ability to influence the lives of thousands of people. 

In capitalism, ownership of the means of production became a key 

factor determining a person's position in the economic and social 

order. But in the age of consumption and technocratization, 

ownership has expanded to include intangible assets: brands, data, 

personal information, and digital products. A social media account 

with millions of followers, an investment portfolio in technology 

companies, or a large data repository can become the foundation 

for the formation of new forms of power. 

Consumption, originally an activity aimed at satisfying basic 

material needs, has been industrialized and elevated to a tool for 

expressing power. In the technocratic world, consumption is no 

longer just a way to satisfy deficiencies, but has become a means 

of building personal image, asserting social status, and 

participating in invisible power structures. Brands today not only 

sell products, but also provide symbols and lifestyles that allow 

consumers to feel they belong to a certain class, community, or 

value system. Owning a high-end smartphone, wearing a famous 

fashion brand, or vacationing in luxurious locations not only 

reflects financial capability, but is also interpreted by society as a 

sign of success, dynamism, and even prestige. 

However, behind that glamorous facade lie profound contradictions 

and paradoxes. Ownership and consumption, while offering some a 

sense of freedom and power, also reflect growing inequality. When 

wealth and consumption are concentrated in the hands of a few, 

power is correspondingly concentrated, leading to a widening gap 

between rich and poor and the formation of socio-economic 

"untouchable zones." Those unable to own or consume according 

to the norms imposed by a technocratic society are easily 

marginalized, excluded from collective decision-making, and even 

become "invisible" in the social landscape. 

Furthermore, consumption in the technocratic age is driven not 

only by genuine needs, but also by sophisticated marketing 

strategies and personalized algorithms. Digital platforms and social 

networks constantly analyze user behavior data to suggest 

products, services, and content, creating a loop where individual 

desires are designed and exploited. In this context, freedom of 

choice – considered the foundation of consumption – is distorted, 

transforming into a form of artificial freedom where choices are 

essentially predetermined. 

From a dialectical perspective, ownership and consumption are 

both tools supporting freedom and harbor the potential for 

profound alienation. On the positive side, they can help individuals 

assert their individuality, expand their scope of action, and access 

resources that support development. On the negative side, when 

ownership and consumption become end-in-the-box, people easily 

become tools to maintain and expand financial and technological 
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systems. They no longer live to create and connect, but are drawn 

into a cycle of work, consumption, and accumulation to maintain 

their position in a social order defined by money. 

How can we redefine the relationship between ownership, 

consumption, and power in a more humane way? The answer 

requires a profound reflection on contemporary economic and 

cultural systems. People need to learn to put money and ownership 

back in their proper place: as tools to support free and creative 

development, rather than as absolute standards for valuing 

individuals and communities. Only then can ownership and 

consumption become the foundation for a just society, where 

individual freedom is not constrained by the invisible limitations of 

the technocratic world. 

In the digital age, ownership is becoming more complex and 

ambiguous than ever before. It's no longer limited to tangible assets 

like land, houses, or vehicles; ownership has expanded to 

intangible assets such as data, information, and even social 

relationships mediated through technology. Digital platforms 

cleverly seize control of personal data, consumer behavior, and 

online interactions, leading users to believe they are the true 

owners of their accounts, content, and information. However, the 

reality is that the power behind these platforms is so great that they 

can arbitrarily decide how to store, use, or delete user data, leaving 

individuals vulnerable to the invisible mechanisms of the 

technocratic world. 

In this context, ownership is no longer simply a legal or economic 

issue, but has become a form of soft power, pervasive and 

sophisticated, extending to the ability to shape people's perceptions 

and consciousness. When tech giants control the information and 

data infrastructure of billions of people, they not only coordinate 

the flow of digital resources but can also influence how people 

think, choose, and act. This is a new form of power, far beyond 

traditional ownership of physical assets, highlighting the question: 

Who truly is the subject in the digital world? 

From a dialectical perspective, ownership and consumption both 

contain the potential for liberation and the hidden dangers of subtle 

enslavement. On the positive side, ownership, if properly 

positioned, can grant people autonomy, ensure basic needs are met, 

and open up space for creativity and innovation. Owning a house 

or the right to use a piece of land can provide people with a sense 

of security and freedom from life's risks. Similarly, consumption, if 

not driven by artificial needs, can be a means of nurturing identity, 

experiencing cultural values, and maintaining social connections. 

However, the negative aspects are equally profound and worrying. 

When ownership and consumption are elevated to the ultimate 

goal, people easily become assimilated into the operating 

mechanisms of the economic and technological system. They no 

longer own goods or services to serve their lives; instead, these 

things begin to define their value, status, and existence in society. 

People consume not to satisfy real needs, but to maintain an image, 

a personal brand in the digital space where every interaction is 

measured, ranked, and optimized. In this process, people, from 

being free subjects, become tools serving the strategies of 

corporations and algorithms, gradually losing their autonomy and 

critical thinking abilities. 

Inequality in ownership and consumption further exacerbates deep 

social stratification. A few individuals and organizations hold the 

majority of assets, both material and intangible, while the vast 

majority struggle to maintain even minimal existence. Power, 

consolidated by ownership and consumption, becomes a 

"privilege" of the few, depriving the majority of the population of 

their voice and ability to participate in community decision-

making. This creates a divided society where those without 

ownership or the means to consume according to technocratic 

standards are marginalized, becoming "invisible" in social 

networks. 

How can ownership and consumption not become means of 

consolidating oppressive power, but instead truly serve the holistic 

development of individuals and communities? The answer cannot 

be limited to superficial technical or legal reforms. It requires a 

profound restructuring of economic and social systems, where 

wealth and power are distributed more equitably, and people are 

encouraged to view ownership and consumption as means to an 

end, not as a final destination. 

Realistic human philosophy sets forth a direction: true power is not 

defined by the ability to accumulate wealth, but by the ability to 

awaken creativity, freedom, and humanism in each individual. 

When people reaffirm their role as subjects, recognizing money 

and possessions for their true nature as tools, a more humane social 

order will have the opportunity to be formed – where everyone has 

the opportunity to participate, contribute, and exist fully. 

5. Deconstructing the Money System 
monetary system , throughout human history, has been considered 

a revolutionary achievement. It facilitated the exchange, 

accumulation, and distribution of wealth, opening up the possibility 

of economic expansion and social cooperation on a large scale. 

With the advent of money, humanity escaped the rigid limitations 

of barter, freeing economic relations from dependence on the 

immediate fulfillment of needs. However, along with the ability to 

reorganize economic life, money gradually transcended its role as a 

means to an ultimate goal, a universal measure imposed on all 

aspects of life. In the technocratic world, with the emergence of 

digital currencies, the global financial system, and invisible power 

structures, the need to deconstruct the monetary system has 

become more urgent than ever. 

Deconstruction, in its philosophical and critical sense, is not simply 

the breaking down of a system, but a process of deep analysis into 

its underlying ideological foundations, power relations, and 

assumptions that are taken for granted but are hidden within. For 

the monetary system, deconstruction requires asking fundamental 

questions: Is money truly the universal and sole measure of all 

human values? Can forms of exchange, accumulation, and 

distribution exist that are not based on currency, yet still maintain 

social cooperation and development? And if so, what form would 



Global Journal of Arts Humanity and Social Sciences 

ISSN: 2583-2034    
 

Copyright © 2026 The Author(s): This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 
International License (CC BY-NC 4.0).  

283 

 

they take in a digital society where data and algorithms are 

gradually replacing traditional physical entities? 

In the modern world, money is no longer just a tool of exchange, 

but has become a symbol of power and a means of control. 

Financial and technology corporations, holding the ability to create 

and coordinate the global flow of money, have transformed money 

into a force that profoundly influences economic and social 

policies, and even political decisions. Money, once created to serve 

human needs, has now become the master, determining how people 

exist, think, and act. In this system, a person's value is no longer 

determined by intrinsic qualities such as creativity, compassion, or 

intelligence, but is reduced to the amount of wealth and 

consumption capacity. 

This system simultaneously reinforces and perpetuates inequalities 

on a global scale. While a small group concentrates on 

accumulating vast amounts of wealth, the majority of humanity 

struggles to meet basic needs. Poverty-stricken areas become “dark 

zones” on the financial map, excluded from essential exchange 

networks and services. Inequality is not merely an economic 

consequence, but also a manifestation of a power order where 

those who control money also control information, opportunities, 

and even the presence of others. 

From a dialectical perspective, the monetary system exhibits an 

inherent contradiction. On the one hand, it possesses the potential 

for liberation, helping people overcome material limitations and 

organize more complex social life. On the other hand, when the 

means are confused with the ends, money becomes a sophisticated 

tool of enslavement, pushing people into an endless cycle of 

accumulation and consumption, eroding their freedom and 

creativity. People are caught up in technocratic-financial logic, 

where every action, even the most intimate relationships, is 

governed by the question: "What is the monetary value of this?" 

Debunking the monetary system requires not only a revolution in 

financial mechanisms but also an awakening of awareness. People 

need to learn to see money not as an ultimate end in itself, but as a 

means – a tool to serve life, not to control it. This could include 

developing non-monetary forms of exchange, collaborative 

platforms based on sharing and trust, and transparent financial 

systems that respect human values rather than simply maximizing 

profits. 

Only when money is put back in its proper place can people break 

free from the closed circles of accumulation and consumption, 

opening up the possibility of creating a new social order – where 

humanity, freedom, and creativity are at the center, and money 

becomes a servant instead of a ruler. 

The emergence of cryptocurrencies and decentralized financial 

systems raises new questions about the potential for deconstructing 

the monetary system in a technocratic world. On the positive side, 

they promise a broader model of financial power distribution, 

where individuals are no longer entirely dependent on centralized 

financial institutions such as banks and multinational corporations. 

Cryptocurrencies, with their blockchain technology, carry the 

potential to disrupt long-standing power intermediaries, giving 

users direct control over their assets and transactions. However, 

their downsides are equally clear: these systems easily replicate 

familiar accumulational logics, where financial power is 

concentrated in the hands of a small group possessing superior 

technology, knowledge, and computing infrastructure. Without a 

more humane and equitable framework, they can become 

sophisticated new tools for manipulation, exploitation, and 

perpetuating inequality. 

From a dialectical perspective, the deconstruction of the monetary 

system cannot stop at changing tools or technical methods. The 

transition from paper money to digital money, from traditional 

banking to blockchain, while potentially changing the way things 

operate, will ultimately reinforce the old logic if the fundamental 

concepts of value, ownership, and the purpose of existence remain 

unchanged. This is the logic of infinite accumulation, where the 

value of an individual and a community is reduced to the ability to 

possess and consume, where everything – from knowledge and 

labor to emotions and time – can become a commodity. 

Genuine deconstruction requires a profound transformation in how 

people perceive value, needs, and happiness. It asks: is happiness 

the result of possessing more, or does it lie in the ability to create, 

share, and live in harmony with others? When human value is no 

longer defined by numerical wealth, but by the ability to create 

meaning and coexist, the current monetary system will lose its 

supreme position. 

In this context, an urgent task arises: designing new forms of 

exchange and distribution where money plays only a supporting 

role, rather than being central to social life. Economic models 

based on sharing, community cooperation, and social credit 

networks could serve as experiments for this future. However, the 

answer lies not only at the technological or policy level. It requires 

an awakening at the level of consciousness – where each individual 

learns to break free from the invisible constraints of the monetary 

system, refuses to let their self-worth be tied to material 

possessions, and opens themselves to forms of symbiosis, 

cooperation, and sharing based on humanistic principles. 

When people realize that life cannot be reduced to numbers and 

bank accounts, they will begin to restore their freedom – freedom 

not as the ability to consume without limits, but as the ability to 

shape life according to deeper rhythms and purposes. In the 

technocratic world, this is the most silent but radical revolution: a 

revolution in consciousness, where money is put back in its rightful 

place – a means to serve holistic development, rather than an 

absolute end that binds humanity. 
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